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A peculiar feature of quantum states is that they may embody so-called projective representations
of symmetries rather than ordinary representations. Projective representations of space groups—the
defining symmetry of crystals—remain largely unexplored. Despite recent advances in artificial crys-
tals, whose intrinsic gauge structures necessarily require a projective description, a unified theory is
yet to be established. Here, we establish such a unified theory by exhaustively classifying and rep-
resenting all 458 projective symmetry algebras of time-reversal-invariant crystals from 17 wallpaper
groups in two dimensions—189 of which are algebraically non-equivalent. We discover three phys-
ical signatures resulting from projective symmetry algebras, including the shift of high-symmetry
momenta, an enforced nontrivial Zak phase, and a spinless eight-fold nodal point. Our work offers a
theoretical foundation for the field of artificial crystals and opens the door to a wealth of topological
states and phenomena beyond the existing paradigms.

INTRODUCTION

Symmetry groups and their representations are at the
heart of physics. When going from classical to quantum
physics, a classical symmetry group G becomes repre-
sented in the Hilbert space, where it makes no physical
difference if all states are multiplied by a global phase.
It follows that the representation allows an extra phase
factor, i.e., for gi,g2 € G, their representations p(g;)
and p(g2) may satisfy p(g1)p(g2) = v(g1,92)p(g192) With
v(g1,92) € U(1). This is known as the projective repre-
sentation of G, and the phase factors v called the factor
system for this representation. As a well-known exam-
ple, classifying the projective representations of Poincaré
group for elementary particles leads to the two types of
particles, bosons and fermions, corresponding to two dis-
tinct factor systems?.

The defining symmetries for crystals are the space
groups. What is the physical meaning of a projective rep-
resentation in this context? Consider a spinless quantum
particle on a two-dimensional (2D) lattice as shown in
Fig. 1a. A projective representation for the lattice trans-
lations allows (hereafter, we use bold letters to denote
the represented symmetry operators) L, LbLglL,;1 = e,
from which one observes that the extra phase factor cor-
responds to a gauge flux through the lattice. This shows
that projective representations of space groups are as-
sociated with gauge fluxes, and somewhat explains the
previous ignorance of them in textbooks on solid-state
physics?. Because most electronic crystals are free of
gauge flux, one can show that their descriptions are re-
stricted to ordinary representations. Nevertheless, it was
recognized that rich gauge-flux configurations can emerge
in certain strongly correlated spin systems, where projec-
tive representations of space groups are needed for their
description38.

The rise of artificial crystals in recent years completely
changes the situation. Artificial crystals cover a wide
range of systems, such as acoustic, photonic, mechanical,

circuit, and cold-atom systems” '°. Most artificial crys-
tals intrinsically preserve time-reversal (71') symmetry,
which allows fluxes 0 and 7 over the lattices. A salient
feature is that these lattice gauge fluxes can be readily en-
gineered. Recent works showed that these fluxes modify
the physics in a fundamental way and projective repre-
sentations are indispensable for understanding artificial
crystals20725. This urgently calls for a unified theory of
projective representations of symmetries for T-invariant
crystals, which constitutes the foundation of the whole
field.

In this work, we develop such a theory and predict its
distinguishing consequences. First, we characterize all
possible projective symmetry algebras (PSAs) with time-
reversal symmetry for any space group. This is demon-
strated by 458 PSAs—189 of which are algebraically
independent—for all 17 wallpaper groups in two dimen-
sions. Then, we show all the 2D PSAs can be systemati-
cally realized by lattice models with appropriate gauge
fluxes. Finally, we present three signature results of
PSAs, including the shift of high-symmetry momenta, an
enforced nontrivial Zak phase, and a spinless eight-fold
nodal point.

RESULTS

Projective symmetry algebras with time-reversal
invariance We start by presenting a general result that
reduces the problem for systems with time reversal sym-
metry 7. Let G be the space group, then the total
symmetry group is G x ZI, where ZJ = {E,T} is
the two-element group generated by 7. Mathemati-
cally, the classification of all possible factor systems for
this group corresponds to the second group cohomol-
ogy H*¢(G x Z¥ ,U(1))*¢. We have proven that due to
the anti-unitary character of T, H>¢(G x ZI U(1)) =
H%*(G,Zs) x HY(Z],7Z5) with Zy = {£1} (see Meth-
ods). Hence, the computation is simplified to deriving
H?(G,Zs), since it is known that H2(21 Zy) = Zy =
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FIG. 1. Logic chart and flux realizations of projective algebraic relations. a. Gauge flux in a lattice requires the space
group symmetries to be projectively represented. b. Work flow diagram of this work. Given a space group G, the classification
of projective representations are given by H?(G,Zz). These representations are captured by projective symmetry algebras
(PSAs) with a complete set of cohomology invariants, from which we construct a canonical model that can realize all possible
PSAs, and derive nontrivial physical consequences. c-h illustrate the construction method for realizing the five basic classes of
PSAs (cohomology invariants). Specifically, c, d, e, h are for nontrivial o, «, 3, T, respectively, and f and g are for nontrivial
7. In g, the bond connecting the two black sites can be either present or absent, and the total flux through the vertical and
horizontal rectangular plaquettes is required to be 7. Here, the 7 flux in a plaquette is realized by a negative hopping amplitude

(marked by red color) on an edge of that plaquette.

{1} distinguishes integer and half integer spins, respec-
tively. This means we only need to consider G with fac-
tors restricted to Zs = {£1}. Our discussion below fo-
cuses on spinless systems, which are pertinent to most
artificial crystals. It can be directly extended to spinful
systems, as we shall comment at the end.

The second group cohomology H?(G,Zs) can be de-
rived from the abstract group cohomology theory, e.g.,
from the twisted tensor product of the cochain complex
of the translation subgroup and that of the point group?”.
Considering the 17 wallpaper groups for 2D, the results
are listed in the second column of Table I. Besides the
classification, we also need to know the content of each
H?(G,Zs), namely, the concrete algebraic relations sat-
isfied by the symmetry operators, which are called the
PSAs, because they are directly related to the physics
of a system. We have worked out all PSAs in terms of
generators of each group, as listed in the fourth column
of Table I. The technical details are given in Supplemen-
tary Note 2. The classification is complete, meaning that
any T-invariant crystal system in two dimensions must
belong to one of the PSAs listed here.

Interestingly, each H?(G,Zs) is a product of Zs, i.e.,
H?(G,Zy) = Z%. Meanwhile, we find that the corre-
sponding PSA can be captured by a complete set of n
Zo-valued cohomology invariants, which are denoted by

o, «, B, n, and 7 in Table I. The specific meaning of these
symbols will be explained in a while. Here, one can eas-
ily check that they are indeed cohomology invariants, by
noting that they are unchanged when multiplying sym-
metry operators by arbitrary Zo phases +1. The ordi-
nary representation just corresponds to the case with all
invariants being +1.

It should be noted that for each G the PSAs classi-
fied by H?(G,Zs) have redundancies for their abstract
algebraic structures, because often G has nontrivial au-
tomorphisms such that two nonequivalent factor systems
lead to equivalent algebraic structures. We screen out all
nonequivalent algebras, of which the numbers (N¢g) are
listed in the last column of Table I. We find that there
are 189 non-equivalent algebraic structures out of the 458
PSAs.

To illustrate our theory, we take group P2 as an ex-
ample. The set of generators of P2 consists of two unit
translations L,, L, and the rotation R by 7 (along an
out-of-plane axis). Its group algebras are expressed in
terms of the four combinations, R, L, R, Ly R and L,LyR,
each of which is squared to 1. According to Table I,
H?(P2,75) = 73, so there are four cohomology invari-
ants a; (i = 1,2,3,4), corresponding to the four PSA
relations:



R? = a1, (L4R)? = as, (LyR)? = a3, (L,LyR)* = ay.
&

Since any permutation of the four twofold rotations
above gives an isomorphic PSA, there are only five equiv-
alence classes of PSAs, and each class is specified by how
many o’s equal —1.

Our result shows that the 17 wallpaper groups together
with T symmetry can generate 458 x 2 PSAs (the addi-
tional factor 2 is from spin), which is much richer than
the case of Poincaré group with only twofold classifica-
tion. Physically, this is due to the reduced symmetry
which allows more gauge flux configurations.

Flux realizations of projective symmetry algebras
After completing the classification, our next task is to de-
velop a construction method to realize each of the PSAs.
This is important for two purposes. First, it serves as a
validity check for our results in Table I and demonstrates
that each PSA can indeed be realized in a physical sys-
tem. Second, it provides guidance for the experimental
realization of nontrivial PSAs in artificial crystals.

Our construction is via mapping each PSA in Table I
to a specific gauge flux pattern. In this process, we dis-
tinguish five classes of cohomology invariants in PSAs,
corresponding to the five symbols o, «, 8, n, and 7 in Ta-
ble I. The flux lattices for them are illustrated in Fig. 1lc-
h, and are elucidated below. The technical details for
how these flux lattices represent PSAs can be found in
Methods.

(i) The first class refers to o = L,LyL;'L; " for the
translation subgroup. ¢ = 41 corresponds respectively
to flux 0 and 7 through the plaquette spanned by L, and
Ly, as illustrated in Fig. lc.

(#) The second class concerns cohomology invariants
« of symmorphic rotational symmetries. That is, « = R™
for an n-fold rotation R, where @ = 41 corresponds to
flux 0 or 7 through the plaquette invariant under the
rotation, as in Fig. 1d.

(4ii) The third class corresponds to the square of a mir-
ror reflection M, i.e., 8 = M2. It turns out that M2 = —1
cannot be realized on lattices with only nearest neighbor
hoppings within one layer. We propose to realize it either
by second neighbor hopping as in Ref.?® or on a bilayer
lattice with 7 flux through the interlayer plaquettes, as
shown in Fig. le.

(iv) The fourth class (n invariants) is on relations be-
tween translations and reflections. For example, n =
MILyM;ILy—l, and n = +1 corresponds to flux 0 or w
through the plaquette in Fig. 1f that preserves L, and
M,. Moreover, if M?> = M L,M; 'L ! = —1, we may
design the flux pattern as in Fig. 1g.

(v) The fifth class consists of invariants 7 that extend
the algebraic relations between translations and glide re-
flections, e.g., 7 = g,L, g, 'L,. As illustrated in Fig. 1h,
7 = +1 respectively corresponds to flux 0 or 7w through

the area spanned by the translation and glide reflection,
which is half of the plaquette spanned by unit transla-
tions. It appears only for Pg group in Table I.

With the above building blocks, we can systematically
translate the cohomology invariants into fluxed lattices
and obtain models realizing each of PSAs in Table I. In
this way, we have constructed a “canonical” lattice model
for each wallpaper group G, in the sense that all PSAs for
G can be realized in this single model, by simply varying
the 0/7 flux distribution in the lattice. In Methods, we
categorize the 17 wallpaper groups into five classes to
briefly introduce how the canonical lattice models are
constructed.

As an example, consider P2 group with four « invari-
ants. The algebraic relation for each a; in Table I cor-
responds to a twofold rotation center in the unit cell, as
illustrated in Fig. 2a. Under lattice translation, each «;
is associated with a class of translation-related rotation
centers, which are distinguished by four colors in Fig. 2a.
Then, the canonical model can be constructed with each
plaquette hosting a unique rotation center (see Fig. 2a),
corresponding to the dual lattice of the lattice of rotation
centers. Each a; = £1 can then be realized by inserting
flux 0 or 7 into the corresponding class of plaquettes.

The canonical models for all 17 wallpaper groups are
illustrated in Fig. 3, and are explicitly constructed in
Supplementary Note 3. For each wallpaper group in
Fig. 3, the cohomology invariants correspond to inde-
pendent fluxes in the lattice model, and we distinguish
the fluxes by different colors. This is consistent with the
number 2" of PSAs, with n the number of colors in each
lattice model.

Physical consequences of projective symmetry al-
gebras Our revealed PSAs can lead to a wealth of new
physics, beyond conventional systems based on ordinary
representations. Below, we present three remarkable con-
sequences for demonstration.

(1) Shift of high-symmetry points. In ordinary band
structures, high-symmetry points are located either at
the center (I' point) or on the boundary of Brillouin zone
(BZ)?2. In contrast, with PSAs, the high-symmetry points
are redistributed, and they can be at non-central points
in the interior of BZ.

For instance, continue with the example of P2 group.
Let’s consider the PSA with a; = as = 1 and a3 =
a4 = —1 (see the canonical model realization in Fig. 2b).
Clearly, in this case the two translations L, and L; com-
mute as usual, and therefore the BZ is unchanged. How-
ever, since RLyR~! = L;' is modified to RL,R™! =
—L;l by the fluxes, the R-invariant momenta are trans-
formed from (0,0), (0,7), (7,0) and (7w, 7) to (0,+m/2)
and (7, +7/2), as illustrated in Fig. 2c (see discussion in
Methods).

(2) Enforced nontrivial Zak phase. While ordinary
crystal symmetries may protect topological structures of
energy bands, we discover that some PSAs can even en-



G H?*(G,Z2) Generators Cohomology invariants Ng
P1 Zo La, Ls o=Lg LbL L 2
P2 74 La,Ls,R a1 = R asz = (L,R)?, = (LR)?, au = (LaLyR)?. 5
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Pam VA Ls,R,M = R4, az = (L,R®?, a3z = (L.R)Y, B1=M?2 Bo=(RM)?, 3= (L.M)?2 40
P4g Zg 8y R a1 =R Q2 = (gZR2)27 /81 = (gyR)2 6
P3 Zo Lo, Ly, R o=Lilol 'Ly ', 1=RL,R'L,'La, 1=RL,R'L,, 1=R® 2

-1 —1 2 2 2 -1y —1
P2 e (g (TSI LR 4
—1; —1 —1 —1 2 2 —1p —1

P31m 73 La, Ly, R, M ‘1’: I:EbLgLfl LLb ) i“g';a M7, B=M"=(RM)", 1=RLR"L, L, 4
P6 73 L.,R a1 =R%  as = (L.R?)?, 1= (L.,R?)>3. 4
Pém Z4 Le,R,M a1 =R%  as = (LaR?)?, B =M?=(L.M)?, B2 = (RM)? 1= (L.R?? 16

TABLE I. Projective symmetry algebras of 17 wallpaper groups. The first column ‘G’ lists the names of 17 wallpaper
groups, and the second column ‘H?(G,Zs)’ presents the corresponding second cohomology groups. The chosen generators of
each wallpaper group are given in the third column. The PSAs and the cohomology invariants are presented in the fourth
column. L, R, M and g denote translation, rotation, mirror and glide reflection, respectively. o, «, 8, n and 7 are the five
classes of cohomology invariants valued in Zs = {£1}. The last column ‘Ng’ lists the number of equivalence classes of PSAs

for each wallpaper group.

force nontrivial topological structures. That is, once the
PSA is realized, certain topological invariant is guaran-
teed to be nontrivial.

Here, we give one example of this fascinating phe-
nomena, again using the P2 group. Let us consider the
PSAs with R? = (L,R)? = a and (LR)? = (L,LyR)? =
—a, which can be realized by the canonical model with
the flux configuration in Fig. 2b. The PSAs lead to
RL,R™! = —L, ' for both a = £1. From this relation,
one can show that the anti-unitary operator RT will shift
momentum k to k 4+ Gp/2 with Gy the reciprocal trans-
lation vector corresponding to L, (see Methods).

Now, consider the effect of RT on a single energy band
with eigenstates |1g). Recall that spacetime inversion
symmetry can quantize the Berry phase, also known as
the Zak phase, along any periodic path in the BZ to be
either 0 or 7*°. In contrast, here, RT with (RT)? =
exerts a stronger constraint on the Zak phase, i.e., it
completely determines the Zak phase 6, along any Gy-
periodic path as

0p =ilna mod 2m, (2)

due to the nontrivial action of RT discussed above (see
Methods). This result means: if « = —1, the Zak phase
is enforced to be nontrivial. This is confirmed by the
concrete model in Fig. 2b. This model has four isolated
bands, and each band is enforced to have a nontrivial

Zak phase 7 along k. Hence, there must be topological
edge states within the first and the third energy gaps, as
shown in Fig. 2d.

(3) Eightfold degenerate nodal point. Highly degener-
ate nodal points protected by crystal symmetries have
been a hot topic. Without including the twofold degen-
eracy of spin-1/2, the highest degeneracy protected by
wallpaper groups is fourfold®?. Here, we find that PSA
can achieve a degeneracy of eightfold, beyond any ordi-
nary representations.

