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Spatial symmetries can enrich the topological classification of interacting quantum matter and en-
dow systems with non-trivial strong topological invariants (protected by internal symmetries) with
additional “weak” topological indices. In this paper, we study the edge physics of systems with a
non-trivial shift invariant, which is protected by either a continuous U(1), or discrete C,, rotation
symmetry, along with internal U(1). charge conservation. Specifically, we construct an interface
between two systems which have the same Chern number but are distinguished by their Wen-Zee
shift and, through analytic arguments supported by numerics, show that the interface hosts counter-
propagating gapless edge modes which cannot be gapped by arbitrary local symmetry-preserving
perturbations. Using the Chern-Simons field theory description of two-dimensional Abelian topolog-
ical orders, we then prove sufficient conditions for continuous rotation symmetry protected gapless
edge states using two complementary approaches. One relies on the algebraic Lagrangian sub-algebra
framework for gapped boundaries while the other uses a more physical flux insertion argument. For
the case of discrete rotation symmetries, we extend the field theory approach to show the presence of
fractional corner charges for Abelian topological orders with gappable edges, and compute them in
the case where the Abelian topological order is placed on the two-dimensional surface of a Platonic
solid. Our work paves the way for studying the edge physics associated with spatial symmetries in

symmetry enriched topological phases.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Symmetry protected topological (SPT) phases offer a
rich playground for studying the interplay between sym-
metry and topology in strongly correlated quantum mat-
ter [1-3]. Theoretically, the classification and charac-
terization of both SPT and symmetry enriched topolog-
ical (SET) states in two spatial dimensions (2+1D) is

well understood in the case when the protecting symme-
try G is purely internal, such as U(1). charge conserva-
tion, or Zg spin-flip symmetries [1, 4-16]. However, many
physical systems of interest additionally possess spatial
symmetries, which play an important role in protecting
non-trivial bulk topological properties of 24+1D gapped
many-body quantum systems [17-25].

Prominent amongst these invariants is the continuum
Wen-Zee shift & [26], which is protected by combined
U(1), charge conservation and SO(2) = U(1), spatial ro-
tation symmetries. A non-trivial Wen-Zee shift manifests
as a nonzero Hall viscosity coefficient ng = %oS’FL, where
7i is the particle number density [27], and as a fractional
charge bound to conical defects of the rotational symme-
try [28]. Recently, a discrete analog of the Wen-Zee shift
was identified in crystalline systems, where the full rota-
tion symmetry is broken to a discrete subgroup [29-32].
A non-zero discrete shift manifests, for instance, in the
form of fractionally quantized charges at lattice disclina-
tions in the bulk [31]; further bulk invariants, including
a quantized charge polarization, have also been studied
in this context [33]. Thus, systems with mixed internal
and spatial symmetries G = U(1). X Ggpace Can possess
topological invariants in addition to the Chern number,
such that even systems with identical Chern numbers can
be distinguished through their crystalline topological in-
variants, which reflect the “weak” topology of the phase.

While much progress has been made regarding bulk
crystalline indices, the edge physics associated with non-
trivial continuum and discrete shift invariants remains
less understood. This represents a crucial hole in our un-
derstanding, since a key experimental signature of topo-



logical phases with a bulk gap is the presence of gapless
modes localized at edges or corners. For systems with
both internal and spatial symmetries, one can also con-
sider interfaces between two phases with identical strong
topological invariants but distinct weak topological in-
dices. This suggests the intriguing possibility that an
interface between two systems with e.g., identical Chern
numbers but distinct crystalline invariants, could host
gapless edge states protected by the relevant spatial sym-
metry, which would provide a crisp, experimentally rele-
vant signature of weak topological indices in systems with
non-trivial strong invariants.

In this paper, we identify the edge manifestations of
the continuum and discrete shift invariants, and provide
general arguments for their robustness against arbitrary
local symmetry preserving perturbations. In the con-
tinuum case, we demonstrate the presence of rotation-
symmetry protected gapless edge modes at the interface
between two quantum Hall systems with identical Chern
number but distinct shifts. We provide an analytic ar-
gument for this result and supplement it with numerical
analysis that supports our conclusions. For systems with
intrinsic Abelian topological order, we provide a general
understanding of the edge physics using Chern-Simons
field theory for SET phases. In the case of discrete rota-
tion symmetries, we use the same field theory approach
to show that in systems with a gappable edge, the dis-
crete shift leads to fractional corner charges localized at
the vertices of 2d polygons. We further provide a for-
mula to compute the fractional corner charges when any
Abelian topological order is placed on the surface of a 3d
convex regular polyhedron (a Platonic solid).

