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Lowest Landau level wavefunctions are eigenstates of the Hamiltonian of a charged particle in
two dimensions under a uniform magnetic field. They are known to be holomorphic both in real
and momentum spaces, and also exhibit uniform, translationally invariant, geometrical properties
in momentum space. In this paper, using the Stone-von Neumann theorem, we show that lowest
Landau level wavefunctions are indeed the only possible states with unit Chern number satisfying
these conditions. We also prove the uniqueness of their direct analogs with higher Chern numbers

and provide their expressions.

Introduction.— There is an increasing interest in topo-
logical flat bands. Here, the adjective flat may refer not
only to the energy dispersion but also to the geomet-
rical properties in momentum space such as the Berry
curvature and the quantum metric. Recently discovered
twisted bilayer graphene in the chiral limit [1-6] is an
interesting example of an energetically flat band with ge-
ometrical properties fulfilling the holomorphicity condi-
tion, under which the Berry curvature and the quantum
metric are related by a strict equality (see Eq.(2) below).
It has been known that when bands fulfill the holomor-
phicity condition and the Berry curvature is flat, their
projected density operators obey the Girvin-MacDonald-
Platzman (GMP) algebra [7], implying that a fractional
topological phase can be stabilized [8]. The lowest Lan-
dau level is an example of such a band, and its higher
Chern number analogs have also been proposed [9]. Such
energetically and geometrically flat bands can be ideal
platforms to host fractional topological phases [10].

In this paper, we show that lowest Landau levels are
not just examples of geometrically flat bands fulfilling the
holomorphicity condition, but rather they are the only
possibility of such a flat band in two dimensions with
unit Chern number in the isotropic case. We also show
that geometrically flat bands with higher Chern num-
bers, such as those constructed in [9], are also uniquely
determined once one fixes the Chern number and one pa-
rameter governing the anisotropy called the modular pa-
rameter. Finally we provide explicit expressions of those
wavefunctions. On the one hand, our result places a strict
constraint on the types of wavefunctions one can con-
sider in exploring bands fulfilling the GMP algebra. On
the other hand, our explicit expressions of the desired
wavefunctions, which are exhaustive due to the unique-
ness, can provide a solid basis to further study fractional
topological physics in such bands.

Kahler bands.— Before stating our main theorem and
presenting its proof, we first introduce the basic termi-
nology of Bloch bands and the concept of Kéahler band
which will be used in the discussion to follow. We focus
on two spatial dimensions.

Energy bands of a particle in a periodic potential are

characterized, via Bloch’s theorem, by the quasimomen-
tum k, a parameter which is taken from a two-torus
known as the Brillouin zone BZ2. For a given k, an eigen-
state for a given band is described by a Bloch wavefunc-
tion |ux) which takes values in a suitable Hilbert space
H. Since multiplying |ux) by a nonzero complex num-
ber defines the same quantum state, a quantum state is
specified by a one-dimensional vector subspace of H, i.e.
a point in a complex projective space. A Bloch band
thus defines a map from the Brillouin zone to a complex
projective space.

In Ref. [11-13], we have introduced the concept of a
(anti)-Kdhler band, a Bloch band for which the associ-
ated map from the Brillouin zone to the space of quantum
states, regarded appropriately as a map between com-
plex manifolds, is a (anti)-holomorphic immersion. For
(anti)-Kahler bands, the quantum metric g and Berry
curvature F' are connected by a complex structure J, a
tensor which squares to —1, giving BZ? the structure
of a (anti)-Kdhler manifold. In the periodic coordinates
k = (kg,k,) of the BZ? [14], denoting the two-by-two
matrices representing g, F' and J, respectively, by the
same letters g(k) = [g;]1<i,j<2, F(k) = [Fij]i<i j<2 and
J(k) = [Jijli<i,j<2, the condition that a K&hler band
must satisfy is equivalent to the matrix equation

i
g9(k) = -5 F(k)J k), (1)
which taking determinants gives the quantum metric-
Berry curvature relation