This is exemplified by the PSA of P3ml with
LoLpL 'L, " = —1 and M?> = —1 (see Table I). The
canonical model is illustrated in Fig. 2e and 2f. Since
L, does not commute with L;, we choose L(QL and Lg to
generate an invariant subgroup of P3m1l, and the BZ is
specified by L2 —etkea and L% = —e'k e ynder the
Fourier transform, with e,; being the translation vec-
tors of Li’b At high-symmetry point I', the little co-

group is given by Z3 x D3 x Z1, where Z3 are generated
by Lg,. This little co-group is projectively represented
with factors inherited from that of P3ml. We find that
it has two 4D irreducible representations and one 8D ir-
reducible representation. The latter gives the eightfold
nodal point, which is indeed confirmed via a concrete
model as illustrated in Fig. 2g and 2h.

DISCUSSION
In conclusion, we have established a unified theory for
T-invariant crystals. Particularly, we classified all PSAs
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FIG. 2. Models and physical consequences of projective symmetry algebras. a. The canonical model for P2. The
dashed line marks the unit cell. The four classes of translation-related rotation centers are colored in red, green, purple and
blue, respectively. Each rotation center is the center of a plaquette shadowed with the same color of the rotation center. The
four colors correspond to the four a-invariants in Table I. b. The model of P2 that realizes the projective symmetry algebra
(PSA) with @1 = a2 = 1 and ag = aa = —1. The dashed line marks the unit cell, which contains four sites. The bonds with red
color have a negative hopping amplitude, which makes the shaded plaquettes having a 7 flux. a and b are lattice vectors. Here,
we added a dimerization pattern in hopping to open spectral gaps, as in d. ¢. Due to the PSA in b, high-symmetry momenta
are shifted and the Zak phase 6, over a Gy-periodic path must be nontrivial. Here, k. are the wave-vector components for
the lattice vectors @ and b in b. d. Spectrum of the model in b on the slab geometry with the b dimension confined. The
spectrum is parametrized by k.. The in-gap edge states are colored in red, which arise from the nontrivial Zak phase. To
construct a canonical model for P3m1, we first build a one-layer lattice model in e to accommodate the o invariant. Then, we
double it into a bilayer model in f to further accommodate the g invariant. In f, black and white colors mean the two sites are
inequivalent, e.g., they may have different on-site energies. g. Band structure of a P3m1 model in f, which exhibits an eightfold
nodal point at I'. Note that along I-M (I'-K), each band is twofold (fourfold) degenerate. h. Dispersion in the vicinity of the

eightfold degenerate nodal point.

of wallpaper groups, developed a general construction
method, presented canonical models to realize each PSA,
and revealed remarkable physical consequences. The the-
ory can be directly extended to 3D space groups. Our
work provides a solid foundation for the study of artificial
crystals and opens the door to a wealth of new physics
beyond the current paradigm based ordinary symmetry
representations.

Notably, although our focus here is on spinless systems
(which most artificial crystals belong to), the generaliza-
tion to spinful systems is straightforward. This is because
in the presence of T-invariance, it is always sufficient
to consider Zs-valued factor systems, as stressed above.
Then, in addition to the phases arising from fluxes, one
only needs to take care of reflections and rotations of
spin-1/2 by 2m, which lead to the phase —1. Hence, all
the cohomology invariants in classes (it) and (4ii) are re-
versed. Formally, we may just replace each a and § by

(—1)?*c and (—1)?%0, respectively, with s = 0 and 1/2
for spinless and spin-1/2 cases.

Finally, we note that our theory of PSAs is based on
two fundamental principles of physics: (a) Physical sys-
tems are classified by symmetries (Landau’s paradigm);
and (b) Symmetries are projectively represented in a
physical system (Wigner’s principle). Hence, the PSAs
derived here are general and classify all T-invariant crys-
tal systems, including not only artificial crystals, but also
real materials, strongly correlated spin systems, and be-
yond.

METHODS
Projective representations with time-reversal
symmetry In the main text, we emphasized that with T’
symmetry, the phase factors of space group symmetries
can be constrained to be valued in Z,. Here, we present
a proof for this proposition.

Let us enlarge the space group G by including T with



FIG. 3. Illustration for the canonical models of 17 wallpaper groups. For each wallpaper group, the cohomology
invariants are realized by independent fluxes ®, € {0, 7} on the lattice, which are distinguished by different colors.

T? = 1. Then, each group element can be written as g7'
with g € G and a = 0, 1. Suppose that under the projec-
tive representation p, the phase factor A arises through

P T )p(g2T?) = N1 T, g21°2) p(g1g2T**+2). (3)
We shall prove that by appropriately modifying the

phase of each operator p(¢T®), we can always transform
AT, g2T*2) into the form,

MgiT™, g2T%) = v(g1, g2)w (T, T*), (4)

where v(g1,g2), w(T%,T%) € Zs.
We start with observing that for all g € G,

plo(T) = No.TiplaT) = 3ol Dpta). (9

which motivates us to modify the phase of each p(g)
as

p(9), (6)

Note that p(7) is an anti-unitary operator, i.e.,
p(T)e = c*p(T) for ¢ € C. Hence,

p(9)p(T) = p(T)p(g). (7)



We further modify the operators for the other half of
group elements as

p(9T) = /' A(g, T)MT, 9)p(gT), (8)

for all g € G. Note that p(T) = p(T). Then, one
observes that

p(9)p(T) = p(gT). (9)

_ Let X denote the phase factor for j. Restricting on G,
A satisfies

plg1)(g2) = Ag1, 92)3(9192) (10)

for all g1,92 € G. The left-hand side commutes with
p(T), so does the right-hand side. Hence, v := Mgxg €
Zs = {£1}. On the other hand, A\(T,T') appears in

A(T)A(T) = \(T, T)1.
Clearly, /:\(T, T) commutes with p(7T), and therefore
w(T,T) == XNT,T) € Zs.
Finally, it is straightforward to check that

(11)

1T ) p(g2T?) = p(g1)p(T**)p(g2) p(T*?)
(91)p(g2)p(T*)p(T*2)

(91, 92)p(g192)w (T, T%) (T +72)
(

V(g1 g2)w(T™, T*)p(g1g2T* %),
(12)

p
v

This concludes the proof of our proposition. In
the proof, we have repeatedly used the relations:

p(9)A(T) = p(gT) and p(g)p(T) = p(T)p(g)-

Projective symmetry algebras and gauge fluxes
Let us consider a set of lattice sites and hopping am-
plitudes among them, which give rise to a tight-binding
model,

,H = ZHija;raj. (13)

j

Here, aJr and a; are the particle creation and annihi-
lation operators at sites ¢ and j, respectively. H;; repre-
sents the hopping amplitudes t;; from site j to 4 if ¢ # j
and the onsite energy ¢; at site ¢ if 1 = j. H is a Her-
mitian matrix and called the one-particle Hamiltonian of
the tight-binding model.

Each hopping amplitude t;; may have a phase e?is
(such that t;; = [t;j|e?®#), which is called the gauge con-
nection of the lattice model. Particularly, here we con-
sider the Z, gauge connections with ¢;; € {0,7}. For

each closed loop C formed by successive hoppings, one
can compute the product W of the phases of all the hop-
ping amplitudes involved. W is called the Wilson loop
operator of the loop C', and the gauge flux & through
the loop C is given by W¢o = e ®¢. For the Z; gauge
field, we have W¢ € {£1} and ®¢ = {0, 7}.

For each site i, we may change the phase of az for each
i by an arbitrary e*". Particularly, 6’ is valued in {0, 7}
for the Zo gauge field considered here. Accordingly, the
hopping amplitudes are transformed as t;; + e t; e~
which is called a gauge transformation. An immediate
result is that Wo = e7*®¢ is invariant under any gauge
transformation. This can be seen from that the ending
site of a hopping is the starting site of the next hopping
in a loop C, and therefore all phase changes involved are
cancelled out. To summarize, the gauge fluxes are gauge-
invariant quantities, whereas the gauge connections are
not.

Only gauge-invariant quantities are physical. In the
current case, the gauge flux configuration completely de-
termines the physics of the model. Hence, a spatial trans-
formation R that leaves the crystal and the gauge flux
configuration invariant is regarded as a symmetry of the
system. However, R does not necessarily preserve the
gauge-connection configuration A. After the action of
R, A is generally changed to another one A’. Since the
two gauge-connection configurations A and A’ describe
the same flux configuration, they are related by a gauge
transformation Gr. On the lattice, R is represented by
a matrix indexed by lattice sites, which we still denote
by R. The gauge transformation G is a diagonal matrix
with [Ggli = €®, i.e., with the phase assigned to the
ith site. Then, the physical symmetry operator in this
case should be the combination

R = GgR. (14)

That is, after the spatial transformation R, the gauge
transformation Gp is needed to recover the original gauge
connection configuration A. Notably, it is R = GgR that
commutes with the Hamiltonian H, i.e.,

[R,H] = 0. (15)
The commutation relation is equivalent to the require-
ment,

tij = Gr(D)tr-1(iyr-1(j)GR(J), (16)
where Gr(i) = ek, namely the phase assigned to site
i, and R(7) is the site transformed from i by R
Then, we consider the successive action of two spa-
tial symmetries, Ry = Gg, R1 and Ry = Gg,Ro. There
are two natural operators to implement the action,



namely, GRIR1GR2R2 and GR12R12 with R12 = RlRQ.
Their difference is AG(Rl, Rg) = GR1 Rl GR2 Rl_l/GRl Ro-
Ag(R1, Ry) is a diagonal matrix with ith diagonal entry
being Gg, (i1)Gr,(Ry (i))/Gr, r, (i), and therefore repre-
sents a gauge transformation. It is clear that Ag(R1, R2)
commutes with all possible symmetry-preserving Hamil-
tonians. Particularly, let us presume the usual case that
H is a connected lattice model, i.e., any two sites are con-
nected by hoppings. The presumption sufficiently leads
to the fact that Ag(R1, R2) is proportional to the iden-
tlty matrix, namely [AG(RlaRZ)]ij = I/(Rl,Rg)(Sij with
v(R1, Ry) € Zy C U(1), i.e., the physical symmetry op-
erators satisfy the PSA|

R1R2 = I/(Rl,RQ)RlQ. (17)

If v and v/ are related by transforming R to R’ = x(R)R
with x(R) € U(1) or Zs, the two PSAs belong to the
same cohomology class. It must be noted that the
cohomology class of such a PSA is independent of the
choice of gauge connections, and is solely determined by
the flux configuration.

Realization of cohomology invariants Based on the
general discussions in the last section, we now show the
flux lattices in Fig. lc-h can realize the five classes of
cohomology invariants, respectively.

(i) Let us start with the cohomology invariant o =
LaLpLy 'L, ", Since

Lololy 'Ly = GuLoGo Ly (Go L)~ (GpLy) ™!
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= Gu(LoGp Ly ) LyG,o Ly H(GyLy) ™1, (18)

the algebraic relation is equivalent to

Ga(i)Go(Lg ' (1)) G (Ly ' (1))Gy (1) = o (19)

for any lattice site 7. For the lattice model in Fig. 1c,
we have from (16) the relations

tas = 114G4(2)GE(3), taz = t12G(4)G;(3),  (20)

which implies

1?2 = 114G, (2)G5(3), €91 = e'912G,(4)G)(3). (21)

Here, 1,2, 3,4 label the four sites in Fig. 1c, which are
counted counterclockwise from the lower left corner. The
flux through the rectangle satisfies

e~ I® — pidrz itz idaa pidar
— i1 id11eid2 011G, (2)GE(3)GE(4)Gy(3)  (22)
= G;(3)Gh (L, '(3))Ga(L; 1 (3))Gy(3) = o™

Thus, in the presence of flux ®, L, and L, satisfy
LoLyL 'L, " = €'®. This argument can be generalized
to other lattices. See Supplementary Figures 28 and 37.

(7) For a cohomology invariant a = R} /T MUSE
be even. Here, we have added the subscript 27/n for R
to specify the rotation angle. When n is even, rotating
n/2 times is a two-fold rotation RY? = R;. In general,

27 /n
R/, = &Ry with € € Zy. No matter whether £ = %1,

the cohomology invariant can always be expressed as

R2 = a. (23)

Substituting R, = G, R, into the identity above, we
see the cohomology invariant can be realized by

GTF(Z)GTF(RTF(Z)) = (24)

for any site i.

Let us label the vertices of the plaquette in Fig. 1d by
1=1,2,3,---2l with n = 2l. Then, R, (i) =4+ [l. From
(16), the hopping amplitudes satisfy

ti,i+1 - ti+l$i+l+1Gﬂ—(7;)G;(l’ + 1) (25)

Then, the flux is found to be

21 l
e =T]e? =[G ()G} (i +1)
i=1

i=1

=G, (1)G_(1+1)

(26)

From (24), we conclude that ¢'® = a. Note that all
phases are restricted in Zy = {£1}.

(i1i) For M? = 3, the 2D mirror reflection is interpreted
as the twofold rotation through an axis parallel to the 2D
plane. Then, it is clear from (ii) that e!® = 8 with ® the
flux through each vertical plaquettes in Fig. le.

(i) The cohomology invariant 7 = M,L,M;'L,;" is
translated as

n=MzL,M; 'L, = G, M, Gy Ly (G M) 1 (Gy L)~
=G (Mo Gy M )My Ly M L (Ly Gy Ly )G,
(27)

Hence, we have the identity,

G (1) Gy (M (1)) Gy, (L ()G (4) = . (28)

Label the four white sites in Fig. 1f by 1, 2, 3 and 4,
which are counted counterclockwise from the lower left
site. From (16), we have the identities,



tas = 114G (2)G,(3),  taz = 112G, (4)G;(3),  (29)

Then, the flux is computed as

e~ I® i1z itz idaa pida
=e'P12elP1eiPneln G, (2)Gr (3)Gr(4)Gy(3) (30)

=G;,(3)G, (M (3))Gm(Ly " (3))Gy(3) = n".

(v) The algebraic relation 7 = L,g,L,g, ' leads to

Logolagy ! = GuLyGygu(GaLy)(Gygs) ™t

:GI(LIGgLojl)Lxgszgz_l((Lﬂcgw)_lGﬂchga?l)Gg_la
(31)
which is equivalent to
Gw(r)Gg(Lw(r))Gw(ng_l(T))G;("') =T (32)

For the lattice in Fig. 1h, the hopping amplitudes sat-
isfy

tog = 114G (2)G,(3), taz = 121Gy, (4)Gy (3),  (33)

referring to (16). Here, 1,2,3,4 label the four sites
in Fig. 1h, which are counted counterclockwise from the
lower left one. Then, the flux through the rectangular
plaquette is

e I® _pif12 pitas idaa pidar

=eiP12 1014112 1001 G (2)Gx(3 ) (4)ng(3)

=e2712G%(3)GY (L4 (3))Ga(Lagy (3))Gg7(3)
=G;(3)G; (L2(3))Gh(Lag, ' (3))Gy, (3) =

Note again that all phases above are either +1 or —1.

(34)

Construction of canonical models In the main text,
we have elucidated how to realize cohomology invariants
o, a, B, n and 7 in Table I by lattice flux configura-
tions. Here, we briefly introduce the general procedure
for constructing the canonical models for all 17 wallpa-
per groups, which realize all 458 PSAs. It must be noted
that the purpose of these models is to demonstrate the
physical realization of all PSAs, so they are made as sim-
ple as possible and contain only nearest neighbor hop-
pings. One can certainly write down more complex mod-
els with more complicated lattice structures and hopping
processes for a given PSA, just like what one typically
does when constructing models based on ordinary repre-
sentations of space groups.

The illustration for all the canonical models is given in
Fig. 3, and the full details for the model construction can
be found in the Supplemental Note 3. In this process, we
find it useful to categorize the 17 wallpaper groups into
five classes.

(a) Groups P1, P3, and Pg are quite simple, since each
of them has only one cohomology invariant o or 7 (see
Table I). Tt is straightforward to design lattice models
with the flux patterns as introduced in (7) or ().

(b) For groups P2, Pgg, P4, and P6, all cohomol-
ogy invariants are of type « in (i), i.e., each @; = R”
for some n-fold rotation R through a rotation center in
the unit cell. Under lattice translations, each rotation
center gives a lattice of rotation centers. Accordingly,
each «; is associated with such a lattice, and different
a;’s correspond to different lattices. This has been illus-
trated with our example P2 in the main text. Then, the
canonical model is constructed as the dual lattice for the
lattice of rotation centers. This means each plaquette in
the canonical model hosts a unique rotation center; con-
versely, each rotation center is the center of a plaquette
preserving the rotation symmetry. Then, each o; = +1
is realized by inserting flux 0 or 7 into the corresponding
plaquettes.

(¢) For groups C'm, P3m1, and P31m, each has two
cohomology invariants ¢ and S. We first construct a one-
layer lattice model realizing o as described in (7). Then,
we double the one-layer model into a two-layer model,
and introduce the nearest-neighbor interlayer hopping
amplitudes to realize 8 as given in (4ii) or in Fig. le.