II. QUANTUM HALL STATES IN LANDAU
LEVELS

As a concrete example that illustrates our key finding,
we consider an interface between two stacks of contin-
uum Landau levels (LLs) such that the Chern number
C on either side of the interface is equal while the to-
tal Wen-Zee shift & differs by one. Our construction is
described schematically in Fig. 1, where the system has
a pair of topological invariants (C,8) = (2,1) for ra-
dius r < R (for some fixed R), while for » > R the
invariants are (C,8) = (2,2). For the first system in the
stack, there is a chiral edge mode localized at r ~ R since
the Chern number increases by one across the interface;
likewise, a counter-propagating chiral edge mode results
from the second system since its Chern number decreases
across the interface. Generically, these edge modes can
be gapped by arbitrary local U(1). preserving perturba-
tions. Here, we will show that these counter-propagating
zero-energy edge states are in fact protected by rotation
symmetry and cannot be gapped by local rotation sym-
metry preserving perturbations; they are the boundary
manifestation of the non-trivial shift invariant.

Consider a stack of two decoupled quantum Hall sys-

tems, each placed on a disc with area a > R? and subject
to the same uniform magnetic field B. The Hamiltonian
for system i(i = 1,2) is

(p; +eA;)?
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where A; = Z(—y;,2;,0) (symmetric gauge), p;(r;) is
a slowly varying, radially symmetric chemical potential,
and we set h = ¢ = 1. The single particle states for each
system are given by two harmonic oscillators [34]:
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where az, b;r are raising operators for the LL index n and

another index m respectively, where the angular momen-
tum index ¢ = m — n. In this representation, the Hamil-
tonian is
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where w. = eB/m is the cyclotron frequency. The radial
operators 72 satisfy

77 = 2051+ b/b; + ala; — a;b; — alb]) )

where (g =1/veB = 1/,/w, is the magnetic length; the
angular momentum operator is given by

Ji = blb; —ala; . (5)
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FIG. 1. Schematic of a stack of two continuum quantum
Hall systems S1, S2 on a disk with chemical potentials 1, p2
which are plotted as functions of r2. Black lines correspond
to Landau levels without an external potential. The values of
(C,8) for each system are written for r < R and r > R.
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FIG. 2. Spectrum of the stacked LL system as a function
of {r?). Red and blue points correspond to states from sys-
tems 1 and 2 respectively. Parameters are mmax = 600, R% =
602, R2 = 598, K = 0.4,£? = 200. In this case, {1 — {3 = —6.
Dashed black lines indicate the approximate linear dispersion
for the edge modes (see Eq. (11)), which show excellent agree-
ment with numerics.

These relations are explained further in Appendix A.
Note that J = J; + Jo commutes with H, since any
radial potential conserves angular momentum.

The chemical potentials
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(with 0 < K < w,. and Ry, Ry & R > (p) are chosen to
ensure that for » < R only the lowest LL lies below zero
energy in both systems 1 and 2. However, for » > R,
both the n = 0,1 LLs lie below F = 0 in system 1,
while in system 2 there are no LLs below E = 0. This
implies that upon stacking the two systems, the total
Chern number of the filled LLs is C = 1+ 1 = 2 for
r< Rand C=2+4+0=2for r > R.

We can similarly study the Wen-Zee shift. Using the
fact that the shift within the nth LL (n = 0,1,2,...)
is n + 1 [26], we see that if &' is the shift in system 4,
Slen=Si«r=5:Ssp=35+35=2and & =0.
Thus, the total shift for the system is &.«r = 1 and
S->r = 2. Hence, this configuration gives an interface
at r ~ R between two systems with identical Chern num-
bers, but shifts that differ by one.