_ |[Fua(k)|

det(g(k)) = 2

(2)
(Note that we use the convention that the Berry cur-
vature F' is purely imaginary.) In Ref. [11], the lowest
Landau level appears as a special case of a Kéahler band
with C = 1 for which the quantum geometry of the Bril-
louin zone is independent of k, i.e., it is invariant under
the full translation group R? of the Brillouin zone—we
refer to these Bloch bands as geometrically flat Kahler
bands [15]. The main result of this Letter is the follow-
ing theorem:
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Theorem (Uniqueness of geometrically flat Ké&hler
bands). Geometrically flat (anti-)Kdhler bands, i.e.
bands in which the equality Eq. (1) holds and g is in-
dependent of k, are unique up to a gauge choice, given
the Chern number C € Zzo and the constant complex
structure J.

Some remarks are in order. The cases C > 0 corre-
sponds to Kéahler bands, while C < 0 corresponds to anti-
Kahler bands. Below we assume C > 0, but the unique-
ness proof holds for C < 0 mutatis mutandis; in partic-
ular, ones obtains the wavefunction for C < 0 by taking
the complex conjugate of the wavefunction for C > 0.

The assumption that ¢ is constant, together with
Eq. (2), implies that F is also constant in momen-
tum space. Besides, from Eq. (1), one sees that J is
also constant. Such a Kéhler band is thus translation-
invariant in momentum space. Translation-invariant
complex structures J in the Brillouin zone BZ? can be
conveniently parametrized in terms of a modular pa-

1 (—RG(T) —|T|2) where

rameter 7 € H as J = Tm(7) 1 Re(7)

H = {r € C: Im(7) > 0} is the upper half of the com-
plex plane [13]. We then parameterize momentum space
by the complex coordinate z, = k, + 7k,. Note that the
Brillouin zone equipped with this complex coordinate be-
comes a complex torus C/A,, where A, = Z + 7Z.

We will see that one cannot obtain a geometrically flat
Kahler band with a finite number of total bands—a result
which was already alternatively proved in Ref. [13] and
which also follows from the stronger statement that, in
fact, uniform Berry curvature always requires an infinite
total number of bands [16].

The outline of the proof of the Theorem is the follow-
ing. We first consider Kahler bands with constant J and
show that Bloch wavefunctions must be written as a lin-
ear combination of theta functions with characteristics.
We then assume that g, and hence F', are constant and,
via the Stone-von Neumann theorem, show that only one
possible combination of theta functions is allowed.

Kahler bands for translation-invariant J.— We de-
scribe the Bloch wavefunction [17] in two spatial dimen-
sions by a collection of nonvanishing vectors |uyx) € H
smoothly parametrized by k € R? where R? is the uni-
versal cover of BZ?, and # is a fized Hilbert space which
can be finite or infinite dimensional. We need |uy) and
|uk+a) for arbitrary G in the reciprocal lattice to de-
fine the same quantum state. If the momentum space
Hamiltonian Hy obeys the periodicity Hxg = Hy, |uxk)
and |uy4 ) differ, in general, by multiplication by a non-
vanishing complex number eg (k):

luk+a) = |uk)ea (k). (3)

By associativity of the sum (see Eq. (6)), one can show
that the functions eg (k) satisfy a cocycle condition

€G1+Go (k) =eG, (k + G2)eG2 (k) (4)

The family of functions then defines what is called a sys-
tem of multipliers for a line bundle L — BZ? (see, for ex-
ample, Refs. [18, 19]). There is a gauge degree of freedom
in defining the Bloch wavefunction |uy) because a state
in quantum mechanics is a one-dimensional subspace of
the Hilbert space. Concretely, we are free to multiply
luk) by g(k) € GL(1;C) = C* depending smoothly on
k € R% This changes the multipliers to g(;(t)c) ea(k),
which does not change the isomorphism class of L [19].
We assume that this line bundle has Chern number C,
which is nothing but the Chern number of the band un-
der consideration.