(d) Each of groups Pmm, Cmm, P4m, P4g, and P6m
has the two types of cohomology invariants o and g
in (i) and (#4), respectively. Here, following (b), we
first construct a one-layer model to accommodate all a-
invariants. Then, we double the one-layer model into a
two-layer model, and appropriately insert fluxes for in-
terlayer plaquettes to realize all S-invariants. Note that
according to Fig. le, the vertical mirror planes should
cross lattice bonds rather than lattice sites, which can
always be satisfied.

(e) The remaining two groups are Pm and Pmyg,
both having n- and B-invariants. Therefore, we refer
to (iv) and Fig. 1g for constructing two-layer models
for them. Since Pmg also has two a-invariants, we
first construct the ome-layer model according to the
a-invariants following (b), and then double it into a
two-layer model to accommodate the - and n-invariants
following Fig. 1g.

Shift of high-symmetry points We derive the shift of
high-symmetry points in Fig. 2c. From the PSAs for P2,
it is straightforward to derive that

Lalpl, 'Lt
RLbR_lLb = 03,

_ 2 _
= arazay, R =ay,

35
RLaR_lLa = 109. ( )



Alternatively, these relations can be derived from
the configuration of the canonical model in Fig. 2a.
There, the fluxes through the plaquettes colored in red,
green, purple, blue correspond to cohomology invarants

a1, g, a3, g, respectively. If oy = 1 (o = —1), the
corresponding flux is 0 ().
When a7 = as = a and a3 = ag = —a, plaquettes in

each row have the same flux, and the flux values alternate
across the rows (see Fig. 2b). Accordingly, the third
equation above gives RL,R™! = be_l. In momentum
space, L is diagonalized as e’*®. Then, Re’**R~1 =
e~ (k=Gv/2)b with G}, the reciprocal lattice vector for b.
Hence, we see that k is transformed to —k + G;/2 under
R, i.e.,

R: ks —k+Gy/2. (36)

Thus, the R-invariant momenta are shifted to £G}/4
and G, /2 + Gy /4, as shown in Fig. 2c.

Enforced topology by projective symmetry alge-
bras Here, we provide the details for the nontrivial Zak
phase enforced by RT symmetry discussed in the main
text. The RT symmetry puts the following constraint for
a Hamiltonian:

UrrH* (k + Go/2)Upy = H(k) (37)

where Ugrr is a unitary operator determined by RT.
Suppose that H(k) has a single band [ig) over the Gy
period from k = 0 to Gp. The action of RT on |i) will
give a band eigenstate at k + Gp/2, generally differing
from [¢r4@,/2) by a k dependent phase, i.e.,

Urr 1) = €% [¢r s, /2) - (38)

Accordingly, RT relates the Berry connection Ay(k) =
(Y|i0k, |Vr) at k and k + Gp/2 as

Ap(k) + Ap(k + Gy /2) = Ok, ¢(k). (39)

Because of this, the Zak phase 6, = ¢ dk;, Ay(k) over
any G-periodic path can be expressed as

b = (Gb/2) — $(0). (40)

Moreover, the PSA relation (RT)? = « requires that
UrrUgr = a, which in turn leads to

i (k+Go/2)—ip(k) _ (41)

Thus, we arrive at 0, = ilna mod 27 as claimed in
the main text. For a« = —1, this Zak phase is guaranteed
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to be nontrivial.

Eightfold degenerate nodal point For the group
P3ml, when 0 = a = —1, the little co-algebra at the
I" point has two irreducible 4D representations and one
irreducible 8D representation. The 8D irreducible repre-
sentation can be expressed as

Lb = iO’g ®0’0 ®O’0,
M=Uy ® Dy ® o3, (42)

L, = i01 ® 0p ® 0,
R:UR®DR®O'0,
T=09R®09R®01K.

Here, K denotes the complex conjugation, and

Dpg = exp(—ioe2m/3),
Dy = o3,

Ugr = exp(in, - 027/3), (43)
Uy = exp(ing - om/2),

with ny = (1, -1, -1)/v/3 and ny = (0,1, —1)/v/2.

Following (¢), we can construct the canonical model
for P3m1. First, we construct the one-layer lattice that
realizes the o-invariant for translations as illustrated in
Fig. 2d. Then, we double the one-layer model into the
bilayer model as illustrated in Fig. 2e. In order to real-
ize all cohomology invariants, we add flux at all regular
hexagons and rectangles. The expression for this lattice
model is given in the Supplementary Note 4.

DATA AVAILABILITY
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available from the corresponding author upon request.

CODE AVAILABILITY

All code used to generate the plotted band structures is
available from the corresponding author upon request.
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Supplementary Note 1. Background

In this section, we introduce the basics of projective symmetry algebras for a given symmetry group G. First, we
introduce the multipliers or factor systems of projective representations, which are classified by the second cohomology
group H2(G,U(1)). Then, we discuss the consequences of including time-reversal symmetry into the symmetry group.
Finally, we establish the correspondence between projective symmetry algebras and cohomology invariants.

a. Introduction to projective representation

A projective representation of a group G with coefficients in an Abelian group A is a map from G to linear
transfomations on a vector space V:

p: G — GL(V), (1)
which satisfies a modified multiplication rule

p(g1)p(g2) = v(91,92)p(9192), V91,92 € G. (2)

Here, v(g1, g2) is a function from G x G to A, which is called a factor system or multiplier. The associativity requires
that

v(g1,92)v (9192, 93) = v(g2, 93)v(91, g293)- (3)

A function from G x G to A satisfies Eq. (3) is called a 2-cocyle. We denote the set of all possible 2-cocyles as
Z%(G, A), which is an abelian group under the multiplication of functions.

p(g) can be redefined by a phase factor x(g) € A: p(g) — p'(9) = x(9)p(g), with which the factor system v is
transformed as

x(91)x(g2) (@)

v(g1,92) = V' (91, 92) = v(91, 9
(17 2) (15 2) (13 2) X(gng)

*zhaoyx@nju.edu.cn
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We regard v and v/ as equivalent factor systems. They differs each other by a trivial 2-cocyle %. All trivial

2-cocyles form an abelian group B?(G,A) C Z?(G,.A). Thus, the non-equivalent classes of factor systems are given
by the quotient group

H*(G,A) = Z*(G,A)/B*G, A), (5)

which is also called a second cohomology group.
A projective representation of G with multiplier v € A corresponds to a group extension of G by A:

15 A-5GL G651 (6)

Here, i is an injective homomorphism, i.e., A is a subgroup of é,~and p is a surjective homomorphism. We now
consider a lift from G to G, i.e., for each ¢ € G we assign g € G with p(g) = g. Then, g192 = g3 is lifted to
g182 = (g1, g2)g3 with 7(gy1, g2) € A. It can be shown that ¥ is a 2-cocycle, and v and U are in the same cohomology
class.

b. Projective symmetry algebras with time reversal

Time reversal T generates a twofold cyclic group, which we denote as ZI. In our work, we consider symmetry
groups in the form of G x ZI, where G is a spatial symmetry group.
The equivalence classes of multipliers form an abelian group, termed as the twisted second-cohomology group

H?(G x 2T, U(1)), (7)

where the superscript ¢ indicates the complex conjugation of 7' on U(1). Below, we show that each multiplier A of
G x 27 is similar to the following decomposition

Mgr T, g2T?) = v(g1, g2)w (T, T?), v,w € Zy = {£1}, (8)
where g1, g2 € G and ay,as € {0,1}. This decomposition implies that
H*(G x 27 ,U(1)) = H*(G,Z>) x H*(Z3 ,Z>). (9)
Before proving this result, let us first give some remarks on its physical meanings.

(i)  With time-reversal invariance, the multipliers can be restricted to be valued in Zg, rather than in U(1). Con-
versely, it is sufficient to consider the second group cohomology with Zs as coefficient. Since the time-reversal
operator acts trivially on Zy C U(1), the twisted cohomology is “untwisted”. This is particularly interesting in
quantum physics. For instance, recall that according to Wigner each multiplier of the inhomogeneous Lorentz
group (the connected component containing the identity) is similar to one valued in Zs. Then, all multipliers of
the inhomogeneous Lorentz groups can preserve time-reversal symmetry. This seems an accidental nice property,
given that time-reversal is not included in the inhomogeneous Lorentz group. Wigner’s result can be traced
back to the fundamental group of the inhomogeneous Lorentz group, which is Zy. Analogous analysis can be

given for SO(3).

(ii) H?(ZT,7Zy) = 7, is specified by T2 = (—1)7. Here, jh/2 is the spin number of the particles under consideration,
and T denotes the anti-unitary operator representing 7.

(iii) The classification of projective representations of G x ZI, namely H%?(G x ZT,U(1)), has been reduced to
calculating H?(G, Z») with coefficient Z,.

(iv) That the spin is integral or half integral specifies a Zo-multiplier of G x ZI, which we denote by A, with
s =0,1/2 for integral and half integral spins, respectively. Restricted on G, let us denote vs = A|gxa-

(v) If G consists of spatial transformations over a lattice, the Zs gauge flux configuration on the lattice can endow
a Zs-multiplier v¢ for G, and can preserve time-reversal symmetry at the same time.

(vi) Still consider G consisting of spatial transformations over a lattice. Then, the internal spin degrees of freedom
and the external gauge fluxes together lead to the Zy-multiplier for G:

v(91,92) = vs(91,92)vr (91, 92)- (10)



(vii) It is possible that some Zs gauge flux configurations F' can realize v,—; s2- Then, such as flux configuration can
exchange the multiplier classes of integral and half integral spins.

We now proceed to prove every U(1l)-multiplier ¢ is similar to the decomposition into two Zg-multipliers:
M T, g2T*?) = v(g1, g2)w (T, T2). We observe that

Ag,T)
T)= Mg, T)p(gT) = T , 11
p(9)p(T) = Mg, T)p(gT) A(T,g)p( )r(g) (11)
which motivates us to perform the transformation,
_ AT, g)
= , 12
p(g) A(gj)p(g) (12)

for all g € G. Then, since p(T")c = c*p(T) for all ¢ € C,
p(g)p(T) = p(T)p(g)- (13)
We further transform the operators for the other half of group elements as
pgT) == /Mg, T)MT, 9)p(9T), (14)
for all g € G. Note that p(T) = p(T). Hence,
p(9)p(T) = p(gT). (15)
We further restrict the transformed multiplier A to G. Considering
p(91)7(g2) = N1, 92)5(9192) (16)

we see the left side commutes with 5(T), so does the right side. Hence, v = Mgy € Zs = {£1}. Restricting A on
ZT | there is only one variable A\(T,T), which appears in

A(T)H(T) = NT, T)1. (17)

Clearly, \(T,T') commutes with 5(T), and therefore w = 5\|22TX22T € Zs.
Finally, it is straightforward to check

P T*)p(92T*) = p(g1)p(T**)p(g2) p(T*)

(
((gl)ﬁ(gz)ﬁ(T“I)ﬁ(T“Z) (18)
(

v(g1,92)p(g192)w (T, T)p(T47F42)
Vg1, gZ)w(Tal ) Ta2)ﬁ(gngTal+a2)~

which verifies the decomposition form. Note that we have repeatedly used the facts: 5(g)p(T) = p(¢T) and p(g)p(T) =
p(T)p(g)-

c. Projective symmetry algebras and cohomology invariants

Let us now discuss how to present all cohomology classes of multipliers for a symmetry group G in terms of
cohomology invariants constructed as algebraic relations of symmetry operators.
Mathematically, a wallpaper group can be presented by generators and relations (the algebra of generators)

G = (SIR), (19)

where S is the set of generators {s1, 2, , sn,} C G, and R is the set of relations among generators {r1,r2, -+ , 7.},
which satisfy

ri(s) =1,r2(s)=1,--- ,ry.(8) = 1. (20)



For any element g € GG, we can specify a “word” of generators to form it,

w(g) = 8iySiy -+ - (21)
Two “words” can be equal under the relations, for example,

Wi = SiySip """ Sig1 Sty " Singk—1 Sty T
r;j=1

= SiySip  Sip 1 Sty T = WS (22)

The projective representation of a wallpaper group can be described in a more compact way by modifying relations
of the presentation:

ri(s) = a1,m2(8) = az, -+ 1y, (8) = Qs (23)
where ag, ag, - ,ay, € A. We denote the modified presentation as
G = (SIR, F), (24)

where F : R — A is a function describing the modification, F(r;) = ;. We call the modified presentation G a
projective symmetry algebra, or shortly, projective algebra. It can be considered as a modified group algebra over A.
Now, two“words” can be equal up to a phase under the new relations, for example,

Wi = SiySia " St Sim " Simak—1 Simyr
’l"j:(!]

= QS Siy Sip_ 1 Sipan T = OGWS. (25)

Now, we show that all the cohomology classes of factor systems can be described in the form of Eq. (24).

Suppose we have a group G, which has a presentation G = (S|R). Given a projective representation of G,
p: G — GL(V), the representation of generators p(s), s € S will satisfy modified relations
r1(p(s)) = o1, m2(p(s)) = az, -+ 15, (p(8)) = o, . (26)

where «; is determined by the factor system. So the representation of generators form a modified presentation
G = (p(S)|R, F), where p(S) = {p(s)|s € S}. In general, p(S) does not generate the original projective representation,
since for each group element w(g) = s;, s, - - -, the representation p(g) in general has the form

p(9) = xs(9)p(si)p(si) -+ (27)

where xs(g) is a phase due to the factor system. However, we can redefining p'(g) = xs(g)*p(g), which is exactly

the projective representation generated by p(S). Moreover, its factor system is in the same cohomology class with
p. Thus, every cohomology classes of factor systems of G can be described by a projective algebra G. So, to discuss
cohomology classes of factor systems, we can concertrate on projective algebras, which are much more simpler than
factor systems.

Similar to the factor system v, we cannot choose the factor function 7 € A" arbitrarily because the modified
relations may not be consistent with the associativity of G. If we start with a “word” wj;, associate generators in two
different paths P;, P> and result in the same final “word” wy, the associativity requires

wi=| T[] Foy) | ws = TI Flrp) | wy- (28)

JjEP JEP2

This is a general requirement of associativity for projective algebra, and we will see that the cocyle equation Eq. (3)
is a special form of it in the following. The set of factor functions F satisfy the associative condition Eq. (28) form
a group AMap(R,A) C A™. Furthermore, we can also redefine each generator s; — s, = x;s;, and values of factor
function will be transformed as

F(ri(s)) = F'(ri(s)) = F(ri(s)r; H(x)- (29)

We call this transformation coboundary transformation. The sets of factor functions given by r;(x) are considered
as trivial factor functions, whose set we denote as TMap(R, A) = {F : R — A|F(r:(s)) = ri(x),x € {S — A}} C



AMap(R,.A). The quotient group of AMap(R,.A) by TMap(R,.A) will give the same result as the second group
cohomology

AMap(R, A)/TMap(R, A) = H*(G, A). (30)

Here is an example. Every group has a trivial presentation G = (S|R), where S is the group G itself and R =
{rij = 9i9; gigl =1i,j € G } is the set of multiplication relations of G. When we consider the projective algebra over
A, The factor function is just the factor system F(r;;) = v(g;,9;) = a;,; € A. For a word of length three g1g293, we
have two paths to associate it into gjo3

919293
g192 93 = 1.2 gi1293 = (120123 g123
N~ N——

«1,2912 «12,39123
= g1 9293 = Q23 gi1923 = (23] 23 §123-
N~~~ N——

«2,3923 «1,239123
We see the cocyle equation of factor system Eq. (3) is derived as expectated. In this example, AMap(R, A) =
Z?*(G, A), and trivial maps take the form as r;;(x) = (xix;)/Xij, thus TMap(R, A) = B*(G, A).
For another example, we take a look at the group G = Z3, the presentation is given by
Z% = <€1762|€%,e%,616261_162_1>. (31)
When we consider the projective algebra over U(1), the modified relations are
2 2 _ —1,-1 _
€] = aq,e5 = ag,e1e2e] ey =z, Qar,ae, a3 € U(1). (32)

For w = 616261_162_162616261_162_162, we have two paths to associate the generators:

w = elegefl 65162 61626;1 65162 =
1 1

-1 —1 —1 —1
€1€2€1 €1 €26 = €1€262€1 = (2€1€1 = (g,
N—— ~—~ N——

1 Q2 1
(33)
and
w = elegeflegl €o elezeflegl €y =
a3 a3
a3 exes = 0. (34)
~—~

a2

Thus, the associativity requires apa? = ag, i.e., as can only takes value in {1} C U(1). Since there are no other
restriction on o and g, AMap(R,U(1)) = U(1) @ U(1) ® Z3. By redefining e; — €} = e1x1, €2 — €5 = eaX2, factors
a1, az, a3 will be transformed as a; — of = a1x3, a2 — a4 = agx3. Thus U(1) ® U(1) € AMap(R,U(1)) can be
trivialized. Finally, the corresponding second group cohomology is H2(Z32,U (1)) = Z,.