Absent any interactions, we expect that the full system
must have two zero energy states |1)1), |t2) localized at
r ~ R with well-defined angular momenta /1, f5, where
¢; = (1] J; |1p;). This is confirmed in Fig. 2, which shows
the spectrum of the full system (red and blue points
correspond to states in systems 1 and 2 respectively).
Now, if we found that ¢; = ¢3, we would be able to
gap out these edge states through rotationally symmet-
ric perturbations. However, we numerically observe that

pi(ri) = (6)

£, cannot be made equal to ¢y as long as [1)1) , |2) are at
the same radius i.e., (¢1|7][11) = (a| 75 [t2) = R2.
This can be achieved by suitably tuning R, Ro. We
note that in the limit where £ is large, we find that
0y — by = —2; as ¢ is decreased, |1 — {5] increases such
that the £ — oo limit provides a lower bound on the
difference |¢; — ¢3| between the angular momenta of the
zero modes i.e., |[¢; — fo| > 2. As we discuss below, the
limiting value has a simple analytic interpretation. Note
that if <’¢1|7’A% |w1> 75 <¢2|’qu |¢2>, the value of |€1 — €2|
can be changed arbitrarily but remains bounded below
by 2, ensuring that no rotation symmetric perturbations
can gap out these counter-propagating edge modes.

We can intuitively understand the limiting case as fol-
lows. If the chemical potential varies extremely slowly
(that is, £ is very large), there is no mixing between dif-
ferent Landau levels, and so to a good approximation
each edge state |¢), has a well-defined value of n} and
my, with angular momentum ¢; = m; —n}. Now for any
state |n,m),;, we have from Eqs (4),(5) that

i (n,m| @ -
Therefore using Eq. (7), with (1;| 72 [1;) = R?, we obtain
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We can also obtain the same result analytically from
the time-independent Schrédinger equation. Exploiting
the radial symmetry of the problem and writing the

u(r)elw

Ji — 1) In, m), = 2n. (7)

wave-function as ¥(r,0) = , we obtain the radial

Schrédinger equation in standard WKB form:

07u(r) — Qe(r)u(r) =0, 9)
where
Qulr) = (m wer” y mlve IRZC 2m(E+Mi(r))>
(10)

We now set R, = R and consider the limit R > ¢ >
fp, which corresponds to the limit in which the num-
ber of flux quanta passing through radius R is large:
Ny(R) = eBmR?/2m > 1. Note that this is equivalent to
assuming that w, is the largest scale in the system, so we
should reproduce the results of the preceding argument.
In this limit, a standard WKB analysis [35, 36] reveals
the presence of a linearly dispersing, exponentially local-
ized mode near r ~ R for each system:

; 14 (=1)t
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Since this approximation holds only for F(9) < w., we
must pick the principal quantum number ng = 1 (ng = 0)

+(=1)

(11)



for the first (second) system, for which this approximate
expression shows excellent agreement with numerics (see
dashed black lines in Fig. 2). Setting E = 0, we find the
angular momenta ¢; of the zero-modes

R2

=0
202,

— 24+ (=1)", (12)

for which the wave-function for each system takes the
simple asymptotic form u(r) ~ exp(—(r — R)?/2(%).
Hence, the difference between the angular momenta of
the zero modes is

O —ly = -2, (13)

further verifying our claim that these counter-
propagating modes cannot be gapped by any rotation-
symmetry preserving perturbations since they possess
distinct angular momenta.

We have thus demonstrated the existence of rotation-
symmetry protected counter-propagating gapless edge
modes which are localized at the interface between two
quantum Hall systems with identical Chern numbers but
distinct shift invariants. We have not yet proven that
a nonzero relative shift necessarily implies gapless edge
modes; this will be done in the next Section.

The protocol devised here provides a clear, experimen-
tally viable route for probing the (difference in) weak
topological indices of systems with identical strong topo-
logical invariants. Finally, we note that our results are
not restricted to non-relativistic Landau levels — indeed,
we expect that an interface between relativistic Landau
levels with identical Chern numbers but distinct shift in-
variants will also result in rotation-symmetry protected
gapless edge states (see e.g. Ref. [37] for a discussion of
the Wen-Zee shift in 24-1-D Dirac fermions).

