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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 g1, g2 ∈ G, their representations ρ(g1)
and ρ(g2) may satisfy ρ(g1)ρ(g2) = ν(g1, g2)ρ(g1g2) with
ν(g1, g2) ∈ U(1). This is known as the projective repre-
sentation of G, and the phase factors ν 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 systems1.

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) LaLbL

−1
a L−1

b = eiθ,
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
physics2. 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
description3–8.

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 systems9–19. Most artificial crys-
tals intrinsically preserve time-reversal (T ) symmetry,
which allows fluxes 0 and π 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
crystals20–25. 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 T . Let G be the space group, then the total
symmetry group is G × ZT2 , where ZT2 = {E, T} is
the two-element group generated by T . Mathemati-
cally, the classification of all possible factor systems for
this group corresponds to the second group cohomol-
ogy H2,c(G × ZT2 , U(1))26. We have proven that due to
the anti-unitary character of T , H2,c(G × ZT2 , U(1)) ∼=
H2(G,Z2) × H2(ZT2 ,Z2) with Z2 = {±1} (see Meth-
ods). Hence, the computation is simplified to deriving
H2(G,Z2), since it is known that H2(ZT2 ,Z2) ∼= Z2 =
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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 H2(G,Z2). 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 σ, α, β, τ , respectively, and f and g are for nontrivial
η. 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 π. Here, the π 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 Z2 = {±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 H2(G,Z2) 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 group27.
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
H2(G,Z2), 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 H2(G,Z2) is a product of Z2, i.e.,
H2(G,Z2) ∼= Zn2 . Meanwhile, we find that the corre-
sponding PSA can be captured by a complete set of n
Z2-valued cohomology invariants, which are denoted by

σ, α, β, η, and τ 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 Z2 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 H2(G,Z2) 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 (NG) 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 La, Lb and the rotation R by π (along an
out-of-plane axis). Its group algebras are expressed in
terms of the four combinations, R, LaR, LbR and LaLbR,
each of which is squared to 1. According to Table I,
H2(P2,Z2) ∼= Z4

2, so there are four cohomology invari-
ants αi (i = 1, 2, 3, 4), corresponding to the four PSA
relations:
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R2 = α1, (LaR)2 = α2, (LbR)2 = α3, (LaLbR)2 = α4.
(1)

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 α’s equal −1.

Our result shows that the 17 wallpaper groups together
with T symmetry can generate 458× 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 σ, α, β, η, and τ in Ta-
ble I. The flux lattices for them are illustrated in Fig. 1c-
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 σ = LaLbL
−1
a L−1

b for the
translation subgroup. σ = ±1 corresponds respectively
to flux 0 and π through the plaquette spanned by La and
Lb, as illustrated in Fig. 1c.

(ii) The second class concerns cohomology invariants
α of symmorphic rotational symmetries. That is, α = Rn

for an n-fold rotation R, where α = ±1 corresponds to
flux 0 or π through the plaquette invariant under the
rotation, as in Fig. 1d.

(iii) The third class corresponds to the square of a mir-
ror reflection M , i.e., β = 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.28 or on a bilayer
lattice with π flux through the interlayer plaquettes, as
shown in Fig. 1e.

(iv) The fourth class (η invariants) is on relations be-
tween translations and reflections. For example, η =
MxLyM

−1
x L−1

y , and η = ±1 corresponds to flux 0 or π
through the plaquette in Fig. 1f that preserves Ly and
Mx. Moreover, if M2 = MxLyM

−1
x L−1

y = −1, we may
design the flux pattern as in Fig. 1g.

(v) The fifth class consists of invariants τ that extend
the algebraic relations between translations and glide re-
flections, e.g., τ = gxLxg

−1
x Lx. As illustrated in Fig. 1h,

τ = ±1 respectively corresponds to flux 0 or π 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/π 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 α invari-
ants. The algebraic relation for each αi in Table I cor-
responds to a twofold rotation center in the unit cell, as
illustrated in Fig. 2a. Under lattice translation, each αi
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 αi = ±1 can then be realized by inserting
flux 0 or π 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 2n 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 (Γ 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 α1 = α2 = 1 and α3 =
α4 = −1 (see the canonical model realization in Fig. 2b).
Clearly, in this case the two translations La and Lb com-
mute as usual, and therefore the BZ is unchanged. How-
ever, since RLbR

−1 = L−1
b is modified to RLbR

−1 =
−L−1

b by the fluxes, the R-invariant momenta are trans-
formed from (0, 0), (0, π), (π, 0) and (π, π) to (0,±π/2)
and (π,±π/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-
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G H2(G,Z2) Generators Cohomology invariants NG

P1 Z2 La, Lb σ = LaLbL
−1
a L−1

b . 2
P2 Z4

2 La, Lb,R α1 = R2, α2 = (LaR)2, α3 = (LbR)2, α4 = (LaLbR)2. 5
Pm Z4

2 Lx, Ly,Mx β1 = M2
x, β2 = (LxMx)2, η1 = MxLyM

−1
x L−1

y , η2 = (LxMx)Ly(LxMx)−1L−1
y . 10

Pg Z2 Lx, gx τ = gxLxg
−1
x Lx. 2

Cm Z2
2 La, Lb,M σ = LaLbL

−1
a L−1

b , β = M2, 1 = MLaM
−1L−1

b . 4

Pmm Z8
2 Lx, Ly,Mx,My

α1 = (MxMy)2, α2 = (LxMxMy)2, α3 = (LyMxMy)2, α4 = (LxLyMxMy)2,
β1 = M2

x, β2 = (LxMx)2, β3 = M2
y, β4 = (LyMy)2.

51

Pmg Z4
2 gy, Ly,Mx α1 = (Mxgy)2, α2 = (LyMxgy)2, β = M2

x, η = MxLyM
−1
x L−1

y . 12
Pgg Z2

2 gx, gy α1 = (gxgy)2, α2 = (gxg
−1
y )2. 3

Cmm Z5
2 La,Mx,My α1 = (MxMy)2, α2 = (LaMxMy)2, α3 = (LaMxL

−1
a My)2, β1 = M2

x, β2 = M2
y. 18

P4 Z3
2 Lx,R α1 = R4, α2 = (LxR

2)2, α3 = (LxR)4. 6
P4m Z6

2 Lx,R,M α1 = R4, α2 = (LxR
2)2, α3 = (LxR)4, β1 = M2, β2 = (RM)2, β3 = (LxM)2. 40

P4g Z3
2 gy,R α1 = R4, α2 = (g2yR

2)2, β1 = (gyR)2. 6
P3 Z2 La, Lb,R σ = LaLbL

−1
a L−1

b , 1 = RLaR
−1L−1

b La, 1 = RLbR
−1La, 1 = R3. 2

P3m1 Z2
2 La, Lb,R,M

σ = LaLbL
−1
a L−1

b , β = M2 = (RM)2 = (LaM)2, 1 = RLaR
−1L−1

b La,
1 = RLbR

−1La, 1 = R3.
4

P31m Z2
2 La, Lb,R,M

σ = LaLbL
−1
a L−1

b = LaML−1
a M−1, β = M2 = (RM)2, 1 = RLaR

−1L−1
b La,

1 = RLbR
−1La, 1 = R3.

4

P6 Z2
2 La,R α1 = R6, α2 = (LaR

3)2, 1 = (LaR
2)3. 4

P6m Z4
2 La,R,M α1 = R6, α2 = (LaR

3)2, β1 = M2 = (LaM)2, β2 = (RM)2, 1 = (LaR
2)3. 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 ‘H2(G,Z2)’ 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. σ, α, β, η and τ are the five
classes of cohomology invariants valued in Z2 = {±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 R2 = (LaR)2 = α and (LbR)2 = (LaLbR)2 =
−α, which can be realized by the canonical model with
the flux configuration in Fig. 2b. The PSAs lead to
RLbR

−1 = −L−1
b for both α = ±1. From this relation,

one can show that the anti-unitary operator RT will shift
momentum k to k+Gb/2 with Gb the reciprocal trans-
lation vector corresponding to Lb (see Methods).

Now, consider the effect of RT on a single energy band
with eigenstates |ψk〉. 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 π29. In contrast, here, RT with (RT )2 = α
exerts a stronger constraint on the Zak phase, i.e., it
completely determines the Zak phase θb along any Gb-
periodic path as

θb = i lnα mod 2π, (2)

due to the nontrivial action of RT discussed above (see
Methods). This result means: if α = −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 π along kb. 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 fourfold30. Here, we find that PSA
can achieve a degeneracy of eightfold, beyond any ordi-
nary representations.

This is exemplified by the PSA of P3m1 with
LaLbL

−1
a L−1

b = −1 and M2 = −1 (see Table I). The
canonical model is illustrated in Fig. 2e and 2f. Since
La does not commute with Lb, we choose L2

a and L2
b to

generate an invariant subgroup of P3m1, and the BZ is
specified by L2

a = −eik·ea and L2
b = −eik·eb under the

Fourier transform, with ea,b being the translation vec-
tors of L2

a,b. At high-symmetry point Γ, the little co-

group is given by Z2
2 oD3×ZT2 , where Z2

2 are generated
by La,b. This little co-group is projectively represented
with factors inherited from that of P3m1. 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 α-invariants in Table I. b. The model of P2 that realizes the projective symmetry algebra
(PSA) with α1 = α2 = 1 and α3 = α4 = −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 π flux. a and b are lattice vectors. Here,
we added a dimerization pattern in hopping to open spectral gaps, as in d. c. Due to the PSA in b, high-symmetry momenta
are shifted and the Zak phase θb over a Gb-periodic path must be nontrivial. Here, ka,b are the wave-vector components for
the lattice vectors a 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 ka. 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 σ invariant. Then, we
double it into a bilayer model in f to further accommodate the β 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 Γ. Note that along Γ-M (Γ-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 Z2-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 2π, which lead to the phase −1. Hence, all
the cohomology invariants in classes (ii) and (iii) are re-
versed. Formally, we may just replace each α and β by

(−1)2sα and (−1)2sβ, 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 Z2. Here, we present
a proof for this proposition.

Let us enlarge the space group G by including T with



6

Pgg P4 P4mCmm

P1 P2 Pm

Pg

Cm

Pmm Pmg

P4g P3

P31m P6mP6

P3m1

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

T 2 = 1. Then, each group element can be written as gT a

with g ∈ G and a = 0, 1. Suppose that under the projec-
tive representation ρ, the phase factor λ arises through

ρ(g1T
a1)ρ(g2T

a2) = λ(g1T
a1 , g2T

a2)ρ(g1g2T
a1+a2). (3)

We shall prove that by appropriately modifying the
phase of each operator ρ(gT a), we can always transform
λ(g1T

a1 , g2T
a2) into the form,

λ̃(g1T
a1 , g2T

a2) = ν(g1, g2)ω(T a1 , T a2), (4)

where ν(g1, g2), ω(T a1 , T a2) ∈ Z2.

We start with observing that for all g ∈ G,

ρ(g)ρ(T ) = λ(g, T )ρ(gT ) =
λ(g, T )

λ(T, g)
ρ(T )ρ(g), (5)

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

ρ̃(g) :=

√
λ(T, g)

λ(g, T )
ρ(g), (6)

Note that ρ(T ) is an anti-unitary operator, i.e.,
ρ(T )c = c∗ρ(T ) for c ∈ C. Hence,

ρ̃(g)ρ(T ) = ρ(T )ρ̃(g). (7)
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We further modify the operators for the other half of
group elements as

ρ̃(gT ) :=
√
λ(g, T )λ(T, g)ρ(gT ), (8)

for all g ∈ G. Note that ρ̃(T ) = ρ(T ). Then, one
observes that

ρ̃(g)ρ̃(T ) = ρ̃(gT ). (9)

Let λ̃ denote the phase factor for ρ̃. Restricting on G,
λ̃ satisfies

ρ̃(g1)ρ̃(g2) = λ̃(g1, g2)ρ̃(g1g2) (10)

for all g1, g2 ∈ G. The left-hand side commutes with
ρ̃(T ), so does the right-hand side. Hence, ν := λ̃|G×G ∈
Z2 = {±1}. On the other hand, λ̃(T, T ) appears in

ρ̃(T )ρ̃(T ) = λ̃(T, T )1. (11)

Clearly, λ̃(T, T ) commutes with ρ̃(T ), and therefore
ω(T, T ) := λ̃(T, T ) ∈ Z2.

Finally, it is straightforward to check that

ρ̃(g1T
a1)ρ̃(g2T

a2) = ρ̃(g1)ρ̃(T a1)ρ̃(g2)ρ̃(T a2)

= ρ̃(g1)ρ̃(g2)ρ̃(T a1)ρ̃(T a2)

= ν(g1, g2)ρ̃(g1g2)ω(T a1 , T a2)ρ̃(T a1+a2)

= ν(g1, g2)ω(T a1 , T a2)ρ̃(g1g2T
a1+a2).

(12)

This concludes the proof of our proposition. In
the proof, we have repeatedly used the relations:
ρ̃(g)ρ̃(T ) = ρ̃(gT ) and ρ̃(g)ρ̃(T ) = ρ̃(T )ρ̃(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,

Ĥ =
∑

ij

Hija
†
iaj . (13)

Here, a†i and aj are the particle creation and annihi-
lation operators at sites i and j, respectively. Hij repre-
sents the hopping amplitudes tij from site j to i if i 6= j
and the onsite energy εi at site i if i = j. H is a Her-
mitian matrix and called the one-particle Hamiltonian of
the tight-binding model.

Each hopping amplitude tij may have a phase eiφij

(such that tij = |tij |eiφij ), which is called the gauge con-
nection of the lattice model. Particularly, here we con-
sider the Z2 gauge connections with φij ∈ {0, π}. For

each closed loop C formed by successive hoppings, one
can compute the product WC of the phases of all the hop-
ping amplitudes involved. WC is called the Wilson loop
operator of the loop C, and the gauge flux ΦC through
the loop C is given by WC = e−iΦC . For the Z2 gauge
field, we have WC ∈ {±1} and ΦC = {0, π}.