For a general group presentation G = (S|R), we do not find general form of self-consistent equations required by
Eq. (28). However, for a wallpaper group G, there exist a standard presentation

w(g) = LY LJR*M' Vg € G, (35)

where L,, L, are generators of translations, and R, M are generators of rotation and reflection. For the production
of two group elements g;g2 = g3, we can always use relations to turn w(g;)w(gs) into the standard presentation with
an additional factor v(g1, g2),

w(g)w(ga) = L2LPRM MY L2LP R M = v(g1, go) LE L R* M' = v (g1, g2)w(gs). (36)

With the factor system v(g;, g2) obtained from the presentation, all the self-consistent equations can be found from
cocyle equations of v.



Solving cocyle equations is a tedious work, fortunately, the second group cohomology H?(G,U(1)) and H?(G, Z2)
are already known for all wallpaper groups. Thus, in this work, we use some self-consistent equations to reduce factors
a; = F(r;) and check the consistency with group cohomology.

In general, values of a; = F(r;) is not invariant under coboundary transformation F(r;) — F(r;)ri(x),Vx €
{§ — A}. We can recombine original relations into new one r} = r;, r;, - - -, whose value is F(r}) := F(r;, ) F(ri,) - -
If the new value is invariant under coboundary transformation F(r}) = F(ri)ri(x),Vx € {S — A}, we call it a
cohomology invariant. Different classes of projective algebras of a wallpaper group can be labelled by a complete set
of cohomology invariants, and thus all the factor systems of the wallpaper group can be obtained by enumerating all
the possible values of cohomology invariants in this complete set. In the following, we will use projective algebras and
cohomology invariants to describe factor systems of wallpaper groups.

Supplementary Note 2. Projective symmetry algebras of wallpaper groups and their cohomology invariants

Based on the basics of projective symmetry algebras introduced in the previous section, we proceed to construct
all the (U(1) and Zs) projective algebras and the corresponding cohomology invariants for the 17 wallpaper groups.

Let us start with summarizing our notations. Wallpaper groups contain the following primary symmetry operations:
translation, rotation, reflection and glide-reflection. In general, L, R, M and g are used to represent them respectively.
The modified symmetry operations are written in the bold font like L, R, M, g. We will use diagrams to visualize the
wallpaper groups. In these diagrams, the rotation centers, reflection axes and glide-reflection axes are represented by
the shapes in Fig. 1.

(a) )

(b) A

Supplementary Fig.1: Notations for cell structure. (a) A center of rotation of order two (7). (b) A center of rotation of order
three (27/3). (c) A center of rotation of order four (7/2). (d) A center of six-fold rotation (7/3). (d) An axis of reflection. (d)
An axis of glide-reflection.

a. C, and D,

Before introducing projective algebras of wallpaper groups, we first introduce projective algebras of point group C,,
and D,,, which can help the reader understand our method.

i. Cn

The group C,, is generated by rotation operation R with relation R™ = 1. The relation acquires a factor « after
extension,

R"” = a. (37)
For U(1) extension, a € U(1). However, this factor can be cancelled by redefining the generator R — R’

R=a "R, (R)"=ala™/")"=1. (38)



Supplementary Fig.2: Illustration of point groups C,. (a) A parallelogram under point group Cb, the shaded region is the
fundamental domain. (b) A triangle under point group Cs, the shaded region is the fundamental domain. (c) A square under
point group Cy, the shaded region is the fundamental domain. (d) A hexagon under point group Cs, the shaded region is the
fundamental domain.

So C,, only has the trivial U(1) projective algebra, which is in agreement with the result of the group cohomology
H*(C,,U(1)) = 1. (39)

For Zy extension, a € {£1}. When n is odd, we can redefine R — R’ = aR, thus (R')" = aa™ = "1 = 1. So C,
only has the trivial Zy projective algebra when n is odd. However, when n is even, factor a cannot be cancelled by
redefining the generator R. So there are two nonequivalent projective algebras of C,, when n is even, where @ = —1
corresponds to the nontrivial projective representation and o« = 1 corresponds to the trivial one. One can check « is
a cohomology invariant. These results are consistent with the results of the group cohomology

1 n odd

Zo n even

H?(Cp, Zs) = { (40)

1. Dy

Now we proceed to analyze group D,,. The group D, is generated by rotation operation R and mirror reflection
operation M with relations R = 1, M? =1, MRM ! = R~!. After extension, these relations become

R" =, (41a)
M? = ay,, (41b)
MRM™! = o,.,,R7L. (41c)

To see the restriction on factors by the self-consistency condition, we do conjugate transformation for Eq. (41a),
and we have

a, = MR"M~! = (MRM~1)"
= o, R =al,a, (42)

where the associativity Eq. (28) is implied in the derivation. «, and ., satisfy

a® a7 ?=1. (43)

rm-—Tr

For U(1) extension there are two solution of «,. in terms of a;y,

o = £a/? = aal/?, (44)



Supplementary Fig.3: Illustration of point groups Dy,.(a) A rectangle under point group D, the shaded region is the fundamental
domain. There are two conjugacy classes of reflection which are colored differently. (b) A triangle under point group Ds, the
grey shaded region is the fundamental domain. There is only one conjugacy class of reflection. (¢) A square under point group
Dy, the shaded region is the fundamental domain. There are two conjugacy classes of reflection which are colored differently. (d)
A hexagon under point group Dg, the shaded region is the fundamental domain. There are two conjugacy classes of reflection
which are colored differently.

When n is odd, we can redefine R — R’ = :I:a;}/ 2R7 which cancels factor a, and a,.,, simultaneously. Factor a,
can also be cancelled by redefining M — M’ = oz,_nl/ *M. Thus we do not have any cohomology invariant in this case.

When n is even, however, we can only reduce the relation to R"™ = +1 by redefining R -+ R’ = +am/?R. So there is
one independent cohomology invariant o = ozroz;mn/ > = 41 in this case. The cohomology invariant o € {41} is equal
to the commutator of two pependicular reflection when n is even
o= [M, R”/QM} . (45)
These results are consistent with that of the group cohomology
1 dd
H(D,, U(1)) = { moe (46)
Zo n even

For Zs extension, ., Qum, & € Zy. When n is odd, Eq. (43) has two solutions o, = 1, a,, = +1. However, the
nontrivial one a;.,, = 1, a,. = —1 can be cancelled by redefining R — R’ = «,.R. The factor «,;, = +1 cannot be reduced
anymore, which is the only cohomology invariant in this case. When n is even, Eq. (43) is satisfied automatically,
and we cannot reduce any of the three factors by redefining the generators, so we have three independent cohomology
invariants ., Qm,, Qrp, in this case. The results are consistent with that of the group cohomology

Zs mn odd

Z3 mneven’

H2(Dy,Z) = { (47)

The Zs extensions of D,, can also be analyzed by another way based on conjugacy classes. For a group G, the
conjugacy classe of group element r is defined as Cy(r) = { grg g e G } Here is a general conclusion: Suppose 7 is
an element of order n, i.e., r™ = 1. After extension, we have r" = . If 7/ is in the conjugate class C,(r), then it also
satisfies '™ = a after extension. This conclusion is easy to show. Suppose ' = grg~!, then after extension, we have

1 1

(F)"=(grg )" =gr'g ' =gag ' =a. (48)

In wallpaper groups, rotation R and reflection M are both order n elements, so this conclusion can be applied to
the conjugacy classes Cs(R) and Cs(M). This may help us to reduce the factors.
For group D, to apply the above conclusion, we rewrite Eq. (41) as
R™ = a, = ay, (49a)
M? = a,, = b1, (49b)
(RM)2 = QemQm = Pa. (49C)



When n is odd, we can set n = 2k — 1 for some integer k. Now, M and RM are two reflections and they belong to
the same conjugacy class, which can be seen by

Rl—kMR—(l—k) _ Rl—kMRk—lM—lM
=R**"M = R'"?*RM = RM.

According to Eq. (48), reflections in the same conjugacy class have the same factor, so 81 = 2. On the other hand,
as we show before, the factor oy of rotation can be cancelled when n is odd. Thus, we only have one independent
cohomology invariant to label the projective representations of D,, in this case. When n is even, M and RM belong
to different conjugacy classes, so 1 and (32 are independent. Futhermore, a; cannot be cancelled. Thus we have three
independent cohomology invariants in this case.

Ly

L(l )

Supplementary Fig.4: Cell structure of P1. The shaded region is the fundamental domain.

The group P1 has two independent generators of translation L,, Ly. The two generators commute with each other,
[La, Ly) = Lo LyL; 'Ly ' = 1. So the presentation of P1 is given by

P1 = (Lg, Lp|[La, L)) (50)
The projective algebra can be obtained by adding an additional factor to the relation,
LoLpL 'Lt =0 (51)

For U(1) extension, o takes values in U(1), and for Zy extension, o takes values in Zs. o is the cohomology invariant.
These results are consistent with that of the group cohomology

H?*(P1,U(1)) =U(1), (52)
H?(P1,Z) = Zs. (53)
c. P2

The group P2 is obtained by adding two-fold rotation to P1. The generator of rotation R reverses the directions
of translation L., Ly, so the the presentation of P2 is given by
P2=(Lq, Ly, R|[Ls, L), RL,R" = L',
RL,R™'=1L;' R?). (54)
In group P2, there are four different conjugacy classes of rotation Cs(R), Cs(LoR), Cs(LyR), Cs(LqLpR), as shown

in Fig. 5 with four different colors. The relations of presentation can also be expressed in terms of the squares of the
four rotation centers:

P2 = <La7 Lba R|R27 (LaR)zv (LbR)27 (LaLbR)2>- (55)
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Oy

Qg

Qo

e w g ¢

Supplementary Fig.5: Cell structure of P2. The shaded region is the fundamental domain. There are four different classes of
rotations in group P2, their corresponding rotation centers are drawn in different colors. Rotation centers in the same class
have the same factor.

When we consider projective algebra, relations of presentation (54) become

LoLoL, 'L, ! =0, (56a)
RL,R 'L, = 14, (56b)
RLy,R™Ly = s, (56¢)
R? = a. (56d)

For Zj extension, four factors o,7;,n,, € Zy serve as independent cohomology invariants of projective represen-
tations.

For U(1) extension, factors n,,m, @ can be cancelled by redefining L, — L/, = 77(1_1/2La7 Ly = L, = nb_l/QLb, R —
R’ = a~!/2R. Thus we only have one independent cohomology invariant o € U(1).

These results are consistent with that of the group cohomology

H?(P2,75) = 73, (57a)
H*(P2,U(1)) = U(1). (57b)

For Z» extension, we can also obtain the projective algebra by modifying the relations in Eq. (55) as

RZ=a=o, (58a)
(LaR)2 =MNat = 2, (58b)
(LyR)? = mpx = a3, (58¢)
(LoLyR)? = onampar = ay. (58d)

These relations mean that each conjugacy class of rotation has an independent cohomology invariant, as shown in
Fig. 5.

d. Pm

For group Pm, two translations L,, L, are in perpendicular directions. The reflection M, reverses L, to L;* but
leaves L, invariant. The presentation is given by

Pm = (Lg, Ly, M;|[Ly, L), My LM, " = L,
M,L,M;' = L,, M2). (59)

There are two conjugacy classes of reflection Cs(M,), Cs(L.M,). They are parallel to each other, with a distance of
half of the lattice constant in the x direction, as shown in Fig. 6. The presentation can also be written in terms of
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— A

— B

Lo

Supplementary Fig.6: Cell structure of Pm. There are two conjugacy classes of reflection in Pm. The gray shaded region is
the fundamental domain of the group.

squares of the two reflections M., L, M, and their commutators with L,
Pm= (L, Ly, M,|[M,L,],[LyM,, L],
(LeM;)?, M), (60)
The projective relations of the presentation Eq. (59) are

LoL,L, 'L, =0, (
Mo L,MZ Lt =1y, (61b
MxLxM;ILx =1y, (61c
M2 = a. (61d

The self-consistency condition requires o, n, € {£1}, this can be derived by conjugate relations Eq.(61)(a)(d).

o =M,oM; " =ML, L,L LM
=Lyl = (L L L) =0 (62)
a = LyaL;1 = LyMiL;1 = 77;2042. (63)
Factors 7., « are trivial in U(1) projective representations because they can be cancelled by redefining L, — L =

n;l/Q L,M, —» M, = a~1/2M,. Thus, we have two independent cohomology invariants o, ny € {£1}.
For Zy extension, 0,1, 1,,a € {£1} are four nontrivial independent cohomology invariants.
Above results are consistent with that of the group cohomology

H?*(Pm,Zy) = 73, (64a)
H*(Pm,U(1)) = Z3. (64b)

For Zs extension, we can also obtain the projective algebra by modifying the relations in Eq. (60) as

(My)? = = 3y, (65a)
(LaM,)? = nea = fBo, (65b)
My, Ly] = ny =m, (65¢)
[LoMg, Ly] = oy = no. (65d)

The first two relations means that the two classes of reflections have two independent cohomology invariants, and
the the last two relations means that they also have two cohomology invariants which are their commutators with L,,.

e. Pg

The group Pg contains glide-reflection operations. Here we suppose the refletion operation reverses the x direction,
so the glide-reflection operator is g, = L%Mz, where L% is a translation in the y direction with half lattice constant.
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Lo

Supplementary Fig.7: Cell structure of Pg. The gray shaded region is the fundamental domain of the group.

Since g2 = L, , we can take L, and g, as generators of group Pg. Because the glide-reflection g, reverses the direction
of L., the presentation is given by

Pg = (92, LylgaLagy ' = L7 "). (66)
The projective relations of presentation Eq. (66) is
golog, = 7L (67)

For Zy extension, 7 € {£1} is the only one independent cohomology invariant. For U(1) extension, 7 is trivial
because we can cancel it by redefining L, — L, = 77/2L,. These are consistent with the results of the group
cohomology

H?(Pg,Zs) = Zs, (68a)
H?*(Pg,U(1)) = 1. (68b)
f. Cm

Supplementary Fig.8: Cell structure of Cm. The gray shaded region is the fundamental domain of the group.

For group C'm the reflection M interchanges the two translations L,, Ly. The presentation is given by
Cm = (Lq, Ly, M|[La, Lp], ML, M™" = Ly, M?). (69)
When we consider projective algebra, relations of presentation become
LaLbL;lLb_1 =0, (70a)

ML,M™! = Ly, (70b)
M? = 3. (70c)
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Notice that (70b) does not contribute a factor because the factor n = MLaM_lL;1 can be trivialized by redefining
Ly, — Lg = 7]_1|_b.

For Z, extension, we have two independent cohomology invariants o, « € Zs.

For U(1) extension, o € Zy because

o =MoM™! =ML,LL, 'L, M
=LLoLy 'Lt = (Lol 'Ly ) =0t (71)
The factor a is trivial in U(1) extension because we can cancel it by redefining M — M’ = a~/2M. Thus we have

only one cohomology invariant o € Zs.
These results are consistent with that of the group cohomology

H?(Cm,Zy) = 73, (72a)
H?*(Cm,U(1)) = Zs. (72b)

g. Pmm

¢

g Q3

1 Qa3

e oy
B
L — 5
v — 5
— B

Lz

Supplementary Fig.9: Cell structure of Pmm. There are four different conjugacy classes of rotations and reflections respectively.
The gray shaded region is the fundamental domain of the group.