III. GAPLESS EDGE STATES IN THE DISC
GEOMETRY

Motivated by the model study discussed above, we
now investigate the general theory of rotation protected
edge states in the disc geometry, focusing on the case of
Abelian quantum Hall states with both U(1), charge con-
servation and a continuous spatial rotational symmetry
U(1),. In the framework of Abelian Chern-Simons the-
ory and edge chiral boson edge states [38], we shall derive
and prove sufficient conditions for gapless edge states pro-
tected by rotation symmetry U(1),.. We work on a disc
geometry to ensure compatibility with U(1),. Here, we
will not consider discrete translation symmetry, although
we expect our discussion can be straightforwardly gener-
alized to include the additional weak invariants that are
protected by Z? translations [21, 33].

A. Field theory of edge states in the disc geometry

We consider a generic two-dimensional (2+41D)
Abelian topological order enriched with both the charge
conservation symmetry U(1). and a continuous spatial
rotational symmetry U(1), ~ SO(2). This theory is de-
scribed by the following multi-component Abelian Chern-
Simons theory [39]:

2N
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where we follow the Einstein convention to always sum
over repeated indices. Ky jis an N x N integer-valued
symmetric matrix, which is invertible for a gapped topo-
logical order. A and w are gauge fields for the U(1). and
U(1), symmetries respectively.! ' and § are known as the
charge and spin vectors of the Abelian topological order,
characterizing the charge and angular momentum carried
by quasiparticles in the topological order [38]. ¢; are all
integers, while s; can be either integers or half-integers
in bosonic or fermionic systems respectively [26].

Upon integrating out the gauge fields a’, we obtain the
following effective response theory [21, 41]:

Oy VA S VA
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+ Ee” Aw, 0wy, (15)

oy =tTK % S=s"TK ' (,=s"K's. (16)
Here, we have ignored the contribution from the ‘framing
anomaly’ discussed in Ref. [41].

We now place the system on a disc of radius R, pre-
serving the U(1), rotational symmetry. Quantizing the
above Chern-Simons theory on an open disc D of radius
R leads to a constraint €/d;al = 0 in the bulk, and
hence aj[ = 0j¢'. This leads to the following effective
Lagrangian density on the circular edge parametrized by
the coordinate z = Rf, with 6 € [0,27] ~ St:

(17)
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where --- represent the non-universal energetic terms.

Hereafter, we shall use the polar angle 6§ and the edge
coordinate * = AR interchangeably to parametrize the
edge states on the disc of radius R. The chiral bosons
satisfy the following commutation relation:

6" (2),0,0” (y)] = —27id(x —y) K ;. (18)

I The field theory treats the spatial rotation symmetry U(1), ef-
fectively as an internal symmetry. This assumption is discussed
further in e.g. Refs. [19, 40].



The charge density on the edge is given by

tr I
== , 19
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and similarly the spin angular momentum density on the
edge is written as

_ 514 1
Ps = 27T81¢ . (20)

Under a U(1) charge rotation by phase «, a generic edge
excitation Vfw eilr¢" (@) transforms as

eiafp(:c)datv;_efiafp(ac)dx — efioleK;},t,]‘/l_‘. (21)

In other words, the above edge excitation Vj- carries a
U(1), charge of

Qr= fl,K;}tJ. (22)

Similarly, the U(1), spatial rotation is generated by the
total angular momentum

L.,=—1i0p + /ps(x)dx. (23)

Under a spatial rotation by angle «, the edge excitation
Vi transforms as

eiaLsz(z)efio‘Lz = eiio‘lIK;‘lfs"Vl«(x + Ra). (24)

In other words, a rotational-invariant edge excitation

27
Ve = / dfe"'"V{z = OR) (25)
’ 0

carries angular momentum
L.(n)=n—1;K; sy (26)

Below, we present and derive three sufficient conditions
for gapless edge states in the disc geometry, protected
by U(1). x U(1), symmetries. We derive each condi-
tion using two different approaches: the first one is based
on the sufficient and necessary conditions for a gapped
open boundary introduced in Ref. [42], while the second
derivation is based on the Lieb-Schultz-Mattis-Oshikawa
type flux insertion argument [43].