For each site i, we may change the phase of a†i for each

i by an arbitrary eiθ
i

. Particularly, θi is valued in {0, π}
for the Z2 gauge field considered here. Accordingly, the
hopping amplitudes are transformed as tij 7→ eiθ

i

tije
−iθj ,

which is called a gauge transformation. An immediate
result is that WC = e−iΦC 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 GR is a diagonal matrix
with [GR]ii = eiθ

i
R , i.e., with the phase assigned to the

ith site. Then, the physical symmetry operator in this
case should be the combination

R = GRR. (14)

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

[R, H] = 0. (15)

The commutation relation is equivalent to the require-
ment,

tij = GR(i)tR−1(i)R−1(j)G
∗
R(j), (16)

where GR(i) = eiθ
i
R , namely the phase assigned to site

i, and R(i) is the site transformed from i by R.
Then, we consider the successive action of two spa-

tial symmetries, R1 = GR1
R1 and R2 = GR2

R2. There
are two natural operators to implement the action,
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namely, GR1
R1GR2

R2 and GR12
R12 with R12 = R1R2.

Their difference is ∆G(R1, R2) = GR1R1GR2R
−1
1 /GR1R2 .

∆G(R1, R2) is a diagonal matrix with ith diagonal entry
being GR1

(i)GR2
(R−1

1 (i))/GR1R2
(i), and therefore repre-

sents a gauge transformation. It is clear that ∆G(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 ∆G(R1, R2) is proportional to the iden-
tity matrix, namely [∆G(R1, R2)]ij = ν(R1, R2)δij with
ν(R1, R2) ∈ Z2 ⊂ U(1), i.e., the physical symmetry op-
erators satisfy the PSA,

R1R2 = ν(R1, R2)R12. (17)

If ν and ν′ are related by transforming R to R′ = χ(R)R
with χ(R) ∈ U(1) or Z2, 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. 1c-h can realize the five classes of
cohomology invariants, respectively.

(i) Let us start with the cohomology invariant σ =
LaLbL

−1
a L−1

b . Since

LaLbL
−1
a L−1

b = GaLaGbLb(GaLa)−1(GbLb)
−1

= Ga(LaGbL
−1
a )LbGaL

−1
b (GbLb)

−1,
(18)

the algebraic relation is equivalent to

Ga(i)Gb(L
−1
a (i))G∗a(L−1

b (i))G∗b(i) = σ (19)

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

t23 = t14Ga(2)G∗a(3), t43 = t12Gb(4)G∗b(3), (20)

which implies

eiφ23 = eiφ14Ga(2)G∗a(3), eiφ43 = eiφ12Gb(4)G∗b(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−iΦ = eiφ12eiφ23eiφ34eiφ41

= eiφ12eiφ14eiφ21eiφ41Ga(2)G∗a(3)G∗b(4)Gb(3)

= G∗a(3)G∗b(L
−1
a (3))Ga(L−1

b (3))Gb(3) = σ∗.

(22)

Thus, in the presence of flux Φ, La and Lb satisfy
LaLbL

−1
a L−1

b = eiΦ. This argument can be generalized
to other lattices. See Supplementary Figures 28 and 37.

(ii) For a cohomology invariant α = Rn2π/n, n must

be even. Here, we have added the subscript 2π/n for R
to specify the rotation angle. When n is even, rotating

n/2 times is a two-fold rotation R
n/2
2π/n = Rπ. In general,

R
n/2
2π/n = ξRπ with ξ ∈ Z2. No matter whether ξ = ±1,

the cohomology invariant can always be expressed as

R2
π = α. (23)

Substituting Rπ = GπRπ into the identity above, we
see the cohomology invariant can be realized by

Gπ(i)Gπ(Rπ(i)) = α (24)

for any site i.
Let us label the vertices of the plaquette in Fig. 1d by

i = 1, 2, 3, · · · 2l with n = 2l. Then, Rπ(i) = i+ l. From
(16), the hopping amplitudes satisfy

ti,i+1 = ti+l,i+l+1Gπ(i)G∗π(i+ 1). (25)

Then, the flux is found to be

e−iΦ =

2l∏

i=1

eiφi,i+1 =

l∏

i=1

Grπ (i)G∗rπ (i+ 1)

= Grπ (1)G∗rπ (l + 1)

(26)

From (24), we conclude that eiΦ = α. Note that all
phases are restricted in Z2 = {±1}.

(iii) For M2 = β, 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 eiΦ = β with Φ the
flux through each vertical plaquettes in Fig. 1e.

(iv) The cohomology invariant η = MxLyM
−1
x L−1

y is
translated as

η =MxLyM
−1
x L−1

y = GmMxGyLy(GmMx)−1(GyLy)−1

=Gm(MxGyM
−1
x )MxLyM

−1
x L−1

y (LyGmL
−1
y )G−1

y .

(27)

Hence, we have the identity,

Gm(i)Gy(Mx(i))G∗m(L−1
y (i))G∗y(i) = η. (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,
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t23 = t14Gm(2)G∗m(3), t43 = t12Gy(4)G∗y(3), (29)

Then, the flux is computed as

e−iΦ =eiφ12eiφ23eiφ34eiφ41

=eiφ12eiφ14eiφ21eiφ41Gm(2)G∗m(3)G∗y(4)Gy(3)

=G∗m(3)G∗y(M(3))Gm(L−1
y (3))Gy(3) = η∗.

(30)

(v) The algebraic relation τ = LxgxLxg
−1
x leads to

LxgxLxg
−1
x = GxLxGggx(GxLx)(Gggx)−1

=Gx(LxGgL
−1
x )LxgxLxg

−1
x ((Lxgx)−1GxLxg

−1
x )G−1

g ,

(31)

which is equivalent to

Gx(r)Gg(Lx(r))Gx(Lxg
−1(r))G∗g(r) = τ. (32)

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

t23 = t14Gx(2)G∗x(3), t43 = t21Ggx(4)G∗gx(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−iΦ =eiφ12eiφ23eiφ34eiφ41

=eiφ12eiφ14eiφ12eiφ41Gx(2)G∗x(3)G∗gx(4)Ggx(3)

=ei2φ12G∗x(3)G∗gx(Lx(3))Gx(Lxg
−1
x (3))Ggx(3)

=G∗x(3)G∗gx(Lx(3))G∗x(Lxg
−1
x (3))Ggx(3) = τ∗.

(34)

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

Construction of canonical models In the main text,
we have elucidated how to realize cohomology invariants
σ, α, β, η and τ 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 σ or τ (see
Table I). It is straightforward to design lattice models
with the flux patterns as introduced in (i) or (iv).

(b) For groups P2, Pgg, P4, and P6, all cohomol-
ogy invariants are of type α in (ii), i.e., each αi = Rn

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 αi is associated with such a lattice, and different
αi’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 αi = ±1
is realized by inserting flux 0 or π into the corresponding
plaquettes.

(c) For groups Cm, P3m1, and P31m, each has two
cohomology invariants σ and β. We first construct a one-
layer lattice model realizing σ as described in (i). Then,
we double the one-layer model into a two-layer model,
and introduce the nearest-neighbor interlayer hopping
amplitudes to realize β as given in (iii) or in Fig. 1e.

(d) Each of groups Pmm, Cmm, P4m, P4g, and P6m
has the two types of cohomology invariants α and β
in (ii) and (iii), respectively. Here, following (b), we
first construct a one-layer model to accommodate all α-
invariants. Then, we double the one-layer model into a
two-layer model, and appropriately insert fluxes for in-
terlayer plaquettes to realize all β-invariants. Note that
according to Fig. 1e, 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 Pmg,
both having η- and β-invariants. Therefore, we refer
to (iv) and Fig. 1g for constructing two-layer models
for them. Since Pmg also has two α-invariants, we
first construct the one-layer model according to the
α-invariants following (b), and then double it into a
two-layer model to accommodate the β- and η-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

LaLbL
−1
a L−1

b = α1α2α3α4, R2 = α1,

RLbR
−1Lb = α1α3, RLaR

−1La = α1α2.
(35)
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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
α1, α2, α3, α4, respectively. If αi = 1 (αi = −1), the
corresponding flux is 0 (π).

When α1 = α2 = α and α3 = α4 = −α, 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 RLbR

−1 = −L−1
b . In momentum

space, Lb is diagonalized as eik·b. Then, Reik·bR−1 =
e−i(k−Gb/2)·b, with Gb the reciprocal lattice vector for b.
Hence, we see that k is transformed to −k+Gb/2 under
R, i.e.,

R : k 7→ −k +Gb/2. (36)

Thus, the R-invariant momenta are shifted to ±Gb/4
and Ga/2±Gb/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:

URTH∗(k +Gb/2)U†RT = H(k) (37)

where URT is a unitary operator determined by RT .
Suppose that H(k) has a single band |ψk〉 over the Gb

period from k = 0 to Gb. The action of RT on |ψk〉 will
give a band eigenstate at k + Gb/2, generally differing
from |ψk+Gb/2〉 by a k dependent phase, i.e.,

URT |ψk〉∗ = eiφ(k) |ψk+Gb/2〉 . (38)

Accordingly, RT relates the Berry connection Ab(k) =
〈ψk|i∂kb |ψk〉 at k and k +Gb/2 as

Ab(k) +Ab(k +Gb/2) = ∂kbφ(k). (39)

Because of this, the Zak phase θb =
∮
dkb Ab(k) over

any Gb-periodic path can be expressed as

θb = φ(Gb/2)− φ(0). (40)

Moreover, the PSA relation (RT )2 = α requires that
URTU

∗
RT = α, which in turn leads to

eiφ(k+Gb/2)−iφ(k) = α. (41)

Thus, we arrive at θb = i lnα mod 2π as claimed in
the main text. For α = −1, this Zak phase is guaranteed

to be nontrivial.

Eightfold degenerate nodal point For the group
P3m1, when σ = α = −1, the little co-algebra at the
Γ point has two irreducible 4D representations and one
irreducible 8D representation. The 8D irreducible repre-
sentation can be expressed as

La = iσ1 ⊗ σ0 ⊗ σ0, Lb = iσ3 ⊗ σ0 ⊗ σ0,

R = UR ⊗DR ⊗ σ0, M = UM ⊗DM ⊗ σ3,

T = σ2 ⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ1K.

(42)

Here, K denotes the complex conjugation, and

UR = exp(in1 · σ2π/3), DR = exp(−iσ22π/3),

UM = exp(in2 · σπ/2), DM = σ3,
(43)

with n2 = (1,−1,−1)/
√

3 and n2 = (0, 1,−1)/
√

2.
Following (c), we can construct the canonical model

for P3m1. First, we construct the one-layer lattice that
realizes the σ-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.
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photonics. Nature Photonics 8, 821–829 (2014).

12. Yang, Z. et al. Topological acoustics. Phys. Rev. Lett.
114, 114301 (2015).

13. Xue, H. et al. Observation of an acoustic octupole topo-
logical insulator. Nat. Comm. 11, 2442 (2020).

14. Imhof, S. et al. Topolectrical-circuit realization of topo-
logical corner modes. Nature Physics 14, 925–929 (2018).

15. Yu, R., Zhao, Y. X. & Schnyder, A. P. 4D spinless topo-
logical insulator in a periodic electric circuit. Natl. Sci.
Rev. 7, 1288–1295 (2020).

16. Prodan, E. & Prodan, C. Topological phonon modes and
their role in dynamic instability of microtubules. Phys.
Rev. Lett. 103, 248101 (2009).

17. Huber, S. D. Topological mechanics. Nature Physics 12,
621–623 (2016).

18. Cooper, N. R., Dalibard, J. & Spielman, I. B. Topological
bands for ultracold atoms. Rev. Mod. Phys. 91, 015005
(2019).

19. Dalibard, J., Gerbier, F., Juzeliūnas, G. & Öhberg, P.
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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 :

ρ : G→ GL(V ), (1)

which satisfies a modified multiplication rule

ρ(g1)ρ(g2) = ν(g1, g2)ρ(g1g2), ∀g1, g2 ∈ G. (2)

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

ν(g1, g2)ν(g1g2, g3) = ν(g2, g3)ν(g1, g2g3). (3)

A function from G × G to A satisfies Eq. (3) is called a 2-cocyle. We denote the set of all possible 2-cocyles as
Z2(G,A), which is an abelian group under the multiplication of functions.
ρ(g) can be redefined by a phase factor χ(g) ∈ A: ρ(g) → ρ′(g) = χ(g)ρ(g), with which the factor system ν is

transformed as

ν(g1, g2)→ ν′(g1, g2) = ν(g1, g2)
χ(g1)χ(g2)

χ(g1g2)
. (4)

∗zhaoyx@nju.edu.cn
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We regard ν and ν′ as equivalent factor systems. They differs each other by a trivial 2-cocyle χ(g1)χ(g2)
χ(g1g2) . All trivial

2-cocyles form an abelian group B2(G,A) ⊂ Z2(G,A). Thus, the non-equivalent classes of factor systems are given
by the quotient group

H2(G,A) = Z2(G,A)/B2(G,A), (5)

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

1
i−→ A → G̃

p−→ G→ 1. (6)

Here, i is an injective homomorphism, i.e., A is a subgroup of G̃, and p is a surjective homomorphism. We now
consider a lift from G to G̃, i.e., for each g ∈ G we assign g ∈ G̃ with p(g) = g. Then, g1g2 = g3 is lifted to
g1g2 = ν̃(g1, g2)g3 with ν̃(g1, g2) ∈ A. It can be shown that ν̃ is a 2-cocycle, and ν and ν̃ 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 ZT2 . In our work, we consider symmetry
groups in the form of G×ZT2 , where G is a spatial symmetry group.