The group Pmm contains two perpendicular reflection M., M,. The combination M, M, is a two-fold rotation R.
The two reflections commute with each other. M, reverses L, and preserves L,, while M, preserves L, and reverses
L,. The presentation of Pmm is

Pmm = (Ly, Ly, My, My|[Ly, L], My L, M = L,
M,L,M;" = Ly, M,L,M " =L,
My L M, " = Ly, M2, M, [M,, M,]). (73)
In group Pmm, there are four different conjugacy classes of rotation centers Cs(R), Cs(LyR), Cs(LyR),Cs(LyLyR),
and four different conjugacy classes of reflection axes Cs(My), Cs(LyM,), Cs(My), Cs(Ly M), as shown in Fig. 9.
The relations of presentation can also be expressed in terms of the squares of the four rotations and the four
reflections:
Pmm = (Lg, Ly, My, My|(M,M,)?, (L, M,M,)?,
(LyMyzM,)?, (LyLy M, M,)?, MZ?V
(LyMy)®, M2, (L M;)?). (74)

When we consider projective algebra, relations of presentation become
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LoLyL 'L, =0, (75a)
MoLoMZt = 1,0 L3t (75b)
MwLyMgngl = Nm,y> (75C)
My LMyt = 1, L, (75d)
My LM, Lt = o, (75€)
M? = o, (75f)
My = oy, (75g)
MM, MM = agy. (75h)

For Zs extension, o, Nm, «, Mm,y» Mmyys Ty, Qs Qy, Qzy € Zo, and we have eight independent cohomology invariants.
For U(1) extension o, Nmgys Mmyzs Qzy € Zz due to the self-consistency condition in the presence of reflection

symmetries, and the proof is similar to Eq. (62) in the case of group Pm. Factors fm,z,Mm,y, Qa,y are trivial
because we can cancel them by redefining L, — L/, = nfnifLI, L, — L; e n;L%QLy, M, = M, = a;1/2MI, M, —

Mj = ay 1 2My. Thus, we only have four independent Zs cohomology invariants.
Above results are consistent with that of the group cohomology

H*(Pmm,Zy) = 75, (76a)
H?*(Pmm,U(1)) = Z3. (76b)

For Z, extension,we can also obtain the projective algebra by modifying the relations in Eq. (74) as

R* = (M,;M,)? = a, = ay, (77a)
(LeR)? = npwry = g, (77b)
(LyR)? =y, = s, (77¢)
(LoLyR)? = onpranirycrr = g, (77d)
M2 = a, = fi, (77e)
(LaM2)? = Do ta = B, (771)
M} = ay = B, (77g)
(LyMy)? =y, yry = Ba. (77h)
where

Qp = 00y gy, (78a)

e = N el s (78b)

Nry = Nmgymyy- (78¢)

Eq. (77) means that each conjugacy class of rotations and reflections has an independent cohomology invariant, as
Fig. 9 shows.

h. Pmg

If we replace reflection M, by glide-reflection g, in group Pmm, we get group Pmg. Since M, reverses g, and
preserves L,. The presentation of Pmg is given by
Pmg = (gy: Ly7 Mw|gyLy9y_1 = szl’ MwLyM;c_l = Ly»
MygyM; " = gt My). (79)

x

There are two conjugacy classes of rotation Cs(M,g,), Cs(LyMzg,) and one conjugacy class of reflection Cs(M,) in
Pmyg. The presentation can also be given in terms of the commutator [M;, L,] and the square of each rotation and
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Supplementary Fig.10: Cell structure of Pmg. There are two conjugacy classes of rotations and one conjugacy class of
reflections. Centers of rotations all lie on glide-reflection axes. The gray shaded region is the fundamental domain of the group.
reflection,

Pmg = <gvay;Mx|[Mm>Ly]a(Lmegy)Qv
(Mygy)?, M2). (80)

Projective relations of Eq. (79) are

gyLygy_l = Tgyy ;17 (81&)
MoLyMz 'Lt = iy (81b)
ngyMnggy = Qm,g,» (81c)
M2 = ap, . (81d)

For Zy extension, we have four independent cohomology invariants 7y, ., Nm,y, Qm,g,s ¥m, € Za.

For U(1) extension, we have only one cohomology invariant 7,,,,, € Zs (the Zs value is due to the self-consistency
condition). Factors 7, ., Qm,g,, @m, can be cancelled by redefining L, — L} = Tg;L/QLy,gy — g, = oz;llz/fygy, M, —
M., = am'/*M

x — Ymg x-

Above results are consistent with that of the group cohomology

H?*(Pmg,Zs) = 75, (82a)
H?*(Pmg,U(1)) = Zs. (82b)

For Z, extension, we can also obtain the projective algebra by modifying the relations in Eq. (80) as

(M.gy)* =, = ai, (83a)
(Lmegy)2 = NryOr = Qi2, (83b)
M2 = a,,, = B, (83c)
MchyM;lL;1 = Ny =1 (83d)
where
Qy = Qyg, Y, (84a)
Mry = MmayTgyy- (84b)

Eq. (83) means that each conjugacy class of rotations and reflections has an independent cohomology invariants, and
the commutator of the reflection and L, is also a cohomology invariant.

i. Pgg

The group Pgg has two perpendicular glide-reflections g, g,. Since g2 = Ly, gg = L,, we can take g;,g, as
generators. If we choose the intersection point of the two glide axes as origin, then g, g, and g.g, L act on coordinates
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Supplementary Fig.11: Cell structure of Pgg. The two glide reflections are in perpendicular directions. There are two conjugacy
classes of rotation. The rotation centers do not lie on glide-reflection axes. The gray shaded region is the fundamental domain.

as gz gy(©,y) = gy(x+1/2, —y) = (=2 =1/2, =y +1/2), gz9, " (z,y) = gz(x—1/2, —y) = (= +1/2, =y +1/2). So they
are R, rotation operations around (—1/4,—1/4) and (1/4,1/4) respectively, as shown in Fig. 11. The presentation
of Pgg can be given by

Pgg =" (92 9y(9:9y)% (929, ")*)- (85)

When we consider projective algebra, relations of the presentation become

(8:8y)° ==, (86a)
(gzg;1)2 =Ta = . (86b)

For Zs extension, there are two cohomology invariants «, 7 € Zo , while for U(1) extension these factors are trivial
because we can cancel them by redefining g, — g}, = a~/2r"1/4g, g, — g/ = 7'/%g,. These are in agreement with
the results of group cohomology

H2(P99722) = Zga (87&)
H*(Pgg,U(1)) = 1. (87h)

We can also get cohomology invariants between gy, g, and translation operator L, = gZ, L, = g2,

Logolog, ' = gl8.808, "

= gy(8y8:8,)8,8, ' = ogye; '8y, = T (88a)
Lygyl—ygy_l = gfcgygiggjl
= 8.(8:8/82)8:8, ' = 8.8, ‘8.8, =T (88b)
jo Cmm

If we add another reflection perpendicular to the reflection of group Cm, we get group C'mm. The two perpendicular
reflections in Cmm commute with each other. One reflection transforms L, to L; while the other transforms L, to
L;l. Thus, the presentation is given by

Cmm = (Lq, Ly, My, My|[La, Ly), My LMt = L,
MyLoM, " = Ly, [My, M,], M2, M). (89)
There are three conjugacy classes of rotations Cs(MyM,), Cs(LoMyM,), Cs(LoMyLoM,y) and two conjugacy classes
of reflections Cs(M,), Cs(M,). We can also present the group by
Cmm = (Lg, My, M|(M,M,)? (L,M,M,)?
(Lo M, L, M,)?, M2, M;). (90)
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Supplementary Fig.12: Cell structure of Cmm. There are two (conjugacy class of) reflections in perpendicular directions. One
class of rotation centers are not on reflection axes, while the other two classes of rotation centers are on reflection axes. The
gray shaded region is the fundamental domain of the group.

When we consider projective algebra, relations of the presentation Eq. (89) can be modified as

LoLoL, 'L, =0, (91a)
MyLoM, " =Ly, (91b)
ML Mt = oLyt (91c)
My MMM = agy, (91d)
M2 = a,, (91e)
M2 = oy (91f)

For Z, extension, factor 7; or 72 can be cancelled by redefining generators, but they cannot be cancelled si-
multaneously. The factor n = m17m2 is a cohomology invariant. We have five independent cohomology invariants
a,1, a.’L‘y) Qg ay € ZQ'

For U(1) extension, we have two independent cohomology invariants o,,, € Zs (the Zy value is due to the
self-consistency condition). Factors 71,12, g, o, are trivial because we can cancel them by redefining L, — L], =
(mn2) Y%L, Ly — Ly = (mny Y20, M, — M, = az M, My, — My = 047;1/2My. These are consistent with the
results of the group cohomology

H?(Cmm, Zy) = 75, (92a)
H?*(Cmm,U(1)) = Z3. (92b)

For Z, extension, we can also obtain the projective algebra by modifying the relations in Eq. (90) as

R? = (M;M,)? = a, = oy, (93a)
(LaR)* = (LaM2My)? = na, = ag, (93Db)
(LoLsR)? = (LuM,L;*M,)? = e, = a3, (93¢)
M: = a, = 61, (93d)
Mj = a, = fo, (93e)
where
O = Qg Qgy. (94a)

These relations mean that each conjugacy class of rotations and reflections has an independent cohomology invariant,
as shown in Fig. 12.



18

® o
¢ Qo
B Qa3

Lo

Supplementary Fig.13: Cell structure of P4. There are three conjugacy classes of rotation centers. The gray shaded region is
the fundamental domain of the group.

k. P4

The group P4 contains a four-fold rotation, which rotates translations L, L, as RL,R™' = L,, RL,R™' = L .
The presentation is given by

P4 = <Lw7LyaR|[Lx7Ly],RLxR71 = Ly’
RLyR™ =L RY). (95)

There are two conjugacy classes of four-fold rotation Cs(R),Cs(L.R) and one conjugacy class of two-fold rotation
C,(L,R?), as shown in Fig. 13. The presentation can also be given by

P4 = (L,, R|(L,R)*, (L,R*?, RY). (96)

When we consider projective algebra, the relations of presentation (95) become

LoL,L 'L, =0, (97a)
RL,R™* =Ly, (97b)
RL,R™' = ol t, (97¢)
R'=a. (97d)

For U(1) extension, we have only one independent cohomology invariant o € U(1). 1y, 12, « are trivial because we
can cancel them by redefining L, — L, = (mn2)~"/2Ls, L, — L), = (mny ")/?L,,R - R’ = o~ /4R

For Zs extension, although 7n; or 72 can be cancelled by redefinition, n = 1172 is a cohomology invariant. We have
three independent cohomology invariants o,n, a € Zs.

These results are consistent with that of the group cohomology

H?*(P4,U(1)) = U(1), (98a)
H?(P4,79) = 73. (98b)

For Zs extension, we can also obtain the projective algebra by modifying the relations in Eq. (96) as

R'=a=ay, (99a)
(LR?*)? = na = aw, (99b)
(L.R)* = 0a = as. (99c)

These relations mean that each conjugacy class of rotation has an independent cohomology invariant, as shown in
Fig. 13.



19

® w

¢

B

— A
o
Bs

Supplementary Fig.14: Cell structure of P4m. There are three conjugacy classes of rotation and three conjugacy classes of
reflection. The gray shaded region is the fundamental domain of the group.

1. P4m

If we add reflection symmetry to the group P4, we obtain group P4m. Here we choose the reflection M whose axis
is perpendicular to e, as a generator. M reverses translation L, and rotation C. Thus, the presentation is given by

Pdm = (LzyLy7R7M|[L17Ly],RLIR_1 =L,
RL,R™' =L;', ML,M~' = L;",
MCM™ =R\, R* M), (100)
There are two conjugacy classes of four-fold rotation Cs(R),Cs(LyR), one conjugacy class of two-fold rotation

Cs(L,R?) and three conjugacy classes of reflection Cs(M),Cs(RM),Cs(L, M), as shown in Fig. 14. The group
can also be presented in terms of rotations and reflections as

Pim = (L., R,M|(L,C)*, (L.R*?, R*

(L.M)? (RM)?, M?). (101)
When we consider projective algebra, we can modify the relations of generators as
LoLy L 'L, =0, (102a)
RL.R™! =Ly, (102b)
RL,R™ =l !, (102¢)
MLM~! =n,, L. (102d)
R* = a, (102e)
M? = ayp, (102f)
MRM™! = o,.,,R™* (102g)

Like other examples of group which contains reflection, the self-consistency condition requires o € Zs. Furthermore,
R, M generate a projective algebra of Ds. As we analyzed before, factors a,.,, «, must satisfy the relation Eq.(43)
at a2 =1, and a, has two solutions a, = +a?,, = aa?,,.

To see the requirement of self-consisitency condition on other factors, we conjugate Eq.(102)(b)(c) by M. Using

Eq.(102)(d)(g), we have
R 'R = mML,M ™,
RTIML,M 'R = nan, 'L
Cancel MLyM_1 in the two equations above, we get

o' Le = mmny 'RTHRTILI'R)R.
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Because R7!L; 1R = nglLy7 R_lLyR = nfle, the above equation becomes
21 Lo = Ny 215 " L
Thus, 11, 12, Nm must satisfy
(' mn2)? = 1. (103)

It has two solutions for 7,,,

Nm = £lmmne = n(mn2) (104)

For U(1) extension, factors 71,72, m, Qrm can be trivialized by redefining L, — L, = (m172) /L, L, —» L, =
(mny HY?L,,R — R = am/?R.M — M = an'/*M. We have three independent cohomology invariants o,n =

Ny Mm@ = Qe € L.
For Z, extension, we have six independent cohomology invariants o, 7, = m72, Qr, M, Um, Crm € Za.
These results are in agreement with that of the group cohomology

H?(pdm, U (1)) = Z3, (1052)
H?(pdm, Zs) = Z5. (105b)

For Z, extension, we can also obtain the projective algebra by modifying the relations in Eq. (101) as

R*=a, = ay, (106a)
(L.R?)? = n,a, = ao, (106b)
(L.R)* = 0a, = as, (106¢)
M2 = o, = 61, (106d)
(RM)? = a0ty = fa, (106e)
(LeM)? = 1 = Bs. (106f)

These relations mean that each conjugacy class of rotations and reflections has an independent cohomology invariant,
as shown in Fig. 14.

m. Pdg

Supplementary Fig.15: Cell structure of P4g. There are two conjugacy classes of rotation and one conjugacy class of reflection.
The gray shaded region is the fundamental domain of the group.

For group P4g, we can take g,, R as generators. If we choose origin as the rotation center of R, then R, g, act on
coordinates as R(x,y) = (—y, x),gy(x,y) = (x+1/2,—y+1/2). L.R* = g2R? is a two-fold rotation and (g R*)* = 1.
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Observe that gyR(z,y) = (—y + 1/2,—z + 1/2), so Rg, is a reflection whose reflection axis is in the direction of
ey — e, thus we have (g,R)? = 1.

There is one class of four-fold rotation centers Cs(C), one class of two-fold rotation centers Cs(R?*g2) and one class
of reflections C,(g,C), as shown in Fig. 15. The presentation is given by

P4g = (g,, Rl(9,R)?, (9, R*)*, R*). (107)

When we consider projective algebra, the relations of presentation Eq. (107) become

R =y, (108a)
(g;R%)? = ag, (108Db)
(8,R)* = 1. (108¢)

To get the restriction of self-consistency condition, we first conjugate gi R? by g,R

(gyR)(giRQ)(gyR)_l = Bl(gyR)_l(g§R2)(gyR)_l
= 51(Rilggjl)(gygyRR)(Rilggjl) = angl(gyR)gqjl
= BIR(g,R) g, = BIR g, = B(gRY) .

Then we conjugate Eq.(108)(b) by gy,R,

az = (g,R)(g;R*)*(g,R) ™! = Bi(gyR?) ™ = flag . (109)

Thus «s, B satisfy
Blag? =1. (110)

It has two solutions
ap =+ = affi. (111)

For U(1) extension, factors aq, 31 are trivial because we can cancel them by redefining R — R’ = aflMR, gy —

g;j =p; Y 2gy. There is only one independent cohomology invariant o = 31 2 e 7.

For Z5 extension, we have three independent cohomology invariants o, as, 81 € Zs, corresponding to conjugacy
classes of rotations and reflections respectively, as shown in Fig. 14.

These results are in agreement with that of the group cohomology

H?*(P4g,U(1)) = Zy, (112a)
H?(P4g,Zy) = 73. (112b)
n. P3

In the group P3, the angle between two translation L, and Ly is /3. The rotation operator R rotates translations
as RL,R™! = L;lLb, RL,R™ ' = L;l. The presentation is given by
P3 = (Lq, Ly, R|[La, Ly), RL,R™" = L' Ly,
RL,R™' = L', R?). (113)

When we consider projective algebra, the relations in Eq. (113) are modified as
LaLbL;lLb_1 =0,
RL,R™! =L, Ly,
RL,R™ =mol

R? = q.
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Supplementary Fig.16: Cell structure for P3. There are three different conjugacy classes of three-fold rotation centers. The
gray shaded region is the fundamental domain of the group.

For Z; extension, 71,12 can be trivialized by redefining L, — L/, = (mn2)La, Lo — L, = m1Ls. For U(1) extension,
7,72 can also be trivialized by redefining L, — L., = (mmn2)~"3La, Ly — L = (n;'n3)~/3L,. Because when n is
odd, factor system of C,, is always trivial for both U(1) and Zy extension, so a can also be trivialized. We only have

one independent cohomology invariant o for the translation subgroups. Finally, the projective algebra is

LoLol, 'L, =0, (114a)
RL,R™' =L, 'Ly, (114b)
RLR™! =L;1, (114c)
R =1, (114d)

where o € Zy for Zs extension and o € U(1) for U(1) extension. These results are in agreement with the group
cohomology

H?(P3,75) = Zs, (115a)
H*(P3,U(1)) = U(1). (115b)
o. P3ml

Supplementary Fig.17: Cell structure of P3ml. The reflection axes pass through three different rotation centers. The gray
shaded region is the fundamental domain of the group.