B. Sufficient conditions for gapless edge states

In the absence of any symmetry, in Ref. [42] Levin es-
tablished the following theorem regarding the robustness
of edge excitations of 241D Abelian topological orders, as
described by Eq. (17) (see also Ref. [44]). The edge states
of a 241D Abelian topological order described by Chern-
Simons theory (Eq. (14)) with matrix K can be gapped
if and only if there exists a Lagrangian subgroup [45, 46]
M = {m;} of integer vectors m;, defined by the following
two conditions:

Q) mI'K='m; =0 mod 1, V m;,m;e M;

(ii) For any quasiparticle labeled by an integer vector
I, it either satisfies [ € M (ie. [ = >, cim;), or has
nontrivial braiding statistics with at least one element in
M (i.e. 3m; € M such that mI K~11 #0 mod 1).

Ref. [42] also provided the explicit form of the
backscattering terms (also called Higgs terms [47]) that
gap out the edge states if both conditions are satisfied:

Lns =Y Un(2)cos(A[ K 107 — fi(z))  (27)
{7}

where the null wvectors {A;} satisfy ATKA; =
0, V 4,5 [42]. The physical meaning of an element
m; € M of the Larangian subgroup is a bosonic quasipar-
ticle Viz ~ ¢i™' ¢’ \which condenses on the gapped edge,
in the sense that the edge operator V3 has a long-range
ordered correlation function on the gapped edge [42]:

lim  (eimrd' @e=imid' W)y £ W e M. (28)
|z —y|—o00
While the above theorem applies to edge states with-
out any symmetry, below we consider how the presence
of continuous U(1). x U(1), symmetries adds new con-
straints for obtaining a symmetrically gapped edge.
First of all, we consider the U(1). symmetry associated
with charge conservation. In this case, in order for the
gapped edge to preserve U(1), symmetry, any charged
operator must have a short-ranged correlation function,
since otherwise the U(1), symmetry is spontaneously bro-
ken. Assuming a gapped symmetric edge, due to the
property Eq. (28), we must have

m K~ 't=0, YVmeM (29)

otherwise there will be long-range ordered correlations
for the U(1).-charged operator eimi ¢I, a signature for
the spontaneous breaking of the charge U(1). symmetry.

We now show that a fractional Hall conductance
Opy =t K 't #0 mod 1 (30)

is a sufficient condition for gapless edge states. We con-
sider an edge excitation Vi associated with the charge
vector . By definition (i) of the Lagrangian subgroup
M, the fractional Hall conductance Eq. (30) dictates that
t ¢ M. On the other hand, the relation Eq. (29) states
that ¢ has trivial braiding with all elements of M. This
contradiction to condition (ii) of a Lagrangian subgroup
suggests that a gapped edge preserving U(1) symmetry
is impossible. Meanwhile, a continuous U(1) symmetry
cannot be spontaneously broken in one spatial dimension.
Thus, Eq. (30) is a sufficient condition for gapless edge
modes in 241D Abelian topological orders (Eq. (14)).
It is now straightforward to generalize the above ar-
guments to U(1), spatial rotational symmetry. In or-
der for the long-range order of Vj, operators (or more

precisely, <V7‘Tﬁ1 ni—0Viii,ni=0) # 0) to not spontaneously

break U(1), rotational symmetry (Eq. (24)), we must re-
quire that

m'K 's=0, YVmeM (31)



Now, following the same argument as in the case of U(1),
symmetry, we find

sTK™'s#0 mod 1 (32)

as another sufficient condition for gapless edge states in
the disc geometry.

Finally, in the presence of the full U(1), x U(1), sym-
metry, assuming a gapped symmetric edge, in order for
both  and § to satisfy condition (ii) of a Lagrangian
subgroup, it is straightforward to show that

§=t"TK 's#0 mod 1. (33)

Thus, a fractional Wen-Zee shift & is also a sufficient
condition for gapless edge states in the disc geometry.

C. Flux insertion arguments

Above, using the necessary and sufficient conditions
for a gapped edge without any symmetry [42], we showed
that the presence of U(1). x U(1),. symmetry gives rise to
extra necessary conditions for obtaining a gapped sym-
metric edge. In particular, we derived the sufficient con-
ditions Egs. (30),(32), and (33) for gapless edge states in
the disc geometry, protected by the U(1). x U(1), sym-
metry. In this derivation, we required (30), (32), and (33)
to have a nonzero fractional part, relying on the braiding
statistics argument of Ref. [42], which only detects frac-
tional statistics. Below, we provide an alternative proof
based on the flux insertion argument [43], which allows
us to expand the sufficient conditions and simply requires
(30), (32), or (33) to be nonzero.