The equivalence classes of multipliers form an abelian group, termed as the twisted second-cohomology group

Hc,2(G×ZT2 , U(1)), (7)

where the superscript c indicates the complex conjugation of T on U(1). Below, we show that each multiplier λ of
G×ZT2 is similar to the following decomposition

λ(g1T
a1 , g2T

a2) = ν(g1, g2)ω(T a1 , T a2), ν, ω ∈ Z2 = {±1}, (8)

where g1, g2 ∈ G and a1, a2 ∈ {0, 1}. This decomposition implies that

Hc,2(G×ZT2 , U(1)) = H2(G,Z2)×H2(ZT2 ,Z2). (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 Z2, rather than in U(1). Con-
versely, it is sufficient to consider the second group cohomology with Z2 as coefficient. Since the time-reversal
operator acts trivially on Z2 ⊂ 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 Z2. 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 Z2. Analogous analysis can be
given for SO(3).

(ii) H2(ZT2 ,Z2) ∼= Z2 is specified by T 2 = (−1)j . Here, j~/2 is the spin number of the particles under consideration,
and T denotes the anti-unitary operator representing T .

(iii) The classification of projective representations of G × ZT2 , namely Hc,2(G × ZT2 , U(1)), has been reduced to
calculating H2(G,Z2) with coefficient Z2.

(iv) That the spin is integral or half integral specifies a Z2-multiplier of G × ZT2 , which we denote by λs with
s = 0, 1/2 for integral and half integral spins, respectively. Restricted on G, let us denote νs = λs|G×G.

(v) If G consists of spatial transformations over a lattice, the Z2 gauge flux configuration on the lattice can endow
a Z2-multiplier νf 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 Z2-multiplier for G:

ν(g1, g2) = νs(g1, g2)νf (g1, g2). (10)
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(vii) It is possible that some Z2 gauge flux configurations F can realize νs=1/2. Then, such as flux configuration can
exchange the multiplier classes of integral and half integral spins.

We now proceed to prove every U(1)-multiplier σ is similar to the decomposition into two Z2-multipliers:
λ(g1T

a1 , g2T
a2) = ν(g1, g2)ω(T a1 , T a2). We observe that

ρ(g)ρ(T ) = λ(g, T )ρ(gT ) =
λ(g, T )

λ(T, g)
ρ(T )ρ(g), (11)

which motivates us to perform the transformation,

ρ̃(g) :=

√
λ(T, g)

λ(g, T )
ρ(g), (12)

for all g ∈ G. Then, since ρ(T )c = c∗ρ(T ) for all c ∈ C,

ρ̃(g)ρ(T ) = ρ(T )ρ̃(g). (13)

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

ρ̃(gT ) :=
√
λ(g, T )λ(T, g)ρ(gT ), (14)

for all g ∈ G. Note that ρ̃(T ) = ρ(T ). Hence,

ρ̃(g)ρ̃(T ) = ρ̃(gT ). (15)

We further restrict the transformed multiplier λ̃ to G. Considering

ρ̃(g1)ρ̃(g2) = λ̃(g1, g2)ρ̃(g1g2) (16)

we see the left side commutes with ρ̃(T ), so does the right side. Hence, ν = λ̃|G×G ∈ Z2 = {±1}. Restricting λ̃ on

ZT2 , there is only one variable λ̃(T, T ), which appears in

ρ̃(T )ρ̃(T ) = λ̃(T, T )1. (17)

Clearly, λ̃(T, T ) commutes with ρ̃(T ), and therefore ω = λ̃|ZT2 ×ZT2 ∈ Z2.
Finally, it is straightforward to check

ρ̃(g1T
a1)ρ̃(g2T

a2) = ρ̃(g1)ρ̃(T a1)ρ̃(g2)ρ̃(T a2)

= ρ̃(g1)ρ̃(g2)ρ̃(T a1)ρ̃(T a2)

= ν(g1, g2)ρ̃(g1g2)ω(T a1 , T a2)ρ̃(T a1+a2)

= ν(g1, g2)ω(T a1 , T a2)ρ̃(g1g2T
a1+a2).

(18)

which verifies the decomposition form. Note that we have repeatedly used the facts: ρ̃(g)ρ̃(T ) = ρ̃(gT ) and ρ̃(g)ρ̃(T ) =
ρ̃(T )ρ̃(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 = 〈S|R〉, (19)

where S is the set of generators {s1, s2, · · · , sns} ⊂ G, and R is the set of relations among generators {r1, r2, · · · , rnr},
which satisfy

r1(s) = 1, r2(s) = 1, · · · , rnr (s) = 1. (20)
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For any element g ∈ G, we can specify a “word” of generators to form it,

w(g) = si1si2 · · · . (21)

Two “words” can be equal under the relations, for example,

wi = si1si2 · · · sim−1
sim · · · sim+k−1︸ ︷︷ ︸

rj=1

sim+k
· · ·

= si1si2 · · · sim−1
sim+k

· · · = wf . (22)

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

r1(s) = α1, r2(s) = α2, · · · , rnr (s) = αnr , (23)

where α1, α2, · · · , αnr ∈ A. We denote the modified presentation as

G̃ = 〈S|R,F〉, (24)

where F : R → A is a function describing the modification,F(ri) = αi. We call the modified presentation G̃ 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 = si1si2 · · · sim−1
sim · · · sim+k−1︸ ︷︷ ︸

rj=αj

sim+k
· · ·

= αjsi1si2 · · · sim−1
sim+k

· · · = αjwf . (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,

ρ : G→ GL(V ), the representation of generators ρ(s), s ∈ S will satisfy modified relations

r1(ρ(s)) = α1, r2(ρ(s)) = α2, · · · , rnr (ρ(s)) = αnr . (26)

where αi is determined by the factor system. So the representation of generators form a modified presentation
G̃ = 〈ρ(S)|R,F〉, where ρ(S) = {ρ(s)|s ∈ S}. In general, ρ(S) does not generate the original projective representation,
since for each group element w(g) = si1si2 · · · , the representation ρ(g) in general has the form

ρ(g) = χS(g)ρ(si1)ρ(si2) · · · , (27)

where χS(g) is a phase due to the factor system. However, we can redefining ρ′(g) = χS(g)−1ρ(g), which is exactly
the projective representation generated by ρ(S). Moreover, its factor system is in the same cohomology class with

ρ. Thus, every cohomology classes of factor systems of G can be described by a projective algebra G̃. 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 ν, we cannot choose the factor function F ∈ Anr arbitrarily because the modified
relations may not be consistent with the associativity of G̃. If we start with a “word” wi, associate generators in two
different paths P1, P2 and result in the same final“word” wf , the associativity requires

wi =


∏

j∈P1

F(rj)


wf =


∏

j∈P2

F(rj)


wf . (28)

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) ⊂ Anr . Furthermore, we can also redefine each generator si → s′i = χisi, and values of factor
function will be transformed as

F(ri(s))→ F ′(ri(s)) = F(ri(s))r
−1
i (χ). (29)

We call this transformation coboundary transformation. The sets of factor functions given by ri(χ) are considered
as trivial factor functions, whose set we denote as TMap(R,A) = {F : R → A|F(ri(s)) = ri(χ), χ ∈ {S → A}} ⊂
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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) = H2(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 = gigjg

−1
ij = 1|i, 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(rij) = ν(gi, gj) = αi,j ∈ A. For a word of length three g1g2g3, we
have two paths to associate it into g123

g1g2g3

= g1g2︸︷︷︸
α1,2g12

g3 = α1,2 g12g3︸ ︷︷ ︸
α12,3g123

= α1,2α12,3 g123

= g1 g2g3︸︷︷︸
α2,3g23

= α2,3 g1g23︸ ︷︷ ︸
α1,23g123

= α2,3α1,23 g123.

We see the cocyle equation of factor system Eq. (3) is derived as expectated. In this example, AMap(R,A) =
Z2(G,A), and trivial maps take the form as rij(χ) = (χiχj)/χij , thus TMap(R,A) = B2(G,A).

For another example, we take a look at the group G = Z2
2, the presentation is given by

Z2
2 = 〈e1, e2|e2

1, e
2
2, e1e2e

−1
1 e−1

2 〉. (31)

When we consider the projective algebra over U(1), the modified relations are

e2
1 = α1, e

2
2 = α2, e1e2e

−1
1 e−1

2 = α3, α1, α2, α3 ∈ U(1). (32)

For w = e1e2e
−1
1 e−1

2 e2e1e2e
−1
1 e−1

2 e2, we have two paths to associate the generators:

w = e1e2e
−1
1 e−1

2 e2︸ ︷︷ ︸
1

e1e2e
−1
1 e−1

2 e2︸ ︷︷ ︸
1

=

e1e2 e
−1
1 e1︸ ︷︷ ︸

1

e2e
−1
1 = e1 e2e2︸︷︷︸

α2

e−1
1 = α2 e1e

−1
1︸ ︷︷ ︸

1

= α2,

(33)

and

w = e1e2e
−1
1 e−1

2︸ ︷︷ ︸
α3

e2 e1e2e
−1
1 e−1

2︸ ︷︷ ︸
α3

e2 =

α2
3 e2e2︸︷︷︸

α2

= α2α
2
3. (34)

Thus, the associativity requires α2α
2
3 = α2, i.e., α3 can only takes value in {±1} ⊂ U(1). Since there are no other

restriction on α1 and α2, AMap(R, U(1)) = U(1)⊗U(1)⊗Z2. By redefining e1 → e′1 = e1χ1, e2 → e′2 = e2χ2, factors
α1, α2, α3 will be transformed as α1 → α′1 = α1χ

2
1, α2 → α′2 = α2χ

2
2. Thus U(1) ⊗ U(1) ⊂ AMap(R, U(1)) can be

trivialized. Finally, the corresponding second group cohomology is H2(Z2
2, U(1)) = Z2.

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) = LiaL
j
bR

kM l,∀g ∈ G, (35)

where La, Lb are generators of translations, and R,M are generators of rotation and reflection. For the production
of two group elements g1g2 = g3, we can always use relations to turn w(g1)w(g2) into the standard presentation with
an additional factor ν(g1, g2),

w(g1)w(g2) = Li1a L
j1
b R

k1M l1Li2a L
j2
b R

k2M l2 = ν(g1, g2)Li3a L
j3
b R

k3M l3 = ν(g1, g2)w(g3). (36)

With the factor system ν(g1, g2) obtained from the presentation, all the self-consistent equations can be found from
cocyle equations of ν.
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Solving cocyle equations is a tedious work, fortunately, the second group cohomology H2(G,U(1)) and H2(G,Z2)
are already known for all wallpaper groups. Thus, in this work, we use some self-consistent equations to reduce factors
αi = F(ri) and check the consistency with group cohomology.

In general, values of αi = F(ri) is not invariant under coboundary transformation F(ri) → F(ri)ri(χ),∀χ ∈
{S → A}. We can recombine original relations into new one r′i = ri1ri2 · · · , whose value is F(r′i) := F(ri1)F(ri1) · · · .
If the new value is invariant under coboundary transformation F(r′i) = F(r′i)r

′
i(χ),∀χ ∈ {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 Z2) 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.

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

a. Cn and Dn

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

i. Cn

The group Cn is generated by rotation operation R with relation Rn = 1. The relation acquires a factor α after
extension,

Rn = α. (37)

For U(1) extension, α ∈ U(1). However, this factor can be cancelled by redefining the generator R→ R′:

R′ = α−1/nR, (R′)n = α(α−1/n)n = 1. (38)
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Supplementary Fig.2: Illustration of point groups Cn. (a) A parallelogram under point group C2, the shaded region is the
fundamental domain. (b) A triangle under point group C3, the shaded region is the fundamental domain. (c) A square under
point group C4, the shaded region is the fundamental domain. (d) A hexagon under point group C6, the shaded region is the
fundamental domain.