As shown in Fig. 17, the group P3ml contains reflections whose axes pass through three different rotation centers
of P3. Here we choose the reflection M whose axis is perpendicular to e, as one generator. M reverses translation
L, and rotation R. The presentation is given by

P3ml = (La, Ly, R, M|[La, Ly}, RL,R™" = L' L,
RL,R'=L;', ML .M~ ' =L,
MRM~' =R, M? R3). (116)
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When we consider projective algebra, we need to modify the relations in Eq. (116).

For both Zs and U(1) extension, we can first trivialize the factor system between rotation and translations as we
proved in group P3 and trivialize the factor system of point group Ds.

We proceed to look at the requirement of self-consistency condition on the factor system between M and L,.
Suppose

ML,M™t =Lt
Then we take relations between rotation and translations

RL,R™ =L, 'Ly,
RL,R™! =L,

conjugate them by M, and use relations ML,M~! = 5L and MRM~! = R}, we get
nRL'R=n""L,MLM ™,
R™IML,M™IR = 5 !L,,.
By cancelling ML,M~! from above equations, we get
nRTIL,'R =17 2L,(RL,R™Y).
With RL,R~! = L;lLb and RfnglR =Ly, we have
nly = n72Ls.

So factor n satisfies n3 = 1. For Zy extension, n = 1, while for U(1) extension, n = €,0 = 0,27/3,47/3. But 7
can be trivialized by redefining L, — L], = eL,, Ly — L) = e7%L,, £ = 0,47/3, 27 /3 respectively, and the redefining
does not influence the original trivialization of factor system between translations and rotation. Hence, there are no
nontrivial factor between M and L, for both Zy and U(1) extension.

Finally, projective relations of presentation are

LoLoL, 'L, ! =0, (117a)
RL,R™' =L, 'Ly, (117b)
RL,R' =Lt (117c)
R3 =1, (117d)
MRM™t =R™% (117e)
ML,M™! =11, (117f)
M? = 8. (117g)

For Zs extension we have two independent cohomology invariants o, 8 € Zg, while for U(1) extension we have only
one independent cohomology invariantr o € Zs.
Above results are in agreement with the group cohomology

H*(P3ml1,Z,) = 73, (118a)
H*(P3m1,U(1)) = Zs. (118b)
p- P31lm

As shown in Fig. 18, the group P31m contains reflections whose axes pass through only one class of rotation
centers. Here we choose reflection M whose axis is parallel to e, as one generator. M preserves translation L, and
reverses rotation R. Thus, The presentation is given by

P31m = (L,, Ly, R, M|[L,, Ly], RL,R™ = L' Ly,
RLR =L " ML .M~ ' =L,
MRM = R™', M?, R?). (119)
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Supplementary Fig.18: Cell structure of P31m. Reflection axes pass through only one class of rotation centers. The gray
shaded region is the fundamental domain of the group.

When we consider projective algebra, we need to modify the relations in Eq. (119).

For both Zs and U(1) extension, we can first trivialize the factor system between rotation and translations as we
proved in group P3 and trivialize the factor system of point group Ds.

We proceed to look at the requirement of self-consistency condition on the factor system between M and L,.
Suppose

ML,M~! = gL,,.
Then we take relations between rotation and translations

RL,R™! =L, 'Ly,
RL,R™! =Lt

conjugate them by M, and use relations ML,M~! = 77L, and MRM~! = R~} we get

nR7ILR =n7 L I MLM L
RIMLMTIR =571t

By cancelling ML,M~1! from above equations, we get
nR™'L,R = 2L (RL;'R7Y).
With RL; 'R = L, 'L, and R"*L,R=L; ', we have
nL, ' =02t L, = %ol (120)

Thus we have 1 = 0. Futhermore, reflection symmetry requires 7, ¢ € Zs, so the only possible solution is 7 = o for
both Zg and U(1) extension.
Finally, the projective relations of presentation are

LoLol 'Lt =0, (121a)
RL,R™! =L, 'Ly, (121b)
RLR™ ' =L.1, (121c)
R =1, (121d)
MRM~! =R~} (121e)
ML,M™! = oL, (121f)
M? = 8. (121g)
For Zs extension we have two independent cohomology invariants o, 8 o € Zs.
These results are in agreement with that of the group cohomology
H*(P31m,Zy) = 73, (122a)

H*(P31m,U(1)) = Zs. (122b)
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Supplementary Fig.19: Cell structure of P6. There is one conjugacy class of two-fold, three-fold and six-fold rotation centers
respectively. The gray shaded region is the fundamental domain of the group.

In the group P6, the angle between two translation L, and L, is /3, the rotation operator R rotates translations
as RLyR™' = Ly, RLyR™' = L' L;. The presentation is given by
P6= (L4, Ly, R|[Lq, L), RL,R™* = L,
RLyR™' = L, 'Ly, R%). (123)

Since L; can be expressed in terms of L, and R, we can choose L, and R as independent generators and the
presentation can also be given by

P6 = (L4, R|(L,R?)3, (L.R*)?, R®). (124)

When we consider projective algebra, we need to modify the relations in Eq. (123). For the relations between rotation
and translations, we have

RL,R™! =Ly,
RL,R™ = ol 'Ly,

The factors 71,72 can be trivialized by L, — L, = 15 'L, Ly — L = (57 'm2)Ls. Thus projective relations of
presentation are

Ll 'Lt =0, (125a)
RL,R™! =Ly, (125b)
RL,R™! =L, 'Ly, (125¢)
RS = a. (125d)

For Z, extension, we have two independent cohomology invariants o, « € Zs, while for U(1) extension we have only
one cohomology invariant o € U(1) since « can be trivialized.
These results are consistent with that of the group cohomology

H?*(P6,Zs) = U(1), (126a)
H?*(P6,U(1)) = Z2. (126b)

For Z, extension, we can also obtain the projective algebra by modifying the relations in Eq. (124) as

(L,R*)3 =1, (127a)
RG =a=aq, (127b)
(LoR*)? = 0a, = . (127¢)

These relations mean that the conjugacy class of six-fold rotation centers Cs(R) and two-fold rotation centers
C,s(L,R?) has an independent cohomology invariant respectively, as shown in Fig. 19.
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Supplementary Fig.20: Cell structure of P6m. There are two conjugacy classes of rotation and two conjugacy classes of
reflection. The gray shaded region is the fundamental domain of the group.

The group P6m is obtained by adding reflection symmetry to group P6. Here we choose the reflection M whose
axis is perpendicular to e, as a generator. M reverses translation L, and rotations R. The presentation is given by

P6ém = (La, Ly, R, M|[Lqa, Ly), RL,R™" = L,
RL,R ' =L 'Ly, ML,M ™' = L',
MRM™ = R, M? RS). (128)

The group can also be presented in terms of rotations and reflections as

P6m = (Lq, R, M|(L,R?)?,(L,R®)? RS M?,
(RM)?, (Lo M)?). (129)

When we consider projective algebra, we need to modify the relations in Eq. (128).

For both Zs and U(1) extension, we can first trivialize the factor system between rotation and translations as we
proved in group P6, and label the factor system of subgroup Dg by cohomology invariants o, (i, Q-

We proceed to look at the requirement of self-consistency condition on the factor system between M and L,.
Suppose

ML,M™t =Lt
Then we take relations between rotation and translations

RLR = Ly,
RL,R™ =L, 'Ly,
conjugate them by M, and use relations ML,M~! = 77L-! and MRM~! = R™!, we get

a

PRI IR =M, LM,
RTIM LM 'R = n 'L ,M, LM .

By cancelling ML,M~! from above equations, we get
RYRILIRR =1 'Lo(RTIL, 'R).
Conjugate above equation with R?, we have
Lt =9 (R%L,R?)(RL,'R™Y).
Use R2L,R™2 = L 'L, and RL;'R™! = L; 'Ly, we obtain

Lt =n""L "
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Son=1,ie., nis trivial.
Thus, the projective relations of presentation of P6m are

LoLol, 'L, ! =0, (130a)
RL,R™ =L, 'Ly, (130Db)
RL,R™! = Ly, (130c)
ML,M™t =1Lt (130d)
R = o, (130e)
MRM™! = a,.,,R7, (130f)
M? = . (130g)

For Zy extension, we have four independent cohomology invariants o, ., G, Q4 € Zg, while for U(1) extension
we have two independent cohomology invariants o, a = a,.a.,> € Zs, since .y, oy, are trivial as we analyzed in group
D,.

These results are in agreement with that of the group cohomology

H?*(P6m,Zy) = Zs, (131a)
H?(P6m,U(1)) = Z2. (131b)

For Zs extension,we can also obtain the projective algebra by modifying the relations in Eq. (129) as

(L,R?)% =1,

R = o, = ay,

(LoR*)? = ca, = o,
M? = a, = B,
(LaM)? = a1, = B,
(RM)? = aypm iy = fa.

The meaning of these relations are illustrated in Fig. 20.

s. Table of relations and cohomology invariants
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G H?*(G,Z:) Generators Cohomology invariants Ng
P1 Lo La, Lo o= LalyLz 'Lt

P2 74 Lo,Lo,R a1 =R% as = (LLR)?, as = (LR)?, as= (LiLsR)%

Pm 74 Looby, Mo B0 = M2, B = (LaMa)®, =MoLy MM Ly e = (LaMa)Ly (LeM2) 'Ly 10
Pg Zs Lz, 8x T =gulogy La. 2

Cm Z5 Lol M o= Ll 'L, Y, B=M2, 1=MLM 'L

ar = (MaMy)?,  ag = (LuMoMy)?, a3 = (LyM=M,)?, a4 = (LyL,M.M,)?,

Pmm z8 Lz, Ly, Mz, M 51
? ! CB=M2 Ba=(LMa)? Bs=M2, B = (L,M,)%
ng Z% 8y» Ly7 Mz ] = (Mzgy)27 Q2 = (LyMZgy)27 Bl = Miv n= MILUleLy_l 12
Pgg 73 g:. 8y a1 = (8:8,)° a2 = (8.8, )% 3
Cmm Zg Lt“ M17 My a1 = (MxMy)27 Q2 = (LaMxMy)2a a3 = (LaMnglMy)27 ﬁl = M:2c7 52 = Mi 18
P4 73 L.,R a1 =RY s = (L,R?)?, a3 = (L.R)% 6
Pdm 78 Le,RM oy =RY  az = (L,R?)?, a3 = (LR, =M% B=(RM? f5=(LM)? 40
P4g Zg gy, R a; = R4, Qg = (ngQ)zv b= (gyR)z-
P3 Zs La,Lo,R o =L.LoL7'Ly", 1=RL.,R7'L;'Ls, 1=RLR 'L, 1=R%
— -1y -1 _ 2 __ 2 2 _ -1 —1
Paml 2 Lo Lo R M U,LaLbLa1 L B—3M = (RM)? = (LuM)?, 1 =RL.,R7'L; 'Ly, A
1=RL,R 'L,, 1=R3
_ -1y -1 __ -1 -1 _ 2 _ 2 _ —1y —1
P3im 2 LoL.RM = |_aLl,|_a1 Lt = LaMJ_a M~ B=M?=(RM)?, 1=RL.,R'L; L, A
1 =RL,R 'L, 1=R3%
P6 72 Lo, R a1 =R as=(LR%)? 1=(LR? y
P6m Yz Lo, RM a1 =R% ap = (LaR%)?, B =M? = (LM)?,  Ba= (RM)?, 1= (L,R?> 16

Supplementary Table.I: Zs cohomology invariants for all wallpaper groups.

Supplementary Note 3. The construction of the canonical models from the cohomology invariants

A complete set of the cohomology invariants for all 17 wallpaper groups have been constructed in the previous
section. In this section, we further present general procedures to translate these cohomology invariants into lattice
models with appropriate flux configurations. Following the general procedure for model construction, we can in the
end arrive at 17 canonical lattice models, i.e., for each wallpaper group we construct a canonical model that can
realize all possible values of cohomology invariants and therefore all cohomology classes of multipliers.

a. Flux interpretation of cohomology invariants

In this subsection, we provide technical details for how each type of cohomology invariant can be interpreted as
certain flux configurations on the appropriate lattice structure.

i.  Crystal Symmetries with Gauge Fields

First of all, we present a formalism of crystal symmetries on a lattice with gauge fields.

In gauge field theory, gauge flux configurations are gauge invariant. A given gauge flux configuration can be described
by many equivalent gauge connection configurations, which differ from each other by gauge transformations. In lattice
systems, a gauge transformation G simply multiplies a phase on each lattice site, and therefore can be regarded as a
diagonal matrix indexed by the lattice sites.

Now, suppose we have a lattice with the gauge field. A spatial symmetry transformation R that preserves the lattice
and flux configuration in general changes the connection configuration. The transformed connection configuration
must be related to the original one by a gauge transformation Gg, since they correspond to the same flux configuration.
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Thus, the symmetry operator should be modified as
R = GgR, (133)

which is a combination of the pure spatial operation R and the gauge transformation Gg.
We now consider how the physical operator R acts on a tight-binding model, H = )", j tija;raj. The action of R on
H is given by

H' = 3" t;;GR(R()GR(R())ak arg)
ij

Z Gr()GR()tr1(1)r-1(j)ala;, (134)

ij

where Gr(7) is the phase of gauge tansformation on site ¢, and R(7) is the site transformed from i by R. Thus, the
invariance under R means

tij = Gr(1)GR(1)tr-1())r—1(j)- (135)

2. The cohomology invariant of the translation subgroups

i1 3 /6/5\4,/7
u/ (T v
N L &

Supplementary Fig.21: The Flux determines the cohomology invariant of translation subgroup. (a) A rectangle plaquette
spanned by L, and L, in two directions. (b) A hexagon plaquette spanned by L, and L in two directions.

The factor system of the translation subgroup is determined by the cohomology invariant o = L, Ll,Lgngl7 from
which we can derive the relation between gauge transformations:
Lololy 'Ly = GuLoGyLy(GaLa) H(GypLy) ™"
= Gu(r)(LaGo(r)Ly ) LaLy Ly Ly H(LoG () Ly 1) Gy (7)
Ga(r)Go(Lg ' (r)Ga (L, (1) Gy (r) = o, (136)

where the conjugacy relation between a spatial operator and gauge transformation L,G(r)L;! = G(L;(r)) can be

derived from its action on a spatial state |rg),

(LaG(r) Ly M)|ro) = LaG(r)|Ly o)
= L,G(L;'ro)|L; ro) = G(L; ro)|ro)- (137)

Consider a rectangle plaquette spanned by L,,L,, as shown in Fig. 21(a). In the presence of gauge field, the
modified translation symmetry requires the hoppings satisfy

tog = t14Ga(2)GZ(3)7 ty3 = t12Gb(4)Gg (3)
Thus the phases of hoppings e®ii = t;;/|t;;| satisfy

¢ = 914G, (2)GL(3), € = ¢2G,(4)G}(3),
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The flux surrounding the rectangle satisfies
eI — pifro2msmam1 — Gid12,,id23 Gidsa pidm
= e2pidagitn gidn G (2)G*(3)Gy(4)Gy(3)
Gi(3)Gh (L, ' (3))Ga(Ly, 1 (3))Ge(3) = 0.

(138)

“® comes from the convention of Peierls substitution under gauge fields t;; —

where the minus sign in exponent e~
tijei Ji Adl
So when the ﬂux in the plaquette form by L, and L; is ®, the relation between L, and L; is modified to
LaLbLglLb_1 = ¢®. This can be understood by the the Ahanorov-Bohm effect, that circling a region with flux @
causes an additional phase e!®. For Z, case, the nontivial ¢ = —1 corresponds to ® = 7, as shown in Fig. 21.(a),
where we choose a gauge that gray bonds have positive hopping amplitude and the red bonds have negative hopping
amplitude.
The same argument also works for hexagon lattice as in Fig. 21.(b). In the presence of gauge field, the phases of
hoppings satisfy
€i¢3~>4~>7 — €i¢1~>6~>5 G‘L(S)G* (7)7
eiPssanT — 6i¢1~>2~>3Gb(5)GZ(7).
Thus, the flux surrounding the hexagon satisfies
e 1® — pldio2os04055601 —

— lP125300P347 TP a5 iP5 61
Ga(3)Ga(7)Gy(5)Gy(7)
GGy (Ly (7)) Ga(Ly, H(7))G(T) = 0.