More generally, the momentum-space Hamiltonian can
transform as Hyxig = V(;HkV(;l, where, as a conse-
quence of Wigner’s theorem [20], Vg is either a unitary
or anti-unitary transformation corresponding to a pro-
jective representation of the symmetry group consisting
of the reciprocal lattice Z2. Therefore, there can be a
collection of unitary or anti-unitary transformations Vg
of H, G € Z?, such that

lukt+a) = (Valuk)) ec (k), (5)

and such that Vg, +a, equals to Vg, Ve, up to a phase
factor which depends on G; and Gsy. These matrices
can not depend on k otherwise the Berry curvature and
quantum metric, which are tensors in the Brillouin zone,
would not be periodic in k with respect to reciprocal
lattice translations. Since an anti-unitary Vg would nec-
essarily change the sign of the Berry curvature implying
the existence of zero of the Berry curvature, contradict-
ing with the assumption [21], the projective represen-
tation must be unitary. Additionally, we note that, by
associativity of the sum,

Ukt (Gi+G2)) = (Vai+a.|uk) ec,+a., (k) (6)
=lugera.)ra,) = (Va, Va,luk)) e, (k + G2)eg, (k).

Since this condition holds for every k, we may assume,
in what concerns the Bloch wave function, Vg,+q, =
Ve, Va,, i.e. we have a unitary representation of Z2.
We can then split Vg into unitary irreducibles, which
are parameterized in terms of real unit cell positions r:
e 2mG T with r and r + R, for R € Z? determining
the same irreducible representation. This decomposi-
tion gives us uk(r) € Hy, where H, is a direct sum-
mand in the decomposition of the representation into ir-
reducibles and it has the property that for each G € Z?:
Vauk(r) = e 2™G Ty (r). We note that uy(r) can be a
spinor containing multiple components. If H is a finite
dimensional Hilbert space, r takes a value in a discrete
subset of the real space unit cell, otherwise it may be
the whole of the unit cell—the decomposition is then a
direct-integral decomposition. This discussion allows us
to derive the relation

uera(r) = ea(k)e ™S Tu(r), (7)



namely ug(r) behaves as a smooth section of a line bundle
L, — BZ* whose multipliers are eg(k)e 2mGT,

Now we fix a translation-invariant complex structure
on BZ? described by the complex coordinate z, = k, +
Tky. The condition for |ux) to determine a Kéahler band
is [12]

0
0z;

) — (= ) = 0, (®)

which essentially says that |ux) is holomorphic up to
an overall nonholomorphic nonvanishing multiplicative
factor and so, after going to a holomorphic gauge so
that the Berry gauge field is represented by a (1,0)-form
(52 ) = 0),

0
— =0 9
0z, |uk> ) ( )
which is simply the requirement of holomorphicity of

|uk).

This holomorphicity condition in turn implies that the
multipliers ec (k) are holomorphic in z, and that L —
BZ? and, as a matter of fact, all of the L, — BZ?, for r
running in the real space unit cell, are holomorphic line
bundles. Because holomorphic line bundles over complex
tori, i.e. R2?/Z? equipped with a translation-invariant
complex structure J, are determined, up to isomorphism,
by the holomorphic line bundles whose spaces of holomor-
phic sections are described by theta functions [18, 22] the
form of |uy) is already heavily constrained. This is be-
cause this condition together with Eq. (7) tells us that
uxk(r) behaves as a holomorphic section of L,. The space
of such sections is a finite dimensional vector space, de-
noted H°(C/A,, L,) and whose dimension equals, by the
Riemann-Roch theorem [23, 24], C = deg(L,). Morover,
we can describe H°(C/A,, L;) quite explicitly in terms of
theta functions. Namely, we may assume that [19], after
multiplication of |ux) by a suitable global nonvanishing
holomorphic function g(k) (in the universal cover R?)

—inTCm2 —2miCmyz, 2
= e My TETEM A with G = (Mg, my) € Z°,

(10)

(el (k)

and then this forces the components of uk(r) € Hy, once
a basis for H, is chosen, to be linear combinations with
possibly r-dependent coefficients of the theta functions

Op.a(zr) =19 [ 4 ; 4 } (Czr,CT), a=0,...,C—1,
(11)

where ¥ [ Z ] (27,T) = Yonez eimT(n+a)®+2mi(nta)(zr+b) g
known as the theta function with characteristics pre-
scribed by a,b € R.