So Cn only has the trivial U(1) projective algebra, which is in agreement with the result of the group cohomology

H2(Cn, U(1)) = 1. (39)

For Z2 extension, α ∈ {±1}. When n is odd, we can redefine R→ R′ = αR, thus (R′)n = ααn = αn+1 = 1. So Cn
only has the trivial Z2 projective algebra when n is odd. However, when n is even, factor α cannot be cancelled by
redefining the generator R. So there are two nonequivalent projective algebras of Cn when n is even, where α = −1
corresponds to the nontrivial projective representation and α = 1 corresponds to the trivial one. One can check α is
a cohomology invariant. These results are consistent with the results of the group cohomology

H2(Cn,Z2) =

{
1 n odd

Z2 n even
. (40)

ii. Dn

Now we proceed to analyze group Dn. The group Dn is generated by rotation operation R and mirror reflection
operation M with relations Rn = 1,M2 = 1,MRM−1 = R−1. After extension, these relations become

Rn = αr, (41a)

M2 = αm, (41b)

MRM−1 = αrmR−1. (41c)

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

αr = MRnM−1 = (MRM−1)n

= αnrmR−n = αnrmα
−1
r , (42)

where the associativity Eq. (28) is implied in the derivation. αr and αrm satisfy

αnrmα
−2
r = 1. (43)

For U(1) extension there are two solution of αr in terms of αrm,

αr = ±αn/2rm ≡ ααn/2rm . (44)
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Supplementary Fig.3: Illustration of point groupsDn.(a) A rectangle under point groupD2, the shaded region is the fundamental
domain. There are two conjugacy classes of reflection which are colored differently. (b) A triangle under point group D3, the
grey shaded region is the fundamental domain. There is only one conjugacy class of reflection. (c) A square under point group
D4, the shaded region is the fundamental domain. There are two conjugacy classes of reflection which are colored differently. (d)
A hexagon under point group D6, 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′ = ±α−1/2
rm R, which cancels factor αr and αrm simultaneously. Factor αm

can also be cancelled by redefining M→ M′ = α
−1/2
m 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′n = ±1 by redefining R→ R′ = ±α−1/2
rm R. So there is

one independent cohomology invariant α = αrα
−n/2
rm = ±1 in this case. The cohomology invariant α ∈ {±1} is equal

to the commutator of two pependicular reflection when n is even

α =
[
M,Rn/2M

]
. (45)

These results are consistent with that of the group cohomology

H2(Dn, U(1)) =

{
1 n odd

Z2 n even
. (46)

For Z2 extension, αrm, αm, αr ∈ Z2. When n is odd, Eq. (43) has two solutions αrm = 1, αr = ±1. However, the
nontrivial one αrm = 1, αr = −1 can be cancelled by redefining R→ R′ = αrR. The factor αm = ±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 αr, αm, αrm in this case. The results are consistent with that of the group cohomology

H2(Dn,Z2) =

{
Z2 n odd

Z3
2 n even

. (47)

The Z2 extensions of Dn 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 Cs(r) ≡

{
grg−1|g ∈ G

}
. Here is a general conclusion: Suppose r is

an element of order n, i.e., rn = 1. After extension, we have rn = α. If r′ is in the conjugate class Cs(r), then it also
satisfies r′n = α after extension. This conclusion is easy to show. Suppose r′ = grg−1, then after extension, we have

(r′)n = (grg−1)n = grng−1 = gαg−1 = α. (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 Dn, to apply the above conclusion, we rewrite Eq. (41) as

Rn = αr ≡ α1, (49a)

M2 = αm ≡ β1, (49b)

(RM)2 = αcmαm ≡ β2. (49c)
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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

R1−kMR−(1−k) = R1−kMRk−1M−1M

=R2−2kM = R1−2kRM = RM.

According to Eq. (48), reflections in the same conjugacy class have the same factor, so β1 = β2. On the other hand,
as we show before, the factor α1 of rotation can be cancelled when n is odd. Thus, we only have one independent
cohomology invariant to label the projective representations of Dn in this case. When n is even, M and RM belong
to different conjugacy classes, so β1 and β2 are independent. Futhermore, α1 cannot be cancelled. Thus we have three
independent cohomology invariants in this case.

b. P1

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

The group P1 has two independent generators of translation La, Lb. The two generators commute with each other,
[La, Lb] = LaLbL

−1
a L−1

b = 1. So the presentation of P1 is given by

P1 = 〈La, Lb|[La, Lb]〉. (50)

The projective algebra can be obtained by adding an additional factor to the relation,

LaLbL
−1
a L−1

b = σ. (51)

For U(1) extension, σ takes values in U(1), and for Z2 extension, σ takes values in Z2. σ is the cohomology invariant.
These results are consistent with that of the group cohomology

H2(P1, U(1)) = U(1), (52)

H2(P1,Z2) = Z2. (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 La, Lb, so the the presentation of P2 is given by

P2 = 〈La, Lb, R|[La, Lb], RLaR−1 = L−1
a ,

RLbR
−1 = L−1

b , R2〉. (54)

In group P2, there are four different conjugacy classes of rotation Cs(R), Cs(LaR), Cs(LbR), Cs(LaLbR), 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 = 〈La, Lb, R|R2, (LaR)2, (LbR)2, (LaLbR)2〉. (55)
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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

LaLbL
−1
a L−1

b = σ, (56a)

RLaR
−1La = ηa, (56b)

RLbR
−1Lb = ηb, (56c)

R2 = α. (56d)

For Z2 extension, four factors σ, ηx, ηy, α ∈ Z2 serve as independent cohomology invariants of projective represen-
tations.

For U(1) extension, factors ηa, ηb, α can be cancelled by redefining La → L′a = η
−1/2
a La, Lb → L′b = η

−1/2
b Lb,R →

R′ = α−1/2R. Thus we only have one independent cohomology invariant σ ∈ U(1).
These results are consistent with that of the group cohomology

H2(P2,Z2) = Z4
2, (57a)

H2(P2, U(1)) = U(1). (57b)

For Z2 extension, we can also obtain the projective algebra by modifying the relations in Eq. (55) as

R2 = α ≡ α1, (58a)

(LaR)2 = ηaα ≡ α2, (58b)

(LbR)2 = ηbα ≡ α3, (58c)

(LaLbR)2 = σηaηbα ≡ α4. (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 Lx, Ly are in perpendicular directions. The reflection Mx reverses Lx to L−1
x but

leaves Ly invariant. The presentation is given by

Pm = 〈Lx, Ly,Mx|[Lx, Ly],MxLxM
−1
x = L−1

x ,

MxLyM
−1
x = Ly,M

2
x〉. (59)

There are two conjugacy classes of reflection Cs(Mx), Cs(LxMx). 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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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 Mx, LxMx and their commutators with Ly,

Pm = 〈Lx, Ly,Mx|[Mx, Ly], [LxMx, Ly],

(LxMx)2,M2
x〉. (60)

The projective relations of the presentation Eq. (59) are

LxLyL
−1
x L−1

y = σ, (61a)

MxLyM
−1
x L−1

y = ηy, (61b)

MxLxM
−1
x Lx = ηx, (61c)

M2
x = α. (61d)

The self-consistency condition requires σ, ηy ∈ {±1}, this can be derived by conjugate relations Eq.(61)(a)(d).

σ = MxσM
−1
x = MxLxLyL

−1
x L−1

y M−1
x

= L−1
x LyLxL

−1
y = (LyL

−1
x L−1

y Lx)−1 = σ−1, (62)

α = LyαL
−1
y = LyM

2
xL
−1
y = η−2

y α2. (63)

Factors ηx, α are trivial in U(1) projective representations because they can be cancelled by redefining Lx → L′x =

η
−1/2
x Lx,Mx → M′x = α−1/2Mx. Thus, we have two independent cohomology invariants σ, ηy ∈ {±1}.
For Z2 extension, σ, ηx, ηy, α ∈ {±1} are four nontrivial independent cohomology invariants.
Above results are consistent with that of the group cohomology

H2(Pm,Z2) = Z4
2, (64a)

H2(Pm,U(1)) = Z2
2. (64b)

For Z2 extension, we can also obtain the projective algebra by modifying the relations in Eq. (60) as

(Mx)2 = α ≡ β1, (65a)

(LxMx)2 = ηxα ≡ β2, (65b)

[Mx, Ly] = ηy ≡ η1, (65c)

[LxMx, Ly] = σηy ≡ η2. (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 Ly.

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 gx = L y

2
Mx, where L y

2
is a translation in the y direction with half lattice constant.
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Supplementary Fig.7: Cell structure of Pg. The gray shaded region is the fundamental domain of the group.

Since g2
x = Ly , we can take Lx and gx as generators of group Pg. Because the glide-reflection gx reverses the direction

of Lx, the presentation is given by

Pg = 〈gx, Ly|gxLxg−1
x = L−1

x 〉. (66)

The projective relations of presentation Eq. (66) is

gxLxg
−1
x = τL−1

x . (67)

For Z2 extension, τ ∈ {±1} is the only one independent cohomology invariant. For U(1) extension, τ is trivial
because we can cancel it by redefining Lx → L′x = τ−1/2Lx. These are consistent with the results of the group
cohomology

H2(Pg,Z2) = Z2, (68a)

H2(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 Cm the reflection M interchanges the two translations La, Lb. The presentation is given by

Cm = 〈La, Lb,M |[La, Lb],MLaM
−1 = Lb,M

2〉. (69)

When we consider projective algebra, relations of presentation become

LaLbL
−1
a L−1

b = σ, (70a)

MLaM
−1 = Lb, (70b)

M2 = β. (70c)
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Notice that (70b) does not contribute a factor because the factor η = MLaM
−1L−1

b can be trivialized by redefining
Lb → L′b = η−1Lb.

For Z2 extension, we have two independent cohomology invariants σ, α ∈ Z2.
For U(1) extension, σ ∈ Z2 because

σ = MσM−1 = MLaLbL
−1
a L−1

b M−1

= LbLaL
−1
b L−1

a = (LaLbL
−1
a L−1

b )−1 = σ−1. (71)

The factor α is trivial in U(1) extension because we can cancel it by redefining M → M′ = α−1/2M. Thus we have
only one cohomology invariant σ ∈ Z2.

These results are consistent with that of the group cohomology

H2(Cm,Z2) = Z2
2, (72a)

H2(Cm,U(1)) = Z2. (72b)

g. Pmm

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 Mx,My. The combination MxMy is a two-fold rotation R.
The two reflections commute with each other. Mx reverses Lx and preserves Ly, while My preserves Lx and reverses
Ly. The presentation of Pmm is

Pmm = 〈Lx, Ly,Mx,My|[Lx, Ly],MxLxM
−1
x = L−1

x ,

MxLyM
−1
x = Ly,MyLyM

−1
y = L−1

y ,

MyLxM
−1
y = Lx,M

2
x ,M

2
y , [Mx,My]〉. (73)

In group Pmm, there are four different conjugacy classes of rotation centers Cs(R), Cs(LxR), Cs(LyR), Cs(LxLyR),
and four different conjugacy classes of reflection axes Cs(My), Cs(LyMy), Cs(Mx), Cs(LxMx), 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 = 〈Lx, Ly,Mx,My|(MxMy)2, (LxMxMy)2,

(LyMxMy)2, (LxLyMxMy)2,M2
y ,

(LyMy)2,M2
x , (LxMx)2〉. (74)

When we consider projective algebra, relations of presentation become
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LxLyL
−1
x L−1

y = σ, (75a)

MxLxM
−1
x = ηmxxL

−1
x , (75b)

MxLyM
−1
x L−1

y = ηmxy, (75c)

MyLyM
−1
y = ηmyyL

−1
y , (75d)

MyLxM
−1
y L−1

x = ηmyx, (75e)

M2
x = αx, (75f)

M2
y = αy, (75g)

MxMyM
−1
x M−1

y = αxy. (75h)

For Z2 extension, σ, ηmxx, ηmxy, ηmyy, ηmyx, αx, αy, αxy ∈ Z2, and we have eight independent cohomology invariants.
For U(1) extension σ, ηmxy, ηmyx, αxy ∈ Z2 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 ηmxx, ηmyy, αx, αy are trivial

because we can cancel them by redefining Lx → L′x = η
−1/2
mxx Lx, Ly → L′y = η

−1/2
myy Ly,Mx → M′x = α

−1/2
x Mx,My →

M′y = α
−1/2
y My. Thus, we only have four independent Z2 cohomology invariants.

Above results are consistent with that of the group cohomology

H2(Pmm,Z2) = Z8
2, (76a)

H2(Pmm,U(1)) = Z4
2. (76b)

For Z2 extension,we can also obtain the projective algebra by modifying the relations in Eq. (74) as

R2 = (MxMy)2 = αr ≡ α1, (77a)

(LxR)2 = ηrxαr ≡ α2, (77b)

(LyR)2 = ηryαr ≡ α3, (77c)

(LxLyR)2 = σηrxηryαr ≡ α4, (77d)

M2
x = αx ≡ β1, (77e)

(LxMx)2 = ηmxxαx ≡ β2, (77f)

M2
y = αy ≡ β3, (77g)

(LyMy)2 = ηmyyαy ≡ β4. (77h)

where

αr ≡ αxαyαxy, (78a)

ηrx ≡ ηmxxηmyx, (78b)

ηry ≡ ηmxyηmyy. (78c)

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 My by glide-reflection gy in group Pmm, we get group Pmg. Since Mx reverses gy and
preserves Ly. The presentation of Pmg is given by

Pmg = 〈gy, Ly,Mx|gyLyg−1
y = L−1

y ,MxLyM
−1
x = Ly,

MxgyM
−1
x = g−1

y ,M2
x〉. (79)

There are two conjugacy classes of rotation Cs(Mxgy), Cs(LyMxgy) and one conjugacy class of reflection Cs(Mx) in
Pmg. The presentation can also be given in terms of the commutator [Mx, Ly] 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 = 〈gy, Ly,Mx|[Mx, Ly], (LyMxgy)2,

(Mxgy)2,M2
x〉. (80)

Projective relations of Eq. (79) are

gyLyg
−1
y = τgyyL

−1
y , (81a)

MxLyM
−1
x L−1

y = ηmxy, (81b)

MxgyM
−1
x gy = αmxgy , (81c)

M2
x = αmx . (81d)

For Z2 extension, we have four independent cohomology invariants τgyy, ηmxy, αmxgy , αmx ∈ Z2.
For U(1) extension, we have only one cohomology invariant ηmxy,∈ Z2 (the Z2 value is due to the self-consistency

condition). Factors τgyy, αmxgy , αmx can be cancelled by redefining Ly → L′y = τ
−1/2
gyy Ly, gy → g′y = α

−1/2
mxgygy,Mx →

M′x = α
−1/2
mx Mx.