(139)

We obtain ¢’® = ¢ again. This argument can be generalized to arbitrary lattice, where ® is the flux in the foundamental
domain of the translation subgroup. For some examples, see Fig. 28(a), Fig. 37(a), and Fig. 38(a).

ii.  Cohomology invariants of point groups

For the factor system of point groups, we consider cohomology invariants o, = R™ and «,,, = M?2. As we have
shown in Sec. Supplementary Note 2 a, o, and «,,, are trivial for U(1) extension, so here we only discuss Z, extension.
To have a nontrivial cohomology invariant «,., n must be even. When n is even, rotating n/2 times is a two-fold

rotation R™?2 = R,. After extension, this relation in general gains an additional factor &, i.e., R;ﬁ 371 = &Ry, but it
has no influence on the cohomology invariant of R2:

R = (R"?)’ = (6*(R) =R2 = . (140)

The equation satisfied by gauge transformation of R, can be obtained by
R2 =G, R:G, R, =G, R,G, R 'R2
= G ()G, (Rr(r)) = 0. (141)
Consider a circuit invariant under C,, (n is even), and the circuit contains no fixed point and fixed link under C,,.
We label orbits in the circuit with ¢ =1,2,3,---2[, then R (i) =i + [. The hopping amplitudes satisfy
tiit1 = tiplit1+1Gr, (1)Gy_ (i +1).
Thus, the flux surrounding the circuit satisfies

21

e—i<I> — H ei¢i,i+1

i=1,mod 21

= JI 6.0G6; (i+1)
i=1,mod 2l

=G, ()G (I+1) = ay.
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Supplementary Fig.22: Relation of fluxes and cohomology invariants of point group C, and D, . (a) The flux determines
projective Cy symmetry. When there is 7-flux in the loop, R* = —1. (b) Forbidden hoppings for M?> = —1. (c) Replace
reflection with Cs rotation around a horizental axis. (d)-(f) Flux determines projective D4 symmetry. (d) Flux corresponding
to the cohomology invariant of rotation. (e)(f) Flux corresponding to cohomology invariants of the two conjugacy classes of
reflections (C rotations around horizen axes).

We have the relation €® = ..

Now we consider M2 = a,,,, the equation satisfied by the gauge transformation of M can be obtained by

M? = G,,MG,,M = G,,MG,, M~ M?
= Gp(r)Gn(M(r)) = am. (142)

However, things become more subtle now. Consider a hopping from one point i to its reflection image M), then
reflection symmetry requires the hopping satisfies

tariyi = i) GM () G(0)" = amti m()- (143)
For the nontrivial cohomology invariant a,, = —1, we have t; pr;) = —tar),i- If we require hoppings to be real, this
condition cannot be satisfied, so this kind of hoppings (as in Fig. 22.(b)) are forbidden for M? = —1 case. With this
reason, the case M? = —1 fails to be realized by nearest real hopping models.
In two dimensions, we can replace the reflection with a Cs rotation around a horizental axis, as Fig. 22.(c) shows.
Then the rotaion R2 = —1 can be realized by nearest hopping models.

For example, to realize all the possible projective algebras of Dy, we need to realize the cohomology invariants of
rotations and the two conjugacy classes of reflections according to Eq. (49). We can take a bilayer version of model
Cy as illustrated in Fig. 22.(d)-(f).

w. Cohomology invariants between translation and reflection

Now we proceed to look at the factor system between translation and reflection. The relation MILyM;1 =1L,
implies the gauge transforms satisfy

MoLyM 'Lt = G My Gy Ly (G M) ™1 (Gy Ly) ™!
G (Mo Gy M )My Ly M L (L, G L, )G,
G (1) Gy (M (r)) Gy, (L, ()G () = 1. (144)

I
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Supplementary Fig.23: The relation of fluxes and the cohomology invariants between translation and (glide-)reflection. (a) A
rectangle plaquette spanned by M, and L, in two directions. (b) The rectangle is folded when we replace the reflection with a
rotaion around a horizental axis. (c) A rectangle plaquette spanned by L, and g,.

Consider a rectangle plaquette spanned by M, and L, as illustrated in Fig. 23(a). M, and L, symmetry requires
hoppings satisfy

taz = 114G (2)G;,(3),  taz = 112G, (4)G, (3).
Thus, the flux surrounding the rectangle satisfies
eT1® — piP1o2o3mam1 — oid12,0023 i34 100
= eid’lzem“eid’?lem“Gm(Z)an(S)GZ(4)Gy(3)
= G,(3)Gy(M(3))Gm (L, (3))Gy(3) = n".
(145)

The plaquette in Fig. 23(a) can also take a varied form. In particular, when we replace the reflection effectively by a
rotation around a horizental axis, the plaquette will be folded into a three-dimensional plaquette such as that in Fig.
23(b). This also occurs in Fig. 26(b) and Fig. 30(c) in lattice models for example.

v.  Cohomology invariants between translation and glide-reflection

Finally, we look at the cohomology invariant between glide-reflection and translation. The relation g,L,g;1 = 7L,
implies
ngxl-zg;?l = GxLxGygx(GzLx)(Gygx)_l
= Gz(LszLgl)ngszga?l((ngz)_lenga?l)Gy_l
= Gx("')Ggw (Lw(r))Gm(Lxgajl("'))GZm ("') =T (146)

Consider a rectangle plaquette spanned by L, and g, as illustrated in Fig. 23(b). The hoppings satisfy

taz = 114G (2)GL(3),  taz = t21Gy, (4)Gy, (3).
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Thus, the flux surrounding the rectangle satisfies
e—i@ _ ei¢1—>2—>3—>4—>1
— P12 oih23 i34 pidar
— plP12i014 0012 pidar G, (Q)G; (3)G;z (4) Ggm (3)
= 912G} (3)G;, (L4 (3))Gu(Lagy ' (3))Gy, (3)
G;(3)Gy, (L2(3))Gy(Lags '(3))Gy, (3) = 7.

(147)

where we use the constrain of Z, gauge fields, e'12, G,_(r) € {£1}.
In the following, we will construct lattice models to realize all the Z, projective algebras for the 17 wallpaper groups.

IAYAYAYAY/
IAYAYAYAY,
IAYAYAYAY/
IATAYAYAY/

Supplementary Fig.24: Lattice with Zs-projective P1 symmetry. When each plaquette has ® = 7 flux, the two translation
operators become anti-commute. When ® = 0, this lattice has ordinary P1 symmetry.

The factor systems of P1 are labelled by the cohomology invariant o = L,L,L ! L;l. According to what we analyzed
in last section, we only need to add w-flux to each unit translation plaquette to realize the nontrivial cohomology
invariant 0 = —1, as shown in Fig. 24.
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Supplementary Fig.25: An example of flux lattice with Za-projective P2 symmetry. The fluxes corresponding to cohomology
invariants o, ag, as, aq are @1, o, P3, Py.

According to Eq. (58), the Z4 classes of projective algebra of P2 are labelled by cohomology invariants a1, az, asz, ay
of the four different rotation centers. So we construct a lattice that each class of rotation centers is surrounded by
an independent plaquette, as Fig. 25 shows. Comparing with the distribution of cohomology invariants in Fig. 5, we
attach flux @1, @y, @3, P4 to these plaquettes so that

e =, i=1,2,3,4. (148)

Supplementary Fig.26: An example of flux lattice with Zs-projective Pm symmetry. (a) The fluxes @1, ®2 correspond to
cohomology invariants 31,32 of the two classes of reflections. (b) The fluxes ®3 + ®',®4 + & correspond to cohomology
invariants n1, 72 between reflection and translations.

Since the group Pm contains reflections, to realize all the possible Zy- projective algebras by nearest hopping
models, we need a bilayer lattice as that in Fig. 26. The reflection M, is replaced by a rotation R,. We will keep the
notation of M,, since the two groups are isomorphic.

According to Eq. (65), the cohomology invariants determinate Z3 classes of projective algebras of Pm. There are
two kinds of conboundary invariants.

The first kind contains the cohomology invariants aq, ae of reflections (Eq. (65a), Eq. (65b)), which can be realized
by adding fluxes @1, @5 as Fig. 26(a) shows.

The second kind contains the cohomology invariants 7,72, which are commutators between reflections and trans-
lations (Eq. (65¢), Eq. (65d)). As discussed in Sec. Supplementary Note 3aiv, they can be realized by adding flux
O3 + ', ®, + &’ as Fig. 26(b) shows.
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In summary, relations between flux distribution and cohomology invariants are given by

e = qy, (149a)
€2 = qy, (149b)
Pt — (149¢)
e(@at®) — o (149d)

Supplementary Fig.27: An example of flux lattice with Zs-projective Pg symmetry.

The group Pg has only one cohomology invariant 7 to label factor systems between translation and glide-reflection.
As discussed in Sec. Supplementary Note 3 aiv, this cohomology invariant can be realized by adding flux ® = &, + &5
as Fig. 27.(2) shows. The relation between flux and coboundary invairant is

eH®1F92) — 7. (150)

Supplementary Fig.28: An example of flux lattice with Zs-projective Cm symmetry. (a) The flux &1 = ®11 + P12 corresponds
to the cohomology invariant of translation. (b) The flux ®2 correspond to the cohomology invariant of the reflection (two-fold
rotation).

The group C'm also contains reflections, so we need a bilayer lattice and replace the reflection by a two-fold rotation.

According to Eq. (70), two independent cohomology invariants of Cm are o and a. The cohomology invariant o is
determined by the flux ®; = ®1; + ®15 in the unit translation plaquette as Fig. 28.(a) shows. And the cohomology
invariant « is determined by the flux ®5 in the plaquette around horizontal rotation axis as Fig. 28.(b) shows.
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Relations between flux distribution and cohomology invariants are
e (Put®i2) — i®1 — (151a)
ei®2 — B. (151b)

D Dy | Dy | Dy ;
/‘;g&ﬂ D | Bs | B /\455\ ’{;\
ol i)
< D Do
/ % 1 \“\_\@\
AN T R

Supplementary Fig.29: An example of flux lattice with Zj-projective Pmm symmetry. (a) The flux ®;,i = 1,2, 3,4 correspond
to cohomology invariants «;,i = 1,2,3,4 of rotations. (b) The flux ®;,7 = 5,6,7,8 correspond to cohomology invariants
Biyi =1,2,3,4 of reflections (two-fold rotations).

According to Eq. (77) and Fig. 9, the Z§ classes of projective algebras of Pmm are labelled by cohomology invariants
g, Bi,i = 1,2,3,4. In order to realize all the possible projective algebras we construct a lattice in which each rotation
center and reflection axis is surrounded by an independent plaquette, and we attach fluxes ®;,i = 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8
to it as shown in Fig. 29.

In summary, relations between flux distribution and cohomology invariants are

e =, i=1,2,3.4, (152)
ePire =3 =123, 4. (153)
h. Pmg

The group Pmg also contains reflections, so we need a bilayer lattice. According to Fig. 10 and Eq. (83), the
745 classes of projective algebra of Pmg are labelled by cohomology invariants «;,i = 1,2,3 and . Cohomology
invariants ag, s are invariants of rotations, which can be realized by fluxes @1, Py as illustrated in Fig. 30.(a).
B is the cohomology invariant of reflection, which can realized by flux ®3 in the reflection invariant plaquette as
Fig. 30.(b) shows. n is the cohomology invariant between translation and reflection, which can realized by fluxes
Dy = Dyy + Pyo + Py3 + Pyy as Fig. 30.(C) shows.

In summary, relations between flux distribution and cohomology invariants are

ei<1>1 = aj, (154&)
€i® — o, (154b)
eiq;.g _ /37 (154C)
(a1 +Pu+Pug+Pas) n. (154(1)

i. Pgg
According to Fig. 11 and Eq. (86), factor systems of Pgg can be labelled by cohomology invariants aj, g of

rotation centers. Thus we attach fluxes @1, @5 to the plaquettes around these two rotation centers, as Fig. 31 shows.
In summary, relations between flux distribution and cohomology invariants are

e =, i=1,2. (155a)
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Supplementary Fig.30: An example of flux lattice with Zs-projective Pmg symmetry. (a) The fluxes ®1, P> correspond to
cohomology invariants a1,z of rotations. (b) The flux ®3 corresponds to the cohomology invariant of reflection 8. (c¢) The
flux &4 = P41 + Pas + Pas + Paa corresponds to cohomology invariant n between reflection and translation.

Supplementary Fig.31: An example of flux lattice with Zs-projective Pgg symmetry. The flux &1, ®2 correspond to cohomology
invariants a1, ae of rotations.

Flux distributions are shown in Fig. 31.

j. Cmm

The group Cmm contains reflections, so we need a bilayer lattice.

According to Fig. 12 and Eq. (93), factor systems of Cmm can be labelled by cohomology invariants a;,i = 1,2,3
and (;,i = 1,2 . To realize these cohomology invariants, we attach fluxes ®1, @4, P35 to the plaquettes around these
three rotation centers as Fig. 32.(a) shows, and attach fluxes @4, ®5 to the plaquettes around these two reflection
axes as Fig. 32.(b) shows.

In summary, relations between flux distribution and cohomology invariants are

e =0y,i=1,2,3, (156)
et = B, i =1,2. (157)
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Supplementary Fig.32: An example of flux lattice with Za-projective C'mm symmetry. (a) The fluxes ®;,7 = 1,2, 3 correspond
to cohomology invariants a;, ¢ = 1,2, 3 of rotations. (b) The fluxes ®;,7 = 4,5 correspond to cohomology invariants «;,i = 4,5

of reflections.

Supplementary Fig.33: An example of flux lattice with Zs-projective P4 symmetry.

According to Fig. 13 and Eq. (99), factor systems of P4 can be labelled by cohomology invariants «;,i = 1,2, 3 of
rotations. Thus we need lattice in which each rotation center is surrounded by an independent plaquette, as Fig. 33

shows.
To realize these invariants, we attach fluxes @1, @5, ®3 to the plaquettes around the three rotation centers respec-

tively, as Fig. 33 shows.
In summary, relations between flux distribution and cohomology invariants are

e =a;,i=1,2,3. (158)

1. P4m

The group P4m contains reflections, so we need a bilayer lattice.

According to Fig. 14 and Eq. (106), factor systems of P4m can be labelled by cohomology invariants a;,i = 1,2,3
and (;,i = 1,2,3 . To realize these cohomology invariants, we attach fluxes @1, 5, 3 to the plaquettes around the
three rotation centers as Fig. 34.(a) shows, and attach fluxes ®4, 5, Pg to the plaquettes around the three reflection
axes as Fig. 34.(b) shows.

In summary, relations between flux distribution and cohomology invariants are
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Supplementary Fig.34: An example of flux lattice with Zs-projective P4m symmetry. (a) The fluxes ®;,7 = 1,2, 3 correspond to
cohomology invariants a;,7 = 1,2, 3 of rotations. (b) The fluxes ®;,i = 4, 5, 6 correspond to cohomology invariants 3;,¢ = 1,2,3
of reflections.

e =q;, i=1,2,3, (159)
ePits = B, i=1,2,3. (160)
m. P4g

Supplementary Fig.35: An example of flux lattice with Zo-projective P4g symmetry. (a) The fluxes ®;,7 = 1,2 correspond to
cohomology invariants «;,i = 1,2 of rotations. (b) The flux ®3 corresponds to cohomology invariant 3 of reflection.

The group P4g contains reflections, so we need a bilayer lattice.

According to Fig. 15 and Eq. (108), factor systems of P4m can be labelled by cohomology invariants a;,i = 1,2
and (. To realize these cohomology invariants, we attach fluxes ®1, P, to the plaquettes around these two rotation
centers as Fig. 35.(a) shows, and attach fluxes @3 to the plaquettes around the reflection axis as Fig. 35.(b) shows.

In summary, relations between flux distribution and cohomology invariants are

e =q;, i=1,2, (161)
e'®s = . (162)
n. P3

The projective algebra of P3 is only depend on the cohomology invariant o of translation. Thus, if we attach flux ®
to each plaquette as Fig. 36 shows, we can realize the projective relation Eq. (114). The relation of the cohomology
invariant and flux is

e® =o. (163)
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Supplementary Fig.36: An example of flux lattice with Zs-projective P3 symmetry.

o. P3ml

Supplementary Fig.37: An example of flux lattice with Zs-projective P3m1 symmetry. (a) The flux &1 = @11 + P12 + P13 in
the unit translation area corresponds to the cohomology invariant o of translation. (b) The flux ®2 corresponds to cohomology
invariant 3 of reflection.

The group P3m1 contains reflections, so we need a bilayer lattice.

According to Eq. (117), factor systems of P3m1 are labelled by cohomology invariant o and . We attach flux &4
to each unit translation plaquette as Fig. 37.(c) shows, and attach flux ®5 to each plaquette around the reflection
axis as Fig. 37.(d) shows.

In summary, relations between flux distribution and cohomology invariants are

ei®1 — i@+ Pt Pa) _ o (164a)
2 = 3. (164b)
p. P31lm

The group P31m contains reflections, so we need a bilayer lattice.