As a warm up exercise, we first derive a well known
result: the edge states of a quantum Hall state must be
gapless if it has a nonzero Hall conductance [48-50] i.e.

Ouy =t/ K5ty #0. (34)

To prove this conclusion, we first assume a gapped sym-
metric edge, and then use the flux insertion argument to
derive a contradiction. If the edge states can be gapped
out without symmetry breaking, there will be a unique
many-body ground state in the disc geometry, separated
from the rest of the spectrum by a finite energy gap.
The finite gap allows us to adiabatically thread a total
U(1) flux of @ through the disc, e.g. uniformly over the
bulk of the disc, without closing the gap. Now that the
low energy subspace of the whole system is effectively
spanned by the edge excitations described by Eq. (17),
we focus on how the adiabatic flux insertion process influ-
ences the edge states. To be specific, we assume that the
edge states are symmetrically gapped out by adding the
following generic local terms to the Lagrangian density:

Ledge(t = OR) = 3 1y Viep, (00 = 0) -
JTEE S8V (04 00| Ty (10 (35)

While U(1), symmetry Eq. (21) imposes the constraint
doilt=o, (36)
the U(1), rotational symmetry Eq.(24) requires

Y ifs=o. (37)

Adiabatic insertion of uniform flux ® (in units of % =
h/e) in the bulk leads to a vector potential of Ag = ®/27
on the circular edge of the disc, which modifies the edge
Hamiltonian Eq. (35) as

Ty ({0:}) = M 2= 0000 ({0:)) . (38)

After the ® = 27 flux insertion, the above change to the
edge Hamiltonian can be absorbed by the following large
gauge transformation [43, 51]:

Uy = el [ datrds(@) (39)

In other words, the 27-flux-inserted Hamiltonian H (® =
27) is related to the original zero-flux Hamiltonian
through

UgH(® =2m)U;t = H(® =0). (40)

In the presence of a finite energy gap, the adiabatic
flux insertion process relates the unique ground states
of H(® = 0) and H(® = 27) by the large gauge trans-
formation, up to a phase e'® € U(1):

|® =0) =e' Uy |® = 27) . (41)

However, note that the total U(1). charge Eq. (19) on
the edge does not commute with Uyp:

Uo(/pc(x)dm)Uo_l z/pc(x)dx—tTKflt. (42)

In other words, the total U(1). charge of the edge ground
state changes under the flux insertion process, contradict-
ing our assumption of a unique gapped ground state on
the edge. Therefore, it is impossible to have a gapped
symmetric edge with a nonzero Hall conductance (34).

We can now straightforwardly generalize this argument
and similarly relax the constraint in Eq. (33). Note that
the total angular momentum Eq. (23) does not commute
with Uy either:

UL Uy' =L, —s"K't. (43)
Therefore, if
S=s"TK't+0 (44)

it is impossible to have a gapped edge that preserves
both U(1). and U(1), symmetry. This mixed anomaly
of U(1). x U(1), symmetry provides another sufficient
condition for gapless edge states on a disc geometry.
Unlike the adiabatic insertion of U(1). flux which can
be implemented both in microscopic lattice models and in



the continuum field theory as shown above, to insert the
U(1), flux of the spatial rotational symmetry, one needs
to create conical defects [28]; in practice, this is subtle
to carry out in a microscopic lattice model. However,
the continuum field theory Eq. (17)) of the edge states
permits us to conveniently insert a U(1), flux ®,2, after
which the modified edge Hamiltonian Eq. (35) becomes

~ iy SNy g T, D,
T{E}({Gi}) = ez 2z Ol T{fi}({(l + %)Ol}) (45)

As before, the adiabatic insertion of 27 flux can be ab-
sorbed by the following large gauge transformation:

Ué _ 6989+ifdx31¢](32) (46)

Since the total angular momentum Eq. (23) of the edge
states is not preserved during the flux insertion process:

UL (U™ =L, —s"K™ s, (47)

it is impossible to have a gapped edge preserving U(1),.
symmetry. We have hence proved the third sufficient
condition

sTK™1s #0 (48)

for gapless edge states in the disc geometry, protected by
the spatial rotation symmetry U(1),..