Above results are consistent with that of the group cohomology

H2(Pmg,Z2) = Z4
2, (82a)

H2(Pmg,U(1)) = Z2. (82b)

For Z2 extension, we can also obtain the projective algebra by modifying the relations in Eq. (80) as

(Mxgy)2 = αr ≡ α1, (83a)

(LyMxgy)2 = ηryαr ≡ α2, (83b)

M2
x = αmx ≡ β, (83c)

MxLyM
−1
x L−1

y = ηmxy ≡ η. (83d)

where

αr ≡ αmxgyαmx , (84a)

ηry ≡ ηmxyτgyy. (84b)

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

i. Pgg

The group Pgg has two perpendicular glide-reflections gx, gy. Since g2
x = Ly, g

2
y = Lx, we can take gx, gy as

generators. If we choose the intersection point of the two glide axes as origin, then gxgy and gxg
−1
y 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 gxgy(x, y) = gy(x+1/2,−y) = (−x−1/2,−y+1/2), gxg
−1
y (x, y) = gx(x−1/2,−y) = (−x+1/2,−y+1/2). So they

are Rπ 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 = 〈gx, gy|(gxgy)2, (gxg
−1
y )2〉. (85)

When we consider projective algebra, relations of the presentation become

(gxgy)2 = α ≡ α1, (86a)

(gxg
−1
y )2 = τα ≡ α2. (86b)

.
For Z2 extension, there are two cohomology invariants α, τ ∈ Z2 , while for U(1) extension these factors are trivial

because we can cancel them by redefining gx → g′x = α−1/2τ−1/4gx, gy → g′y = τ1/4gy. These are in agreement with
the results of group cohomology

H2(Pgg,Z2) = Z2
2, (87a)

H2(Pgg, U(1)) = 1. (87b)

We can also get cohomology invariants between gy, gx and translation operator Lx = g2
y, Ly = g2

x,

LxgxLxg
−1
x = g2

ygxg
2
yg
−1
y

= gy(gygxgy)gyg
−1
x = αgyg

−1
x gyg

−1
x = τ, (88a)

LygyLyg
−1
y = g2

xgyg
2
xg
−1
y

= gx(gxgygx)gxg
−1
y = αgxg

−1
y gxg

−1
y = τ. (88b)

j. Cmm

If we add another reflection perpendicular to the reflection of group Cm, we get group Cmm. The two perpendicular
reflections in Cmm commute with each other. One reflection transforms La to Lb while the other transforms La to
L−1
b . Thus, the presentation is given by

Cmm = 〈La, Lb,Mx,My|[La, Lb],MxLaM
−1
x = L−1

b ,

MyLaM
−1
y = Lb, [Mx,My],M2

x ,M
2
y 〉. (89)

There are three conjugacy classes of rotations Cs(MxMy), Cs(LaMxMy), Cs(LaMxLaMy) and two conjugacy classes
of reflections Cs(Mx), Cs(My). We can also present the group by

Cmm = 〈La,Mx,My|(MxMy)2, (LaMxMy)2,

(LaMxL
−1
a My)2,M2

x ,M
2
y 〉. (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

LaLbL
−1
a L−1

b = σ, (91a)

MyLaM
−1
y = η1Lb, (91b)

MxLaM
−1
x = η2L

−1
b , (91c)

MyMxM
−1
y M−1

x = αxy, (91d)

M2
x = αx, (91e)

M2
y = αy. (91f)

For Z2 extension, factor η1 or η2 can be cancelled by redefining generators, but they cannot be cancelled si-
multaneously. The factor η = η1η2 is a cohomology invariant. We have five independent cohomology invariants
σ, η, αxy, αx, αy ∈ Z2.

For U(1) extension, we have two independent cohomology invariants σ, αxy ∈ Z2 (the Z2 value is due to the
self-consistency condition). Factors η1, η2, αx, αy are trivial because we can cancel them by redefining La → L′a =

(η1η2)−1/2La, Lb → L′b = (η1η
−1
2 )1/2Lb,Mx → M′x = α

−1/2
x Mx,My → M′y = α

−1/2
y My. These are consistent with the

results of the group cohomology

H2(Cmm,Z2) = Z5
2, (92a)

H2(Cmm,U(1)) = Z2
2. (92b)

For Z2 extension, we can also obtain the projective algebra by modifying the relations in Eq. (90) as

R2 = (MxMy)2 = αr ≡ α1, (93a)

(LaR)2 = (LaMxMy)2 = ηαr ≡ α2, (93b)

(LaLbR)2 = (LaMxL
−1
a My)2 = σαr ≡ α3, (93c)

M2
x = αx ≡ β1, (93d)

M2
y = αy ≡ β2, (93e)

where

αr ≡ αxαyαxy. (94a)

These relations mean that each conjugacy class of rotations and reflections has an independent cohomology invariant,
as shown in Fig. 12.
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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 Lx, Ly as RLxR
−1 = Ly, RLyR

−1 = L−1
x .

The presentation is given by

P4 = 〈Lx, Ly, R|[Lx, Ly], RLxR
−1 = Ly,

RLyR
−1 = L−1

x , R4〉. (95)

There are two conjugacy classes of four-fold rotation Cs(R), Cs(LxR) and one conjugacy class of two-fold rotation
Cs(LxR

2), as shown in Fig. 13. The presentation can also be given by

P4 = 〈Lx, R|(LxR)4, (LxR
2)2, R4〉. (96)

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

LxLyL
−1
x L−1

y = σ, (97a)

RLxR
−1 = η1Ly, (97b)

RLyR
−1 = η2L

−1
x , (97c)

R4 = α. (97d)

For U(1) extension, we have only one independent cohomology invariant σ ∈ U(1). η1, η2, α are trivial because we
can cancel them by redefining Lx → L′x = (η1η2)−1/2Lx, Ly → L′y = (η1η

−1
2 )1/2Ly,R→ R′ = α−1/4R.

For Z2 extension, although η1 or η2 can be cancelled by redefinition, η = η1η2 is a cohomology invariant. We have
three independent cohomology invariants σ, η, α ∈ Z2.

These results are consistent with that of the group cohomology

H2(P4, U(1)) = U(1), (98a)

H2(P4,Z2) = Z3
2. (98b)

For Z2 extension, we can also obtain the projective algebra by modifying the relations in Eq. (96) as

R4 = α ≡ α1, (99a)

(LxR
2)2 = ηα ≡ α2, (99b)

(LxR)4 = σα ≡ α3. (99c)

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

l. 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 ex as a generator. M reverses translation Lx and rotation C. Thus, the presentation is given by

P4m = 〈Lx, Ly, R,M |[Lx, Ly], RLxR
−1 = Ly,

RLyR
−1 = L−1

x ,MLxM
−1 = L−1

x ,

MCM−1 = R−1, R4,M−1〉. (100)

There are two conjugacy classes of four-fold rotation Cs(R), CS(LxR), one conjugacy class of two-fold rotation
CS(LxR

2) and three conjugacy classes of reflection CS(M), CS(RM), CS(LxM), as shown in Fig. 14. The group
can also be presented in terms of rotations and reflections as

P4m = 〈Lx, R,M |(LxC)4, (LxR
2)2, R4,

(LxM)2, (RM)2,M2〉. (101)

When we consider projective algebra, we can modify the relations of generators as

LxLyL
−1
x L−1

y = σ, (102a)

RLxR
−1 = η1Ly, (102b)

RLyR
−1 = η2L

−1
x , (102c)

MLxM
−1 = ηmL−1

x , (102d)

R4 = αr, (102e)

M2 = αm, (102f)

MRM−1 = αrmR−1. (102g)

Like other examples of group which contains reflection, the self-consistency condition requires σ ∈ Z2. Furthermore,
R,M generate a projective algebra of D4. As we analyzed before, factors αrm, αr must satisfy the relation Eq.(43)
α4
rmα

−2
r = 1, and αr has two solutions αr = ±α2

rm ≡ αα2
rm.

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

ηmR−1L−1
x R = η1MLyM

−1,

R−1MLyM
−1R = η2η

−1
m Lx.

Cancel MLyM
−1 in the two equations above, we get

η2η
−1
m Lx = ηmη

−1
1 R−1(R−1L−1

x R)R.
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Because R−1L−1
x R = η−1

2 Ly, R
−1LyR = η−1

1 Lx, the above equation becomes

η2η
−1
m Lx = ηmη

−2
1 η−1

2 Lx.

Thus, η1, η2, ηm must satisfy

(η−1
m η1η2)2 = 1. (103)

It has two solutions for ηm,

ηm = ±1η1η2 ≡ η(η1η2) (104)

For U(1) extension, factors η1, η2, αm, αrm can be trivialized by redefining Lx → L′x = (η1η2)−1/2Lx, Ly → L′y =

(η1η
−1
2 )1/2Ly,R → R′ = α

−1/2
rm R,M → M′ = α

−1/2
m M. We have three independent cohomology invariants σ, η =

η−1
1 η−1

2 ηm, α = αrα
−2
rm ∈ Z2.

For Z2 extension, we have six independent cohomology invariants σ, ηr = η1η2, αr, ηm, αm, αrm ∈ Z2.
These results are in agreement with that of the group cohomology

H2(p4m,U(1)) = Z3
2, (105a)

H2(p4m,Z2) = Z6
2. (105b)

For Z2 extension, we can also obtain the projective algebra by modifying the relations in Eq. (101) as

R4 = αr ≡ α1, (106a)

(LxR
2)2 = ηrαr ≡ α2, (106b)

(LxR)4 = σαr ≡ α3, (106c)

M2 = αm ≡ β1, (106d)

(RM)2 = αrmαm ≡ β2, (106e)

(LxM)2 = ηmαm ≡ β3. (106f)

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

m. P4g

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 gy, R as generators. If we choose origin as the rotation center of R, then R, gy act on
coordinates as R(x, y) = (−y, x),gy(x, y) = (x+ 1/2,−y+ 1/2). LxR

2 = g2
yR

2 is a two-fold rotation and (g2
yR

2)2 = 1.



21

Observe that gyR(x, y) = (−y + 1/2,−x + 1/2), so Rgy is a reflection whose reflection axis is in the direction of
ey − ex, thus we have (gyR)2 = 1.

There is one class of four-fold rotation centers Cs(C), one class of two-fold rotation centers Cs(R
2g2
y) and one class

of reflections Cs(gyC), as shown in Fig. 15. The presentation is given by

P4g = 〈gy, R|(gyR)2, (g2
yR

2)2, R4〉. (107)

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

R4 = α1, (108a)

(g2
yR

2)2 = α2, (108b)

(gyR)2 = β1. (108c)

To get the restriction of self-consistency condition, we first conjugate g2
yR

2 by gyR

(gyR)(g2
yR

2)(gyR)−1 = β1(gyR)−1(g2
yR

2)(gyR)−1

= β1(R−1g−1
y )(gygyRR)(R−1g−1

y ) = α3R
−1(gyR)g−1

y

= β2
1R
−1(gyR)−1g−1

y = β2
1R
−2g−2

y = β2
1(g2

yR
2)−1.

Then we conjugate Eq.(108)(b) by gyR,

α2 = (gyR)(g2
yR

2)2(gyR)−1 = β4
1(g2

yR
2)−2 = β4

1α
−1
2 . (109)

Thus α2, β1 satisfy

β4
1α
−2
2 = 1. (110)

It has two solutions

α2 = ±β1 ≡ αβ2
1 . (111)

For U(1) extension, factors α1, β1 are trivial because we can cancel them by redefining R → R′ = α
−1/4
1 R, gy →

g′y = β
−1/2
1 gy. There is only one independent cohomology invariant α = α2β

−2
1 ∈ Z2.

For Z2 extension, we have three independent cohomology invariants α1, α2, β1 ∈ Z2, 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

H2(P4g, U(1)) = Z2, (112a)

H2(P4g,Z2) = Z3
2. (112b)

n. P3

In the group P3, the angle between two translation La and Lb is π/3. The rotation operator R rotates translations
as RLaR

−1 = L−1
a Lb, RLbR

−1 = L−1
a . The presentation is given by

P3 = 〈La, Lb, R|[La, Lb], RLaR−1 = L−1
a Lb,

RLbR
−1 = L−1

a , R3〉. (113)

When we consider projective algebra, the relations in Eq. (113) are modified as

LaLbL
−1
a L−1

b = σ,

RLaR
−1 = η1L

−1
a Lb,

RLbR
−1 = η2L

−1
a ,

R3 = α.
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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 Z2 extension, η1, η2 can be trivialized by redefining La → L′a = (η1η2)La, Lb → L′b = η1Lb. For U(1) extension,

η1, η2 can also be trivialized by redefining La → L′a = (η1η2)−1/3La, Lb → L′b = (η−1
1 η2

2)−1/3Lb. Because when n is
odd, factor system of Cn is always trivial for both U(1) and Z2 extension, so α can also be trivialized. We only have
one independent cohomology invariant σ for the translation subgroups. Finally, the projective algebra is

LaLbL
−1
a L−1

b = σ, (114a)

RLaR
−1 = L−1

a Lb, (114b)

RLbR
−1 = L−1

a , (114c)

R3 = 1, (114d)

where σ ∈ Z2 for Z2 extension and σ ∈ U(1) for U(1) extension. These results are in agreement with the group
cohomology

H2(P3,Z2) = Z2, (115a)

H2(P3, U(1)) = U(1). (115b)

o. P3m1

Supplementary Fig.17: Cell structure of P3m1. 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 P3m1 contains reflections whose axes pass through three different rotation centers
of P3. Here we choose the reflection M whose axis is perpendicular to ea as one generator. M reverses translation
La and rotation R. The presentation is given by

P3m1 = 〈La, Lb, R,M |[La, Lb], RLaR−1 = L−1
a Lb,

RLbR
−1 = L−1

a ,MLaM
−1 = L−1

a ,

MRM−1 = R−1,M2, R3〉. (116)
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When we consider projective algebra, we need to modify the relations in Eq. (116).
For both Z2 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 D3.
We proceed to look at the requirement of self-consistency condition on the factor system between M and La.

Suppose

MLaM
−1 = ηL−1

a .

Then we take relations between rotation and translations

RLaR
−1 = L−1

a Lb,

RLbR
−1 = L−1

a ,

conjugate them by M, and use relations MLaM
−1 = ηL−1

a and MRM−1 = R−1, we get

ηR−1L−1
a R = η−1LaMLbM

−1,

R−1MLbM
−1R = η−1La.

By cancelling MLbM
−1 from above equations, we get

ηR−1L−1
a R = η−2La(RLaR

−1).