Uniqueness of flat Kdhler bands.— We now require the
quantum metric to be flat and derive a much more re-

strictive condition on |uk). Because a Kéhler band is

essentially a holomorphic immersion of a complex torus
in a projective space, the translation-invariance of the
quantum geometry implies that, after fixing one refer-
ence quasimomentum, say the zero vector, each trans-
lation vector k € R? lifts to a quantum symmetry—a
symmetry of the target projective space equipped with
the Fubini-Study metric—relating |ug) and |ug). Once
again, due to Wigner’s theorem, quantum symmetries are
realized by a projective representation of the symmetry
group in question, where the transformations are either
unitary or anti-unitary. The key step now is to note that
there exist some unitary or anti-unitary operators U,
k € R?, such that

lue) = Ux|ug), for k € R?, (12)

We cannot allow Uy to be anti-unitarity, because, if so,
the Berry curvature at k and 0 would change sign contra-
dicting the fact that it is assumed to be constant. Hence,
we are lead to looking at projective unitary representa-
tions of R2. What this means is that for all k;, ks € R?
we have

Uk, Uk, = Ux, +x, ¥ (K1, k2), (13)

for ¥(ky, ko) a U(1)-valued 2-cocycle, i.e., ¥(ky, ko) are
phases satisfying

(ki ko + k3)(ko, ks) = ¥(ki, ka)p(ki + ko, ks).
(14)

We note that Ug = Vg for reciprocal lattice vectors G.
Projective unitary representations of R? are equivalent
to unitary representations of central extensions G of R?
by U(1). Mathematically this means there exists a short
exact sequence of groups

1—U1) — G — R*—0, (15)

where each arrow is a group homomorphism and the ker-
nel of each arrow is the image of the previous one. The
group G as a set is just the Cartesian product R? x U(1).
As a group, we equip it with the product law

(ki, A1) - (ko, A2) = (ki + ko, Midov(ky, ko). (16)

It is then not hard to see that U(g) := UxA with
g = (k,\) € G satisfies U(g1)U(g2) = U(g1 - g2) for
all g1,92 € G and hence gives a unitary representation
of G. Tt is useful to define the commutator s(kj, k) =
¥(ky, ko) /1 (ka, ki) which satisfies, see Ref. [25],

(i) Antisymmetry: s(kq, ko) = s~ (ko, ki)
(ii) Alternating: s(k,k) =1

(ili) Bimultiplicativity: s(ki+ko, ks) = s(ki, ks)s(ka, k3)
S(kl, k2+k3) = S(kl, kg)S(kl, k3)



The three properties imply existence of an antisymmet-
ric bilinear form w in R? with the property s(k;,ks) =
ewkLk2) where w(ky, ko) := Dk; x ko, for some D € R
and k; x ky = k' ( _01 é ko = ky ooy — k1 yko o
Theorem 1 of Ref. [25] (see also Refs. [22, 26] for
more on Heisenberg groups and central extensions) im-
plies that G is, up to isomorphism, uniquely determined
by s(ki, ko). When w is non-degenerate, i.e., for D # 0,
then G is referred to as a Heisenberg group. A particular
realization of G for a given D is determined by setting

(ki ky) = e PRrukze, a7

All other realizations are obtained in terms of non-
vanishing U(1)-valued functions g(k) as ¢'(ki, ko) =

%w(kl,kg) (note that s(ky, ke) is invariant un-

der this change). Observe that with this realization of
the central extension G, D = 0 corresponds to a trivial
central extension where G is really the direct product of
groups R? x U(1). This last case will not be relevant to
us as we shall see below, because C # 0.