IV. DISCRETE ROTATIONAL SYMMETRY
AND CORNER CHARGES

In this section, we investigate geometries beyond the
disc geometry discussed above. In particular, we com-
pute the corner charges of Abelian topological orders on
a 2d regular polygon, and on the 2d surface of a three-
dimensional (3d) regular polyhedron (i.e. a Platonic
solid). Note that while corner charges have been dis-
cussed in the context of free-fermion higher-order topo-
logical insulators in 2d and 3d [52-56], our results apply
more generally in the presence of strong interactions.

First, we discuss an Abelian topological order (given
by Eq. (14)) on a regular polygon of n sides (i.e. an n-
gon), where the continuous spatial rotational symmetry
U(1), is broken down to a discrete n-fold rotation C,,.
If the topological order has a gappable edge [42] with
vanishing charge and thermal Hall conductance (c— =
ozy = 0), the gapless edge states protected by conditions
(44) or (48) can be gapped out on the n open edges of
an n-gon. Nevertheless, such a C,-symmetric n-gon will

2 Although the U(1), and U(1). symmetry are treated on equal
footing as internal symmetries in the bulk effective field theory
Eq. (14), their fluxes have different manifestations on the edge
states. In particular, the spatial U(1), flux includes a rescaling
of the angle variable 6 in contrast to the global U(1). flux.

Platonic solids|n|m| F| Qn,m.r)
Tetrahedron |33 |4 | —tTK s

Cube 4136 f%tTKfls
Octahedron |3|4 |8 fgtTKfls
Dodecahedron |5 3 |12 —%tTKfls
Icosahedron [3|5 |20 —gtTKfls

TABLE I. The 5 distinct Platonic solids in three dimensions,
and the fractional charge Eq. (52) localized on each vertex
when a 2+1D topological order (given by Eq. (14)) is placed
on their 2d surfaces.

exhibit corner charges. To be specific, the following back-
scattering term (see Eq. (27))

Hyo = (p Un, Jy" dfcos [ATKo(0) — f:(9)],
£i(6 427 /n) = f,(0) + 2=ATs (49)

can gap out the edge modes while preserving the C,, sym-
metry. The C,, symmetry can be verified using the trans-
formation rule Eq. (24). As usual, we use the polar angle
6 € [0,27] ~ S to label the coordinate of the chiral bo-
son fields {¢!(6)} on the open edges of the n-gon. Using
the commutation relations Eq. (18) and transformation
under rotational symmetry Eq. (24), it is straightforward
to show that each corner (at 8 = ) of the n-gon is as-
sociated with the following vertex operator:

De, (6p) ~ eisnbl(@o)/n. (50)

Using the U(1). symmetry transformation Eq. (21), we
then find that the corner charge is given by?®

1 S
Qc, = ——t'K's=—— mod1. (51)
n n

Next, we consider the case where the 2+1D Abelian
topological order is placed on the 2d surface of a 3d con-
vex regular polyhedron (also known as a Platonic solid).
The faces of each Platonic solid are congruent regular n-
gons, and each vertex is shared by m faces. The five dis-
tinct Platonic solids are summarized in Table I, where the
number F of faces, V = nF/m of vertices, and E = nF/2
of edges satisfy the Euler characteristic of V—E+ F = 2
for 3d convex polyhedrons. From our previous discus-
sions, since each vertex of the Platonic solid is joined by
m corners of n-gons, the fractional charge accumulated
on each vertex is given by

Qo) = ——TK s =-"¢ mod 1 mod 1(52)
n n

Note that Eq. (51) only applies for 241D topological or-
ders with a gappable edge [42], whose charge and thermal

3 Here, we do not consider the effect of discrete translation sym-
metries, which can contribute additional terms to the effective
response theory; see e.g. [21, 33].



Hall conductance must vanish, so that each side of the 2d
n-gon can be gapped out. In contrast, Eq. (52) applies to
a generic 2+1D topological order irrespective of whether
it has a gapped edge or not.