With RLaR
−1 = L−1

a Lb and R−1L−1
a R = Lb, we have

ηLb = η−2Lb.

So factor η satisfies η3 = 1. For Z2 extension, η = 1, while for U(1) extension, η = eiθ, θ = 0, 2π/3, 4π/3. But η
can be trivialized by redefining La → L′a = eiξLa, Lb → L′b = e−iξLa, ξ = 0, 4π/3, 2π/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 La for both Z2 and U(1) extension.

Finally, projective relations of presentation are

LaLbL
−1
a L−1

b = σ, (117a)

RLaR
−1 = L−1

a Lb, (117b)

RLbR
−1 = L−1

a , (117c)

R3 = 1, (117d)

MRM−1 = R−1, (117e)

MLaM
−1 = L−1

a , (117f)

M2 = β. (117g)

For Z2 extension we have two independent cohomology invariants σ, β ∈ Z2, while for U(1) extension we have only
one independent cohomology invariantr σ ∈ Z2.

Above results are in agreement with the group cohomology

H2(P3m1,Z2) = Z2
2, (118a)

H2(P3m1, U(1)) = Z2. (118b)

p. P31m

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 ea as one generator. M preserves translation La and
reverses rotation R. Thus, The presentation is given by

P31m = 〈La, Lb, R,M |[La, Lb], RLaR−1 = L−1
a Lb,

RLbR
−1 = L−1

a ,MLaM
−1 = La

MRM = R−1,M2, R3〉. (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 Z2 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 D3.
We proceed to look at the requirement of self-consistency condition on the factor system between M and La.

Suppose

MLaM
−1 = ηLa.

Then we take relations between rotation and translations

RLaR
−1 = L−1

a Lb,

RLbR
−1 = L−1

a ,

conjugate them by M, and use relations MLaM
−1 = ηLa and MRM−1 = R−1, we get

ηR−1LaR = η−1L−1
a MLbM

−1,

R−1MLbM
−1R = η−1L−1

a .

By cancelling MLbM
−1 from above equations, we get

ηR−1LaR = η−2L−1
a (RL−1

a R−1).

With RL−1
a R−1 = L−1

b La and R−1LaR = L−1
b , we have

ηL−1
b = η−2L−1

a L−1
b La = η−2σL−1

b . (120)

Thus we have η3 = σ. Futhermore, reflection symmetry requires η, σ ∈ Z2, so the only possible solution is η = σ for
both Z2 and U(1) extension.

Finally, the projective relations of presentation are

LaLbL
−1
a L−1

b = σ, (121a)

RLaR
−1 = L−1

a Lb, (121b)

RLbR
−1 = L−1

a , (121c)

R3 = 1, (121d)

MRM−1 = R−1, (121e)

MLaM
−1 = σLa, (121f)

M2 = β. (121g)

For Z2 extension we have two independent cohomology invariants σ, β σ ∈ Z2.
These results are in agreement with that of the group cohomology

H2(P31m,Z2) = Z2
2, (122a)

H2(P31m,U(1)) = Z2. (122b)
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q. P6

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 La and Lb is π/3, the rotation operator R rotates translations
as RLaR

−1 = Lb, RLbR
−1 = L−1

a Lb. The presentation is given by

P6 = 〈La, Lb, R|[La, Lb], RLaR−1 = Lb,

RLbR
−1 = L−1

a Lb, R
6〉. (123)

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

P6 = 〈La, R|(LaR2)3, (LaR
3)2, R6〉. (124)

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

RLaR
−1 = η1Lb,

RLbR
−1 = η2L

−1
a Lb.

The factors η1, η2 can be trivialized by La → L′a = η−1
2 La, Lb → L′b = (η−1

1 η2)Lb. Thus projective relations of
presentation are

LaLbL
−1
a L−1

b = σ, (125a)

RLaR
−1 = Lb, (125b)

RLbR
−1 = L−1

a Lb, (125c)

R6 = α. (125d)

For Z2 extension, we have two independent cohomology invariants σ, α ∈ Z2, while for U(1) extension we have only
one cohomology invariant σ ∈ U(1) since α can be trivialized.

These results are consistent with that of the group cohomology

H2(P6,Z2) = U(1), (126a)

H2(P6, U(1)) = Z2
2. (126b)

For Z2 extension, we can also obtain the projective algebra by modifying the relations in Eq. (124) as

(LaR
2)3 = 1, (127a)

R6 = α ≡ α1, (127b)

(LaR
3)2 = σαr ≡ α2. (127c)

These relations mean that the conjugacy class of six-fold rotation centers Cs(R) and two-fold rotation centers
Cs(LaR

3) has an independent cohomology invariant respectively, as shown in Fig. 19.
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r. P6m

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 ea as a generator. M reverses translation La and rotations R. The presentation is given by

P6m = 〈La, Lb, R,M |[La, Lb], RLaR−1 = Lb,

RLbR
−1 = L−1

a Lb,MLaM
−1 = L−1

a ,

MRM−1 = R−1,M2, R6〉. (128)

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

P6m = 〈La, R,M |(LaR2)3, (LaR
3)2, R6,M2,

(RM)2, (LaM)2〉. (129)

When we consider projective algebra, we need to modify the relations in Eq. (128).
For both Z2 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 D6 by cohomology invariants αr, αm, αrm.
We proceed to look at the requirement of self-consistency condition on the factor system between M and La.

Suppose

MLaM
−1 = ηL−1

a .

Then we take relations between rotation and translations

RLaR
−1 = Lb,

RLbR
−1 = L−1

a Lb,

conjugate them by M, and use relations MLaM
−1 = ηL−1

a and MRM−1 = R−1, we get

ηR−1L−1
a R = MxLbM

−1
x ,

R−1MxLbM
−1
x R = η−1LaMxLbM

−1
x .

By cancelling MLbM
−1 from above equations, we get

R−1(R−1L−1
a R)R = η−1La(R−1L−1

a R).

Conjugate above equation with R2, we have

L−1
a = η−1(R2LaR

−2)(RL−1
a R−1).

Use R2LaR
−2 = L−1

a Lb and RL−1
a R−1 = L−1

b Lb, we obtain

L−1
a = η−1L−1

a .



27

So η = 1, i,e., η is trivial.
Thus, the projective relations of presentation of P6m are

LaLbL
−1
a L−1

b = σ, (130a)

RLbR
−1 = L−1

a Lb, (130b)

RLaR
−1 = Lb, (130c)

MLaM
−1 = L−1

a , (130d)

R6 = αr, (130e)

MRM−1 = αrmR−1, (130f)

M2 = αm. (130g)

For Z2 extension, we have four independent cohomology invariants σ, αr, αrm, αm ∈ Z2, while for U(1) extension
we have two independent cohomology invariants σ, α = αrα

−3
rm ∈ Z2, since αrm, αm are trivial as we analyzed in group

Dn.
These results are in agreement with that of the group cohomology

H2(P6m,Z2) = Z4
2, (131a)

H2(P6m,U(1)) = Z2
2. (131b)

For Z2 extension,we can also obtain the projective algebra by modifying the relations in Eq. (129) as

(LaR
2)3 = 1, (132a)

R6 = αr ≡ α1, (132b)

(LaR
3)2 = σαr ≡ α2, (132c)

M2 = αm ≡ β1, (132d)

(LaM)2 = αm = β1, (132e)

(RM)2 = αrmαm ≡ β2. (132f)

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

s. Table of relations and cohomology invariants
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G H2(G,Z2) Generators Cohomology invariants NG

P1 Z2 La, Lb σ = LxLyL
−1
x L−1

y . 2

P2 Z4
2 La, Lb,R α1 = R2, α2 = (LaR)2, α3 = (LbR)2, α4 = (LaLbR)2. 5

Pm Z4
2 Lx, Ly,Mx β1 = M2

x, β2 = (LxMx)2, η1 = MxLyM
−1
x L−1

y , η2 = (LxMx)Ly(LxMx)−1L−1
y . 10

Pg Z2 Lx, gx τ = gxLxg
−1
x Lx. 2

Cm Z2
2 La, Lb,M σ = LaLbL

−1
a L−1

b , β = M2, 1 = MLaM
−1L−1

b . 4

Pmm Z8
2 Lx, Ly,Mx,My

α1 = (MxMy)2, α2 = (LxMxMy)2, α3 = (LyMxMy)2, α4 = (LxLyMxMy)2,

β1 = M2
x, β2 = (LxMx)2, β3 = M2

y, β4 = (LyMy)2.
51

Pmg Z4
2 gy, Ly,Mx α1 = (Mxgy)2, α2 = (LyMxgy)2, β1 = M2

x, η = MxLyM
−1
x L−1

y . 12

Pgg Z2
2 gx, gy α1 = (gxgy)2, α2 = (gxg

−1
y )2. 3

Cmm Z5
2 La,Mx,My α1 = (MxMy)2, α2 = (LaMxMy)2, α3 = (LaMxL

−1
a My)2, β1 = M2

x, β2 = M2
y. 18

P4 Z3
2 Lx,R α1 = R4, α2 = (LxR

2)2, α3 = (LxR)4. 6

P4m Z6
2 Lx,R,M α1 = R4, α2 = (LxR

2)2, α3 = (LxR)4, β1 = M2, β2 = (RM)2, β3 = (LxM)2. 40

P4g Z3
2 gy,R α1 = R4, α2 = (g2yR

2)2, β1 = (gyR)2. 6

P3 Z2 La, Lb,R σ = LaLbL
−1
a L−1

b , 1 = RLaR
−1L−1

b La, 1 = RLbR
−1La, 1 = R3. 2

P3m1 Z2
2 La, Lb,R,M

σ = LaLbL
−1
a L−1

b , β = M2 = (RM)2 = (LaM)2, 1 = RLaR
−1L−1

b La,

1 = RLbR
−1La, 1 = R3.

4

P31m Z2
2 La, Lb,R,M

σ = LaLbL
−1
a L−1

b = LaML−1
a M−1, β = M2 = (RM)2, 1 = RLaR

−1L−1
b La,

1 = RLbR
−1La, 1 = R3.

4

P6 Z2
2 La,R α1 = R6, α2 = (LaR

3)2, 1 = (LaR
2)3. 4

P6m Z4
2 La,R,M α1 = R6, α2 = (LaR

3)2, β1 = M2 = (LaM)2, β2 = (RM)2, 1 = (LaR
2)3. 16

Supplementary Table.I: Z2 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 GR, since they correspond to the same flux configuration.
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Thus, the symmetry operator should be modified as

R = GRR, (133)

which is a combination of the pure spatial operation R and the gauge transformation GR.

We now consider how the physical operator R acts on a tight-binding model, H =
∑
ij tija

†
iaj . The action of R on

H is given by

H ′ =
∑

ij

tijGR(R(i))G∗R(R(j))a†R(i)aR(j)

=
∑

ij

GR(i)G∗R(j)tR−1(i)R−1(j)a
†
iaj , (134)

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

tij = GR(i)G∗R(j)tR−1(i)R−1(j). (135)

ii. The cohomology invariant of the translation subgroups

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

The factor system of the translation subgroup is determined by the cohomology invariant σ = LaLbL
−1
a L−1

b , from
which we can derive the relation between gauge transformations:

LaLbL
−1
a L−1

b = GaLaGbLb(GaLa)−1(GbLb)
−1

= Ga(r)(LaGb(r)L−1
a )LaLbL

−1
a L−1

b (LbG
∗
a(r)L−1

b )G∗b(r)

= Ga(r)Gb(L
−1
a (r))G∗a(L−1

b (r))G∗b(r) = σ, (136)

where the conjugacy relation between a spatial operator and gauge transformation LaG(r)L−1
a = G(L−1

a (r)) can be
derived from its action on a spatial state |r0〉,

(LaG(r)L−1
a )|r0〉 = LaG(r)|L−1

a r0〉
= LaG(L−1

a r0)|L−1
a r0〉 = G(L−1

a r0)|r0〉. (137)

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

t23 = t14Ga(2)G∗a(3), t43 = t12Gb(4)G∗b(3).

Thus the phases of hoppings eφij = tij/|tij | satisfy

eiφ23 = eiφ14Ga(2)G∗a(3), eiφ43 = eiφ12Gb(4)G∗b(3),
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The flux surrounding the rectangle satisfies

e−iΦ = eiφ1→2→3→4→1 = eiφ12eiφ23eiφ34eiφ41

= eiφ12eiφ14eiφ21eiφ41Ga(2)G∗a(3)G∗b(4)Gb(3)

= G∗a(3)G∗b(L
−1
a (3))Ga(L−1

b (3))Gb(3) = σ∗.

(138)

where the minus sign in exponent e−iΦ comes from the convention of Peierls substitution under gauge fields tij →
tije
−i

∫ j
i
Adl.

So when the flux in the plaquette form by La and Lb is Φ, the relation between La and Lb is modified to
LaLbL

−1
a L−1

b = eiΦ. This can be understood by the the Ahanorov-Bohm effect, that circling a region with flux Φ
causes an additional phase eiΦ. For Z2 case, the nontivial σ = −1 corresponds to Φ = π, 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

eiφ3→4→7 = eiφ1→6→5Gx(3)G∗x(7),

eiφ5→4→7 = eiφ1→2→3Gb(5)G∗b(7).

Thus, the flux surrounding the hexagon satisfies

e−iΦ = eiφ1→2→3→4→5→6→1 =

= eiφ1→2→3eiφ3→4→7eiφ7→4→5eiφ5→6→1

= Ga(3)G∗a(7)G∗b(5)Gb(7)

= G∗a(7)G∗b(L
−1
a (7))Ga(L−1

b (7))Gb(7) = σ∗.

(139)

We obtain eiΦ = σ again. This argument can be generalized to arbitrary lattice, where Φ 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).

iii. Cohomology invariants of point groups

For the factor system of point groups, we consider cohomology invariants αr = Rn and αm = M2. As we have
shown in Sec. Supplementary Note 2 a, αr and αm are trivial for U(1) extension, so here we only discuss Z2 extension.