According to Eq. (121) and Fig. 18, factor systems of P31m are labelled by cohomology invariant o and «. We
attach flux ®; to each unit translation plaquette as Fig. 38.(c) shows, and attach flux @5 to each plaquette around
the reflection axis as Fig. 37.(d) shows.

In summary, relations between flux distribution and cohomology invariants are

e =g, (165a)
e®2 = . (165b)
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Supplementary Fig.38: An example of flux lattice with Zs-projective P31m symmetry. (a) The flux ®; in the unit translation
area corresponds to coboundary the invariant o of translation. (b) The flux ®> corresponds to cohomology invariant 8 of
reflection.

Supplementary Fig.39: An example of flux lattice with Zs-projective P6 symmetry. The fluxes ®1, ®2 correspond to cohomology
invariants a1, ae of rotations.

According to Eq. (127) and Fig. 19, factor systems of P6 can be labelled by two cohomology invariants aq, s of
even-fold rotations. Thus we need a lattice in which each rotation center is surrounded by an independent plaquette.

To realize the cohomology invariants, we attach fluxes ®1, ®5 to the plaquettes around these rotation centers, as Fig.
39 shows.

In summary, relations between flux distribution and cohomology invariants are

e =y, i=1,2. (166)

r. P6m

The group P6m contains reflections, so we need a bilayer lattice.

According to Eq. (132) and Fig. 20, factor systems of P6m can be labelled by two cohomology invariants ay, s
of even-fold rotations and two cohomology invariants 1, B2 of reflections. To realize these factors, we attach fluxes
®1, @5 to the plaquettes around these rotation centers as Fig. 40.(a) shows, and attach fluxes @3, @4 to the plaquettes
around these reflection axes as Fig. 40.(b) shows.

In summary, relations between flux distribution and cohomology invariants are

et =q;, i=1,2e% =5, i=1.2. (167)



42

Supplementary Fig.40: An example of flux lattice with Zs-projective P6m symmetry. (a) The fluxes ®;,7 = 1,2 correspond to
cohomology invariants a;,i = 1,2 of rotations. (b) The fluxes ®;,i = 3,4 correspond to cohomology invariants 3,7 = 1,2 of
reflections.

Supplementary Note 4. Other technical details for results in the main text
a. Energy bands of flux lattices with all classes of Zs-projective P2 symmetries

In this section, we will analyze a model with projective P2 symmetry to show the consequences of the flux. For
simplicity, we choose L, Ly to be perpenticular to each other, so that L, = L,,Ly = L,. The model is shown in Fig.
41. The parameters take values t7 = 1,13 = 2,y = 1.5,t§ = 2,m = 1. We keep the notation that R is the rotation
operator corresponding to cohomology invariant a;.

aq (%) aq

tl ag | ag | Qg

tl oy | ag | g
[ [

Supplementary Fig.41: Flux lattice with projective P2 symmetry. There are undeterminated cohomology invariants
a1, o, s, . 1,15, Y, ¢4 are hopping amptitudes and m is the onsite energy.

In the following, we will disucss the symmetry properties of energy bands for all classes of Zy-projective algebras.

(i)  When cohomology invariants (aq, e, as,aq) = (1,1,1,1), the group P2 is linearly represented in momentum
space. The time-reversal T" and rotation R share the same high symmetry points I', X, Y, M. The energy bands
are shown in Fig. 42.
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Supplementary Fig.42: Flux distribution and energy bands corresponds to (a1, a2, as,as) = (1,1,1,1).(a) Flux distribution.
(b)(c) Energy bands and a constant-energy section.
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(i) When cohomology invariants (a1, ag,as,as) = (—1,—1,—1,—1), the relations between R and L, L, is main-
tained, so the distribution of high symmetry points in momentum space is the same as that in the case
(a1, a2, a3,a4) = (1,1,1,1). However, at the general point , the little cogroup generator RT satisfies (RT)? = —1.

Thus the energy bands is two-fold degenerate, see Fig. 43.
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Supplementary Fig.43: Flux distribution and energy bands correspond to (a1, a2, oz, as) = (—1,—1,—1,—1).(a) Flux distribu-
tions. (b)(c) Energy bands and a constant-energy section.

(iii) When two of the cohomology invariants are negative, there are six possibilities: (aq,a9,a3,4) = (1,—1,1,—1),
(-1,1,-1,1), (1,1, -1,-1), (-1,-1,1,1), (1,-1,-1,1), (—=1,1,1,—1). They have the same algebra. The high
symmetry points of rotation R are translated by 1/4 recipocal lattice vector compared with the high symmetry
points of T'. The energy bands are shown in Fig. 44.
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Supplementary Fig.44: Flux distributions and energy bands when two of the cohomology invariants are negative. Flux dis-
tribution corresponds to (o, a2, a3, as) = (A-a)(1,1,-1,-1), (B-a)(—1,-1,1,1), (C-a)(1,1,—-1,—-1), (D-a)(—1,-1,1,1), (E-

a)(1, -1,

(iv)

1,1), (F-a)(-1,1,1,—1

1,-1), (-

L,

). (b)(c) Energy bands and constant-energy sections.

When one of the cohomology invariants are negative, there are four possibilities: (ay, a9, as, ag) =
—1, 1,1), which have the same algebra. Since the original unit cell countains
total mw-flux, we have to enlarge the unit cell to maintain the translation symmetry of the gauge connection, as
Fig. 45 shows. There are additional high symmetry points of rotation L,R and time-reversal L, T, which are
translated by G, /4 from the high symmetry point of R and T". The energy bands are two-fold degenerate at

a_1)7
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Supplementary Fig.45: Flux distributions and energy bands when one of the cohomology invariant is negative. Flux distribution
corresponds to (ou, o2, a3, as) = (A-a)(—1,1,1,1), (B-a)(1,-1,1,1), (C-a)(1,1,—1,1), (D-a)(1, 1,1,—1). (b)(c) Energy bands

and constant-energy sections.

(v) When three of the cohomology invariants are negative, there are four possibilities:

(Oél,O[Q,OZ3,0[4) =

(1,-1,-1,-1), (-1,1,-1,1), (-1,-1,1,-1), (—1,-1,—-1,1), which has the same algebra. Since the origi-
nal unit cell countains total 7w-flux, we have to enlarge the unit cell to maintain the translation symmetry of
the gauge connection, as Fig. 46 shows. There are additional high symmetry points of rotation L,R and time-
reversal L, T, which are translated by G, /4 from the high symmetry points of R and T. The energy bands are

two-fold degenerate at every point.
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Supplementary Fig.46: Flux distributions and energy bands when three of the cohomology invariants are negative. Flux distri-
bution corresponds to (au, a2, a3, as) = (A-a)(1,—-1,—-1,-1), (B-a)(—1,1,-1,-1), (C-a)(-1,-1,1, —1), (D-a)(—1,—-1,—1,1).
(b)(c) Energy bands and constant-energy sections.

b. Projective symmetry enforced Berry phase

Projective symmetry could enforce Berry phase along some directions to be quantized value. Consider projective
P2 symmetrt with coboundary invariants (a1, as, as, o) = (1,01, —01, —a), L.e., (0,00, M, @) = (1,1, —1,a1). As
analyzed in the last paragraph, the high-symmetry points redistribute as in Fig. 47.(a).

In this case, anti-unitary operator RT" will shift momentum k to k -+ G, /2 because of the nontrivial 7. RT acts on
the eigenstate of valence bands |¢},) as

O a\ __ ba b
RT |4) = Zb:U (k) [Yps1a,)- (168)
Where U is a unitary matrix of Noce X Noce. Using this relation twice we get
(RT)? ) = Y UL (k + Gy /2)(U)** (k) [5) = an [¢5) - (169)
be

Thus,

U*(k + G, /2)U(k) = al, (170)
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Supplementary Fig.47: Projective symmetry enforced Berry phase. (a) The Brillouin zone and high symmetry points. (b)
Berry phase along G, direction, it is quantized at k,b = £m/2. (c) Berry phase along G, direction, it is quantized at all k,
and the value is enfored to be —ilog(a1). (d) Berry phase along G, — G, direction, it is quantized at kyyva? + b2 = £7/2,
where k;, is the projection of k in the a + b direction.

The symmetry requires the berry connection to satisfy

A O A
Ayt (k) = <1/1k| Iwk> <RT7¢k|Rka> i<RT¢Z|87:y|RT¢2>
- 2w wkwy/ﬂ i 10 01, 2) = = S0 () A5+ Gy 2 )+ S wh k) U k)
cd
(171)

Take trace of both sides we can have
0
tr (A, (k) + A, (k+ G, /2)) = tr (UT(k)—U(k)) (172)
Thus, the Berry phase along G direction as Fig.47(a) is

27 i
6, = / dkytrAy (k) = [ dkyte (A, (k) + A, (k + Gy /2))
0 0

/ dk,tr (U*(k)iU(k> Indet U (k ),;:g
0 \ Oky
= —iNyecIna mod 27. (173)

We see that 6, is quantized to m or 0 according to a; = —1 or 1 when we consider odd number of valence bands.
The Berry phase along other directions will not be restricted, but will be quantized to 0 or m when they pass R
invariant points. One example for Berry phases is shown in Fig. 47.(b)(c)(d).

We see that although the projective algebra with (1,1,—1,—1) and that with (—1,—1,1,1) are isomorphic, their
Berry phases 6, are different, because Berry phase is an unit-cell dependent quantity and the unit-cell convention will
break the isomorphism of the algebras. However, for the two cases, the projective symmetry groups are isomorphic, so
they have the same classification of band topology. This provides us an example that isomorphic projective algebras
have the same topological classification of bands but with different physical meanings.



In this section, we give the irreducible representation matrix of P3m1 at I' point when it take cohomology invariant

C.

High degeneracy of P3ml at I" point when o0 = —1

o = —1. Since the I" point is the highest symmetry point, the little group is the group P3ml itself.

Without considering the time-reversal symmetry, there are three irreducible representations at I', which are given

by I';=1,2,3 in Table. II.

In Table. II,

When we consider time reversal symmetry, if 5 = 1, irreducible representations I';,I'y stick together to form T'7
while the representation I's is time-reversal invariant. If 8 = —1, three irreducible representations I';—1 2 3 need to be

Irrep Rep by generators
Lo Ly R M
Iy 101 103 Ur Unm
I 101 103 Ur —Uwm
I's |io1 ® oo|ioz ® 00|Ur @ D |Uym @ D3y

Supplementary Table.Il: Representation of Z2 x D3 without time-reversal symmetry.

Uy =

L2 o 27
D3 _ [cos sin
R 2 2m ’

Diy

(=1 =i
vVoalid 1)7

s 3

o)

cos 3

doubled to F?:1,2,3 as in Table. III. The irreducible representation I'} is 8 dimensional.

Irrep Rep by generators «
Lo Ly R M T

rf 101 Q@ 00 103 @ 0g Ur ® o9 Uy ® o3 02 ® o2 K 1

F3T 101 ® 00 103 Q 00 UR(X)D% UM®D§)V1 o2 ® o2 K

T 101 @ 00 103 @ 00 Ur ® 0o Un ® oo 02 ® 02K

rf 101 ® 0o 103 ® 00 Ur ® 0o —Un ® 00 o2 @oaK |1

'Y |io1 ® 00 ® 00|ios ® 00 @ 00|Ur ® D% ® 00|Unr @ Dy @ 03|02 @ 02 @ 1 K

Supplementary Table.IIl: Representation of Z3 x D3 with time-reversal symmetry.
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Supplementary Fig.48: Gauge convention of the lattice model of p3m1 correspond to cohomology invariants o = —1,a = —1.

The gray(red) bonds denotes positive(negative) hoppings. When we add gauge to the model, the original unit cell(region within
green boundary) is enlarged to the region within the blue boundary.

The 8 dimensional irreducible representation can be found at the lowest 8 bands of the model in Fig.38 when we

take the parameters as |t| = 2,|J| = 10, |t.| = 5, we also introduce a inter-layer hopping |A| = 5 to lift the degeneracy
at the general point(otherwise the bands will be four-folds degenerated at the general point).

Supplementary Note 5. Engineering gauge fluxes in artificial crystals

In this section, we first present a general mechanism, namely the so-called “dark-bright” mechanism, for generating
Zo gauge fields on artificial crystals, and then briefly survey on emergent Zy gauge fields in various crystal systems.

a. The Dark-Bright Mechanism for Engineering Z, gauge field

We would like to emphasize an important fact, i.e., Zo gauge fields preserve the time-reversal symmetry, which
are essentially different from other U(1) gauge fields. Thus, Zs gauge fields can be realized without introducing
magnetism or magnetic fields. As such, Zs gauge fields can be realized in low energies in a large class of lattice

structures preserving time reversal symmetry. Here, we introduce the so-called dark-bright mechanism to achieve Zo
gauge fields.

Consider two sites with the hopping and onsite energies as t > 0 and € in Fig. 49. The Hamiltonian of this system

is written as
b ( t) | (173)
t €

The eigen state and eigen energy can be obtained as

Ey =e+t, [+) = |a) +10),
E_=c—t, |=)=la)-b), (176)

where |a) , |b) are the local wave functions, or Wannier wave functions.

For t > 0, the ground state is the anti-bonding state and the excitation is the bonding state. If the sign of ¢ is
reversed as —t, the configuration is exchanged. By inserting an ancillary site between them with onsite energy A as
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Supplementary Fig.49: Left one denotes the hopping between two sites. The onsite energy is €. For the right one, an ancillary
site with onsite energy as A and A >> ¢ is inserted between the two original sites. The hopping energy between original and
inserted sites is ¢

shown in Fig. 49, the Hamiltonian is written as

e 0t
H=1[0¢1t]. (177)
t A

In the limit of A > ¢,t’, we have the eigen values and vectors as

E=e =) = (la) — [6)) /V2,

Ere— 27 I+) ~ (| >+|b>—72t/ le) ) /V2
TETA e =\ A—clf ’ (178)
2t/2 t/ t/
E~A ~ b .
tao lrglarz—_b+l

Since A > ¢,t, we can take |e) as high-energy excitation state, which is irrelevant to the energy scale of interest.
The state |—), which is called “dark state”, is decoupled with the inserted site. The state |+) is called “bright state”.
Due to A > ¢, 1, the occupation on the inserted site can be ignored. Then, in the subspace of dark and bright states
as {|—),|+)}, we have the Hamiltonian as

B =el) (-4 (o= o) 10+ (179

By taking the approximation |+) = (|a) + |b)) /+/2 since | AQt_IE| < 1, we have the effective Hamiltonian in the subspace
of {[a), |b)} as

€ — t/2 _ t/2
Heﬂ': < . té‘276 A?g > ) (180)

which mimics the 7 hopping phase with the hopping amplitude as Atl—_i. If we set t’2 = t(A — ¢), we have the effective
hopping coefficient between the sites a and b as —t. Note that the loss of the fidelity comes from the occupation on
the inserted site. The higher A is, the better fidelity the system has.

b. A brief survey on emergent Z: gauge fields in various crystal systems

In this section, we give a brief review about Zs gauge fields in artificial systems, including cold atoms in opti-
cal lattices, photonic/acoustic crystals, periodic mechanical systems, electric circuit arrays, and condensed matter
systems.

e In photonic crystals, the gauge field can be generated by modulation of the resonant frequencies, e.g., by
adjusting the gap between site ring and link-ring wave guides.

e In acoustic crystals, Zos hopping phases can be readily realized by coupling the resonators with wave guides on
different sides.

e For cold atoms in optical lattices, we introduce two methods: rotating the optical lattice and laser-assisted
tunneling. i) Rotating optical lattice can introduce weak and uniform effective magnetic field and the side effect
of Coriolis force should be compensated. ii) For the laser-assisted tunneling, the atomic hopping with desired
gauge potentials can be engineered by coupling internal levels of atoms with laser beams. Different kinds of
gauge fields can be induced, even the nonabelian ones.
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e For periodic mechanical systems, effective Zy gauge field can be generated by tuning the stiffness coefficients of
the spring connections.

e For electric circuit arrays, Zs gauge fields can be realized by suitably choosing the capacitances and inductances.

e For strongly correlated systems, there are emergent gauge fields in the low-energy effective theories. The Zo
gauge field, which defines the Zs spin liquid, can naturally emerge in quantum spin liquid. In the mean-field
theory of quantum spin liquid, close to the ground states the spinors are coupled to gauge field, particularly a Zo
gauge field as demonstrated in several works. Actually, perhaps it was the first time that physicists noticed the
importance of the projective representations of space groups with a given gauge configuration. Another example
is the Kitaev-type exactly solvable model, where non-dynamical Z, gauge fields are coupled with Majorana
fermions.
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