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In summary, we have studied the boundary excitations
of arbitrary 241D Abelian topological orders that pre-
serve both charge U(1). and spatial rotation U(1), sym-
metries, for different geometries. In the disc geometry,
which preserves the continuous U(1), symmetry, we de-
rived three sufficient conditions (34), (44), and (48) for
gapless edge states using Chern-Simons field theory. We
also demonstrated these results explicitly through a mi-
croscopic calculation for quantum Hall states in Landau
levels, where we showed the presence of rotation sym-
metry protected gapless edge modes on the interface be-
tween two systems with identical Chern numbers but dis-
tinct Wen-Zee shifts. In the 2d regular polygon geometry,
where the U(1), symmetry is broken down to a discrete
C,, rotational symmetry, we further derived the general
formula Eq. (51)) for the fractional charge bound to each
corner, under the condition of a gappable edge with van-
ishing Hall condutance. Using this result, we computed
the fractional charge Eq. (52) bound to each vertex of
a Platonic solid, when an arbitrary Abelian topological
order is placed on the 2d surface of the Platonic solid.

While we have focused on Abelian quantum Hall states
in this work, one natural future direction is to general-
ize it to non-Abelian topological orders. Moreover, in
the case of discrete C,, rotational symmetry, the Wen-
Zee term [26, 29] considered in this work is only appli-
cable to the cases where C,, symmetry does not permute
anyons in the topological order. When distinct anyons
are transformed into each other by the C, symmetry,
more exotic non-Abelian corner states can emerge [57—
60]. More broadly, our work opens the door for studying

interfaces between systems (either with or without intrin-
sic topological order) which possess the same strong SPT
invariants (such as the Chern number) but distinct weak
invariants (such as the shift). We expect that similar re-
sults can be obtained for the remaining weak invariants
(such as the charge polarization) that appear in the for-
mal classification of 241D topologically ordered systems
with U(1). charge conservation, Z? translation, and C,,
discrete rotation symmetries [21]. We leave a thorough
investigation of the edge manifestations of the remaining
weak topological indices to future work.
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Appendix A: Background on the numerical
calculation

In the main text, we studied a stack of two LL sys-
tems with radially varying potentials. Here, we explain
how to model one such system, following the procedure
delineated in Ref. [34]. Note that the Hamiltonian for
noninteracting fermions in a background magnetic field
described by the vector potential A and a radial potential
V(r)is

(p—eA)?
2m

H= +V(r), (A1)
where A is chosen to be in the symmetric gauge. We
first express this Hamiltonian in the Landau quantized
picture for a general choice of V.

This is done by rewriting H in terms of two indepen-
dent harmonic oscillator degrees of freedom. Let a,af
be the operators that lower/raise the LL index n. Let
13, bt be the operators that lower/raise a second quantum
number m. The angular momentum in this representa-
tion is given by £ = m — n. In the symmetric gauge,
each eigenstate (when V' = 0) can be written in the form

(aT);i('M‘)m |0,0). Then we have

|n7m> = Sl

)=Vnn—1,m)
a'|n,m) =vn+1|n+1,m)
) =Vmln,m—1)
bl [n,m) = vVm+1|n,m +1).

aln,m

b|n,m

In this basis, the kinetic term of H is simply

hiw. (aTa + ;) : (A6)

10

Now, we want to express the radial potential V' in this
basis as well. Note that Z,y can be written in terms of
these operators as

T4y t
=ila—10 A7
T, = o= (A7)

T —1y N
= —i(a' — ). A8
T =i =) (A8)

This implies that

72 =204(1+a'a+b'b — ab — a'd"). (A9)

In particular,

2
;7 |n, m) = 2(n 4+ m) |n,m)
B

—2ymnin—1,m—1)
—2y/(n+1)(m+1)n+1,m+1).

(A10)

We see that 72 conserves the angular momentum ¢ =
m—n. We can now express 72 in the basis of |n, m), diago-
nalize it, and obtain a set of eigenstates |¢;),j =1,2,...,
with eigenvalues rjz (which we assume increase with the
index j). Let ® be the eigenvector matrix associated
to 72, and D be the diagonal matrix with D;; = r2.
Then, for a general radial potential, we can write V (#2) =
®V(D)®~!. This gives us the matrix for the desired V/

in the |n,m) basis.
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