To have a nontrivial cohomology invariant αr, n must be even. When n is even, rotating n/2 times is a two-fold

rotation Rn/2 = Rπ. After extension, this relation in general gains an additional factor ξ, i.e., R
n/2
2π/n = ξRπ, but it

has no influence on the cohomology invariant of R2
π:

Rn = (Rn/2)2 = (ξ)2(Rπ)2 = R2
π = αr. (140)

The equation satisfied by gauge transformation of Rπ can be obtained by

R2
π = GrπRπGrπRπ = GrπRπGrπR

−1
π R2

π

= Grπ (r)Grπ (Rπ(r)) = αr. (141)

Consider a circuit invariant under Cn (n is even), and the circuit contains no fixed point and fixed link under Cn.
We label orbits in the circuit with i = 1, 2, 3, · · · 2l, then Rπ(i) = i+ l. The hopping amplitudes satisfy

ti,i+1 = ti+l,i+l+1Grπ (i)G∗rπ (i+ 1).

Thus, the flux surrounding the circuit satisfies

e−iΦ =

2l∏

i=1,mod 2l

eiφi,i+1

=
l∏

i=1,mod 2l

Grπ (i)G∗rπ (i+ 1)

= Grπ (1)G∗rπ (l + 1) = αr.
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Supplementary Fig.22: Relation of fluxes and cohomology invariants of point group Cn and Dn . (a) The flux determines
projective C4 symmetry. When there is π-flux in the loop, R4 = −1. (b) Forbidden hoppings for M2 = −1. (c) Replace
reflection with C2 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 (C2 rotations around horizen axes).

We have the relation eiΦ = αr.
Now we consider M2 = αm, the equation satisfied by the gauge transformation of M can be obtained by

M2 = GmMGmM = GmMGmM
−1M2

= Gm(r)Gm(M(r)) = αm. (142)

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

tM(i),i = ti,M(i)G(M(i))G(i)∗ = αmti,M(i). (143)

For the nontrivial cohomology invariant αm = −1, we have ti,M(i) = −tM(i),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 M2 = −1 case. With this
reason, the case M2 = −1 fails to be realized by nearest real hopping models.

In two dimensions, we can replace the reflection with a C2 rotation around a horizental axis, as Fig. 22.(c) shows.
Then the rotaion R2

π = −1 can be realized by nearest hopping models.
For example, to realize all the possible projective algebras of D4, 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
C4 as illustrated in Fig. 22.(d)-(f).

iv. Cohomology invariants between translation and reflection

Now we proceed to look at the factor system between translation and reflection. The relation MxLyM
−1
x = ηLy

implies the gauge transforms satisfy

MxLyM
−1
x L−1

y = GmMxGyLy(GmMx)−1(GyLy)−1

= Gm(MxGyM
−1
x )MxLyM

−1
x L−1

y (LyGmL
−1
y )G−1

y

= Gm(r)Gy(Mx(r))G∗m(L−1
y (r))G∗y(r) = η. (144)
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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 Mx and Ly 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 Lx and gx.

Consider a rectangle plaquette spanned by Mx and Ly as illustrated in Fig. 23(a). Mx and Ly symmetry requires
hoppings satisfy

t23 = t14Gm(2)G∗m(3), t43 = t12Gy(4)G∗y(3).

Thus, the flux surrounding the rectangle satisfies

e−iΦ = eiφ1→2→3→4→1 = eiφ12eiφ23eiφ34eiφ41

= eiφ12eiφ14eiφ21eiφ41Gm(2)G∗m(3)G∗y(4)Gy(3)

= G∗m(3)G∗y(M(3))Gm(L−1
y (3))Gy(3) = η∗.

(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 gxLxg
−1
x = ηLx

implies

LxgxLxg
−1
x = GxLxGygx(GxLx)(Gygx)−1

= Gx(LxGyL
−1
x )LxgxLxg

−1
x ((Lxgx)−1GxLxg

−1
x )G−1

y

= Gx(r)Ggx(Lx(r))Gx(Lxg
−1
x (r))G∗gx(r) = τ. (146)

Consider a rectangle plaquette spanned by Lx and gx as illustrated in Fig. 23(b). The hoppings satisfy

t23 = t14Gx(2)G∗x(3), t43 = t21Ggx(4)G∗gx(3).
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Thus, the flux surrounding the rectangle satisfies

e−iΦ = eiφ1→2→3→4→1

= eiφ12eiφ23eiφ34eiφ41

= eiφ12eiφ14eiφ12eiφ41Gx(2)G∗x(3)G∗gx(4)Ggx(3)

= ei2φ12G∗x(3)G∗gx(Lx(3))Gx(Lxg
−1
x (3))Ggx(3)

= G∗x(3)G∗gx(Lx(3))G∗x(Lxg
−1
x (3))Ggx(3) = τ∗.

(147)

where we use the constrain of Z2 gauge fields, eiφ12 , Ggx(r) ∈ {±1}.
In the following, we will construct lattice models to realize all the Z2 projective algebras for the 17 wallpaper groups.

b. P1

Supplementary Fig.24: Lattice with Z2-projective P1 symmetry. When each plaquette has Φ = π flux, the two translation
operators become anti-commute. When Φ = 0, this lattice has ordinary P1 symmetry.

The factor systems of P1 are labelled by the cohomology invariant σ = LaLbL
−1
a L−1

b . According to what we analyzed
in last section, we only need to add π-flux to each unit translation plaquette to realize the nontrivial cohomology
invariant σ = −1, as shown in Fig. 24.
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c. P2

Supplementary Fig.25: An example of flux lattice with Z2-projective P2 symmetry. The fluxes corresponding to cohomology
invariants α1, α2, α3, α4 are Φ1,Φ2,Φ3,Φ4.

According to Eq. (58), the Z4
2 classes of projective algebra of P2 are labelled by cohomology invariants α1, α2, α3, α4

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 Φ1,Φ2,Φ3,Φ4 to these plaquettes so that

eiΦi = αi, i = 1, 2, 3, 4. (148)

d. Pm

Supplementary Fig.26: An example of flux lattice with Z2-projective Pm symmetry. (a) The fluxes Φ1,Φ2 correspond to
cohomology invariants β1, β2 of the two classes of reflections. (b) The fluxes Φ3 + Φ′,Φ4 + Φ′ correspond to cohomology
invariants η1, η2 between reflection and translations.

Since the group Pm contains reflections, to realize all the possible Z2- projective algebras by nearest hopping
models, we need a bilayer lattice as that in Fig. 26. The reflection Mx is replaced by a rotation Rπ. We will keep the
notation of Mx, since the two groups are isomorphic.

According to Eq. (65), the cohomology invariants determinate Z4
2 classes of projective algebras of Pm. There are

two kinds of conboundary invariants.
The first kind contains the cohomology invariants α1, α2 of reflections (Eq. (65a), Eq. (65b)), which can be realized

by adding fluxes Φ1,Φ2 as Fig. 26(a) shows.
The second kind contains the cohomology invariants η1, η2, which are commutators between reflections and trans-

lations (Eq. (65c), Eq. (65d)). As discussed in Sec. Supplementary Note 3 a iv, they can be realized by adding flux
Φ3 + Φ′,Φ4 + Φ′ as Fig. 26(b) shows.
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In summary, relations between flux distribution and cohomology invariants are given by

eiΦ1 = α1, (149a)

eiΦ2 = α2, (149b)

ei(Φ3+Φ′) = η1, (149c)

ei(Φ4+Φ′) = η2. (149d)

e. Pg

Supplementary Fig.27: An example of flux lattice with Z2-projective Pg symmetry.

The group Pg has only one cohomology invariant η to label factor systems between translation and glide-reflection.
As discussed in Sec. Supplementary Note 3 a iv, this cohomology invariant can be realized by adding flux Φ = Φ1 +Φ2

as Fig. 27.(2) shows. The relation between flux and coboundary invairant is

ei(Φ1+Φ2) = τ. (150)

f. Cm

Supplementary Fig.28: An example of flux lattice with Z2-projective Cm symmetry. (a) The flux Φ1 = Φ11 + Φ12 corresponds
to the cohomology invariant of translation. (b) The flux Φ2 correspond to the cohomology invariant of the reflection (two-fold
rotation).

The group Cm 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 σ and α. The cohomology invariant σ is

determined by the flux Φ1 = Φ11 + Φ12 in the unit translation plaquette as Fig. 28.(a) shows. And the cohomology
invariant α is determined by the flux Φ2 in the plaquette around horizontal rotation axis as Fig. 28.(b) shows.
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Relations between flux distribution and cohomology invariants are

ei(Φ11+Φ12) = eiΦ1 = σ, (151a)

eiΦ2 = β. (151b)

g. Pmm

Supplementary Fig.29: An example of flux lattice with Z2-projective Pmm symmetry. (a) The flux Φi, i = 1, 2, 3, 4 correspond
to cohomology invariants αi, i = 1, 2, 3, 4 of rotations. (b) The flux Φi, i = 5, 6, 7, 8 correspond to cohomology invariants
βi, i = 1, 2, 3, 4 of reflections (two-fold rotations).

According to Eq. (77) and Fig. 9, the Z8
2 classes of projective algebras of Pmm are labelled by cohomology invariants

αi, βi, 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 Φi, 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

eiΦi = αi, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, (152)

eiΦi+4 = βi, i = 1, 2, 3, 4. (153)

h. Pmg

The group Pmg also contains reflections, so we need a bilayer lattice. According to Fig. 10 and Eq. (83), the
Z4

2 classes of projective algebra of Pmg are labelled by cohomology invariants αi, i = 1, 2, β and η. Cohomology
invariants α1, α2 are invariants of rotations, which can be realized by fluxes Φ1,Φ2 as illustrated in Fig. 30.(a).
β is the cohomology invariant of reflection, which can realized by flux Φ3 in the reflection invariant plaquette as
Fig. 30.(b) shows. η is the cohomology invariant between translation and reflection, which can realized by fluxes
Φ4 = Φ41 + Φ42 + Φ43 + Φ44 as Fig. 30.(c) shows.

In summary, relations between flux distribution and cohomology invariants are

eiΦ1 = α1, (154a)

eiΦ2 = α2, (154b)

eiΦ3 = β, (154c)

ei(Φ41+Φ42+Φ43+Φ44) = η. (154d)

i. Pgg

According to Fig. 11 and Eq. (86), factor systems of Pgg can be labelled by cohomology invariants α1, α2 of
rotation centers. Thus we attach fluxes Φ1,Φ2 to the plaquettes around these two rotation centers, as Fig. 31 shows.

In summary, relations between flux distribution and cohomology invariants are

eiΦi = αi, i = 1, 2. (155a)
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Supplementary Fig.30: An example of flux lattice with Z2-projective Pmg symmetry. (a) The fluxes Φ1,Φ2 correspond to
cohomology invariants α1, α2 of rotations. (b) The flux Φ3 corresponds to the cohomology invariant of reflection β. (c) The
flux Φ4 = Φ41 + Φ42 + Φ43 + Φ44 corresponds to cohomology invariant η between reflection and translation.

Supplementary Fig.31: An example of flux lattice with Z2-projective Pgg symmetry. The flux Φ1,Φ2 correspond to cohomology
invariants α1, α2 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 αi, i = 1, 2, 3

and βi, i = 1, 2 . To realize these cohomology invariants, we attach fluxes Φ1,Φ2,Φ3 to the plaquettes around these
three rotation centers as Fig. 32.(a) shows, and attach fluxes Φ4,Φ5 to the plaquettes around these two reflection
axes as Fig. 32.(b) shows.

In summary, relations between flux distribution and cohomology invariants are

eiΦi = αi, i = 1, 2, 3, (156)

eiΦi+3 = βi, i = 1, 2. (157)
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Supplementary Fig.32: An example of flux lattice with Z2-projective Cmm symmetry. (a) The fluxes Φi, i = 1, 2, 3 correspond
to cohomology invariants αi, i = 1, 2, 3 of rotations. (b) The fluxes Φi, i = 4, 5 correspond to cohomology invariants αi, i = 4, 5
of reflections.

k. P4

Supplementary Fig.33: An example of flux lattice with Z2-projective P4 symmetry.

According to Fig. 13 and Eq. (99), factor systems of P4 can be labelled by cohomology invariants αi, 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 Φ1,Φ2,Φ3 to the plaquettes around the three rotation centers respec-
tively, as Fig. 33 shows.

In summary, relations between flux distribution and cohomology invariants are

eiΦi = αi, i = 1, 2, 3. (158)

l. 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 αi, i = 1, 2, 3

and βi, i = 1, 2, 3 . To realize these cohomology invariants, we attach fluxes Φ1,Φ2,Φ3 to the plaquettes around the
three rotation centers as Fig. 34.(a) shows, and attach fluxes Φ4,Φ5,Φ6 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 Z2-projective P4m symmetry. (a) The fluxes Φi, i = 1, 2, 3 correspond to
cohomology invariants αi, i = 1, 2, 3 of rotations. (b) The fluxes Φi, i = 4, 5, 6 correspond to cohomology invariants βi, i = 1, 2, 3
of reflections.

eiΦi = αi, i = 1, 2, 3, (159)

eiΦi+3 = βi, i = 1, 2, 3. (160)

m. P4g

Supplementary Fig.35: An example of flux lattice with Z2-projective P4g symmetry. (a) The fluxes Φi, i = 1, 2 correspond to
cohomology invariants αi, i = 1, 2 of rotations. (b) The flux Φ3 corresponds to cohomology invariant β 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 αi, i = 1, 2

and β. To realize these cohomology invariants, we attach fluxes Φ1,Φ2 to the plaquettes around these two rotation
centers as Fig. 35.(a) shows, and attach fluxes Φ3 to the plaquettes around the reflection axis as Fig. 35.(b) shows.

In summary, relations between flux distribution and cohomology invariants are

eiΦi = αi, i = 1, 2, (161)

eiΦ3 = β. (162)

n. P3

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

eiΦ = σ. (163)
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Supplementary Fig.36: An example of flux lattice with Z2-projective P3 symmetry.

o. P3m1

Supplementary Fig.37: An example of flux lattice with Z2-projective P3m1 symmetry. (a) The flux Φ1 = Φ11 + Φ12 + Φ13 in
the unit translation area corresponds to the cohomology invariant σ of translation. (b) The flux Φ2 corresponds to cohomology
invariant β 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 σ and α. We attach flux Φ1

to each unit translation plaquette as Fig. 37.(c) shows, and attach flux Φ2 to each plaquette around the reflection
axis as Fig. 37.(d) shows.

In summary, relations between flux distribution and cohomology invariants are

eiΦ1 = ei(Φ11+Φ12+Φ13) = σ, (164a)

eiΦ2 = β. (164b)

p. P31m

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 σ and α. We

attach flux Φ1 to each unit translation plaquette as Fig. 38.(c) shows, and attach flux Φ2 to each plaquette around
the reflection axis as Fig. 37.(d) shows.

In summary, relations between flux distribution and cohomology invariants are

eiΦ1 = σ, (165a)

eiΦ2 = β. (165b)
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Supplementary Fig.38: An example of flux lattice with Z2-projective P31m symmetry. (a) The flux Φ1 in the unit translation
area corresponds to coboundary the invariant σ of translation. (b) The flux Φ2 corresponds to cohomology invariant β of
reflection.

q. P6

Supplementary Fig.39: An example of flux lattice with Z2-projective P6 symmetry. The fluxes Φ1,Φ2 correspond to cohomology
invariants α1, α2 of rotations.

According to Eq. (127) and Fig. 19, factor systems of P6 can be labelled by two cohomology invariants α1, α2 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 Φ1,Φ2 to the plaquettes around these rotation centers, as Fig.
39 shows.

In summary, relations between flux distribution and cohomology invariants are

eiΦi = αi, 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 α1, α2

of even-fold rotations and two cohomology invariants β1, β2 of reflections. To realize these factors, we attach fluxes
Φ1,Φ2 to the plaquettes around these rotation centers as Fig. 40.(a) shows, and attach fluxes Φ3,Φ4 to the plaquettes
around these reflection axes as Fig. 40.(b) shows.

In summary, relations between flux distribution and cohomology invariants are

eiΦi = αi, i = 1, 2, eiΦi+2 = βi, i = 1, 2. (167)
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Supplementary Fig.40: An example of flux lattice with Z2-projective P6m symmetry. (a) The fluxes Φi, i = 1, 2 correspond to
cohomology invariants αi, i = 1, 2 of rotations. (b) The fluxes Φi, i = 3, 4 correspond to cohomology invariants βi, i = 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 Z2-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 La, Lb to be perpenticular to each other, so that La = Lx, Lb = Ly. The model is shown in Fig.
41. The parameters take values tx1 = 1, tx2 = 2, ty1 = 1.5, ty2 = 2,m = 1. We keep the notation that R is the rotation
operator corresponding to cohomology invariant α1.

Supplementary Fig.41: Flux lattice with projective P2 symmetry. There are undeterminated cohomology invariants
α1, α2, α3, α4. tx1 , t

x
2 , t

y
1 , t

y
2 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 Z2-projective algebras.

(i) When cohomology invariants (α1, α2, α3, α4) = (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 Γ, X, Y,M . The energy bands
are shown in Fig. 42.

Supplementary Fig.42: Flux distribution and energy bands corresponds to (α1, α2, α3, α4) = (1, 1, 1, 1).(a) Flux distribution.
(b)(c) Energy bands and a constant-energy section.
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(ii) When cohomology invariants (α1, α2, α3, α4) = (−1,−1,−1,−1), the relations between R and Lx, Ly is main-
tained, so the distribution of high symmetry points in momentum space is the same as that in the case
(α1, α2, α3, α4) = (1, 1, 1, 1). However, at the general point , the little cogroup generator RT satisfies (RT )2 = −1.
Thus the energy bands is two-fold degenerate, see Fig. 43.

Supplementary Fig.43: Flux distribution and energy bands correspond to (α1, α2, α3, α4) = (−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: (α1,α2, α3, α4) = (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 (α1, α2, α3, α4) = (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,−1, 1), (F-a)(−1, 1, 1,−1). (b)(c) Energy bands and constant-energy sections.

(iv) When one of the cohomology invariants are negative, there are four possibilities: (α1, α2, α3, α4) = (1,−1, 1,−1),
(−1, 1,−1, 1), (1, 1,−1,−1), (−1,−1, 1, 1), which have the same algebra. Since the original unit cell countains
total π-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 LxR and time-reversal LxT , which are
translated by Gy/4 from the high symmetry point of R and T . The energy bands are two-fold degenerate at
D,D′.
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Supplementary Fig.45: Flux distributions and energy bands when one of the cohomology invariant is negative. Flux distribution
corresponds to (α1, α2, α3, α4) = (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: (α1, α2, α3, α4) =
(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 π-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 LxR and time-
reversal LxT , which are translated by Gy/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 (α1, α2, α3, α4) = (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 (α1, α2, α3, α4) = (α1, α1,−α1,−α1), i.e., (σ, ηa, ηb, α) = (1, 1,−1, α1). As
analyzed in the last paragraph, the high-symmetry points redistribute as in Fig. 47.(a).

In this case, anti-unitary operator R̂T̂ will shift momentum k to k+Gy/2 because of the nontrivial ηb. R̂T̂ acts on
the eigenstate of valence bands |ψik〉 as

R̂T̂ |ψak〉 =
∑

b

U ba(k) |ψbk+ 1
2Gy
〉 . (168)

Where U is a unitary matrix of Nocc ×Nocc. Using this relation twice we get

(R̂T̂ )2 |ψak〉 =
∑

bc

U cb(k +Gy/2)(U∗)ba(k) |ψck〉 = α1 |ψak〉 . (169)

Thus,

U∗(k +Gy/2)U(k) = αIn (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 Gx direction, it is quantized at kyb = ±π/2. (c) Berry phase along Gy direction, it is quantized at all kx
and the value is enfored to be −i log(α1). (d) Berry phase along Gx −Gy direction, it is quantized at kxy

√
a2 + b2 = ±π/2,

where kxy is the projection of k in the a + b direction.

The symmetry requires the berry connection to satisfy

Aaby (k) = i 〈ψak|
∂

∂ky
|ψbk〉 = i 〈R̂T̂ ∂

∂ky
ψbk| R̂T̂ψak〉 = −i 〈R̂T̂ψak|

∂

∂ky
|R̂T̂ψbk〉

= −i
∑

cd

〈U ca(k)ψck+Gy/2
| ∂

∂ky
|Udb(k)ψdk+Gy/2

〉 = −
∑

cd

(U†)ac(k)Acdy (k +Gy/2)Udb(k) +
∑

c

(U†)ac(k)
∂

∂ky
U cb(k)

(171)

Take trace of both sides we can have

tr (Ay(k) +Ay(k +Gy/2)) = tr

(
U†(k)

∂

∂ky
U(k)

)
(172)

Thus, the Berry phase along Gy direction as Fig.47(a) is

θy =

∫ 2π

0

dkytrAy(k) =

∫ π

0

dkytr (Ay(k) +Ay(k +Gy/2))

=

∫ π

0

dkytr

(
U†(k)

∂

∂ky
U(k)

)
= ln detU(k)|ky=π

ky=0

= −iNocc lnα mod 2π. (173)

We see that θy is quantized to π or 0 according to α1 = −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 π when they pass R̂
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 θy 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.
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c. High degeneracy of P3m1 at Γ point when σ = −1

In this section, we give the irreducible representation matrix of P3m1 at Γ point when it take cohomology invariant
σ = −1. Since the Γ point is the highest symmetry point, the little group is the group P3m1 itself.

Without considering the time-reversal symmetry, there are three irreducible representations at Γ, which are given
by Γi=1,2,3 in Table. II.

Irrep Rep by generators

L̂a L̂b R̂ M̂

Γ1 iσ1 iσ3 UR UM

Γ2 iσ1 iσ3 UR −UM
Γ3 iσ1 ⊗ σ0 iσ3 ⊗ σ0 UR ⊗D3

R UM ⊗D3
M

Supplementary Table.II: Representation of Z2
2 oD3 without time-reversal symmetry.

In Table. II,

UR =
1

2

(
−1− i −1 + i

1 + i −1 + i

)
, (174a)

UM =
i√
2

(
−1 −i
i 1

)
, (174b)

D3
R =

(
cos 2π

3
− sin 2π

3

sin 2π
3

cos 2π
3

)
, (174c)

D3
M =

(
1 0

0 −1

)
. (174d)

When we consider time reversal symmetry, if β = 1, irreducible representations Γ1,Γ2 stick together to form ΓT1 ,
while the representation Γ3 is time-reversal invariant. If β = −1, three irreducible representations Γi=1,2,3 need to be
doubled to ΓTi=1,2,3 as in Table. III. The irreducible representation ΓT3 is 8 dimensional.

Irrep Rep by generators α

L̂a L̂b R̂ M̂ T̂

ΓT1 iσ1 ⊗ σ0 iσ3 ⊗ σ0 UR ⊗ σ0 UM ⊗ σ3 σ2 ⊗ σ2K 1
ΓT3 iσ1 ⊗ σ0 iσ3 ⊗ σ0 UR ⊗D3

R UM ⊗D3
M σ2 ⊗ σ2K

ΓT1 iσ1 ⊗ σ0 iσ3 ⊗ σ0 UR ⊗ σ0 UM ⊗ σ0 σ2 ⊗ σ2K
-1ΓT2 iσ1 ⊗ σ0 iσ3 ⊗ σ0 UR ⊗ σ0 −UM ⊗ σ0 σ2 ⊗ σ2K

ΓT3 iσ1 ⊗ σ0 ⊗ σ0 iσ3 ⊗ σ0 ⊗ σ0 UR ⊗D3
R ⊗ σ0 UM ⊗D3

M ⊗ σ3 σ2 ⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ1K

Supplementary Table.III: Representation of Z2
2 oD3 with time-reversal symmetry.
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Supplementary Fig.48: Gauge convention of the lattice model of p3m1 correspond to cohomology invariants σ = −1, α = −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, |tz| = 5, we also introduce a inter-layer hopping |λ| = 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
Z2 gauge fields on artificial crystals, and then briefly survey on emergent Z2 gauge fields in various crystal systems.

a. The Dark-Bright Mechanism for Engineering Z2 gauge field

We would like to emphasize an important fact, i.e., Z2 gauge fields preserve the time-reversal symmetry, which
are essentially different from other U(1) gauge fields. Thus, Z2 gauge fields can be realized without introducing
magnetism or magnetic fields. As such, Z2 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 Z2

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

is written as

H =

(
ε t

t ε

)
. (175)

The eigen state and eigen energy can be obtained as

E+ = ε+ t, |+〉 = |a〉+ |b〉 ,
E− = ε− t, |−〉 = |a〉 − |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 t is

reversed as −t, the configuration is exchanged. By inserting an ancillary site between them with onsite energy ∆ as
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Supplementary Fig.49: Left one denotes the hopping between two sites. The onsite energy is ε. For the right one, an ancillary
site with onsite energy as ∆ and ∆ � ε is inserted between the two original sites. The hopping energy between original and
inserted sites is t′.

shown in Fig. 49, the Hamiltonian is written as

H ′ =



ε 0 t′

0 ε t′

t′ t′ ∆


 . (177)

In the limit of ∆� ε, t′, we have the eigen values and vectors as

E = ε, |−〉 = (|a〉 − |b〉) /
√

2,

E ≈ ε− 2t′2

∆− ε , |+〉 ≈
(
|a〉+ |b〉 − 2t′

∆− ε |c〉
)
/
√

2,

E ≈ ∆ +
2t′2

∆− ε , |e〉 ≈ t′

∆− ε |a〉+
t′

∆− ε |b〉+ |c〉 .

(178)

Since ∆ � ε, 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 ∆� ε, t′, the occupation on the inserted site can be ignored. Then, in the subspace of dark and bright states
as {|−〉 , |+〉}, we have the Hamiltonian as

H ′′ = ε |−〉 〈−|+
(
ε− 2t′2

∆− ε

)
|+〉 〈+| (179)

By taking the approximation |+〉 ≈ (|a〉+ |b〉) /
√

2 since | 2t′

∆−ε | � 1, we have the effective Hamiltonian in the subspace

of {|a〉 , |b〉} as

Heff =

(
ε− t′2

∆−ε − t′2

∆−ε
− t′2

∆−ε ε− t′2

∆−ε

)
, (180)

which mimics the π hopping phase with the hopping amplitude as t′2

∆−ε . If we set t′2 = t(∆− ε), 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 ∆ is, the better fidelity the system has.

b. A brief survey on emergent Z2 gauge fields in various crystal systems

In this section, we give a brief review about Z2 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.

• 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.

• In acoustic crystals, Z2 hopping phases can be readily realized by coupling the resonators with wave guides on
different sides.

• 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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• For periodic mechanical systems, effective Z2 gauge field can be generated by tuning the stiffness coefficients of
the spring connections.

• For electric circuit arrays, Z2 gauge fields can be realized by suitably choosing the capacitances and inductances.

• For strongly correlated systems, there are emergent gauge fields in the low-energy effective theories. The Z2

gauge field, which defines the Z2 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 Z2

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 Z2 gauge fields are coupled with Majorana
fermions.
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