Now the Stone-von Neumann theorem [22], states that
the Heisenberg group G has, up to unitary isomorphism,
a unique unitary irreducible representation. We will later
see that this unitary degree of freedom corresponds to
unitary gauge transformations. This irrep is the familiar
Hilbert space of square-integrable functions H = L2(R)
of one variable ¢, where we have the commutation re-
lation [¢,p] = i/D, with p = %8%. At this point, the
variable ¢ describes an abstract coordinate, but we derive
how one can transform from ¢ to the more physical po-
sition coordinate r in the Supplemental Material (SM).
Then,

_ ekaypefkazzw(q)

= e Dkalatki)op(q 4 k). (18)

Uxt(q)

Indeed, it is easy to see that Uy, Uy, = Uk, +k,%¥(k1,k2).
Note that D takes, in L?(R), the role of the inverse of
Planck’s constant. We note that it is this step which re-
quires that the number of bands, which is the dimension
of the Hilbert space H, must be infinite.

We can write, using the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff for-
mula,

Uk _ eiD(kyp_kmq)e%kaky. (19)

Using 2z, = k, + 7k,, we can then write

. 1 _ _
i(kyp = koa) = 5~ [2r (T +p) = 2- (ra +p)]. - (20)
Now observe that, because ¢ and p are self-adjoint, 7q¢+p
is the adjoint to 7¢ + p and that
T 27

[?q—i—p,Tq—i—p]zi%—iB:?. (21)

It is then convenient to introduce bosonic creation and
annihilation operators

D D
ar =/ — (7q¢+p) and al := \/5— (Ta+p), (22)
2Ty 272

which satisfy the canonical commutation relations
[a;,al] =1 and we may write

1 T_ 3z
- D —F |\ 270 . —Z7Q
[7k el?kzkye /2Dy ( T T T)

D _ 2 L_zal ——L _z.a
:elszkye 472D‘ZT| eV2Dm T e 2Dy T (23)

It is then clear that, after changing gauge, cancelling
all nonholomorphic nonvanishing multiplicative factors,
we see that to have a holomorphic |ux) we must have

L
ei\/Ti*?ZTaT|uo> =0 < ar|lug) = 0. Now the con-
dition ar|ug) = 0 is just the statement that |ug) is the
groundstate of the bosonic mode a,. The only solution,
up to an overall constant, is

up(q) = e~ (24)
which is in L*(R) iff D < 0. So a holomorphic state ex-
ists iff D < 0. This does not preclude us from considering
other representations of G that are not irreducible. How-
ever, due to the above finding that |ug) € H is unique
(up to rescale) this actually implies that the resulting
Kahler band is unique in a precise sense. The reason is
as follows. Suppose Ux was reducible. Then the Hilbert
space assumes the form H @ --- & H = H ® C!, where
‘H is the unique irrep of G and [ is the number of times
it appears (I may not be finite, but this does not change
the argument). The group G then acts only on the left
factor in H ® C!. Due to there existing only one possi-
ble choice (up to rescale) for |ug) in H that we can take
in Eq. (12), this then implies that the augmented state
in H ® C' will necessarily be of the form |uy) ® |c) for
some constant nonzero vector |c) € C! and |uk) € H asin
Eq. (12). This just corresponds to taking the same Bloch
band and introducing a new degree of freedom, such as
spin, which decouples and hence the resulting Bloch band
has a definite “spin polarization”.

Finally, we use the condition Eq. (5) to find the value
of D. Note that

lura) = (G, k) UcUiluo) = v~ (G, k)Ug|ux).
(25)

Then, eg (k) := ¢~ 1(G, k) should be unitary (since Uy is
unitary) multipliers for a line bundle over BZ?, and thus

ea(k) = Pk with G = (my,,m,) € Z2. (26)

A connection on the line bundle L is determined by a one-
form that is compatible with the system of multipliers:

Ak + G) = A(k) + eg(k)deg' (k) = A(k) — iDmydk,.
(27)



One possible choice is A = —iDkydk,. We then see
that the Chern number of L being equal to C forces
D = —2nC. This concludes the proof of the Theo-
rem, as the Kahler band we are looking for is precisely
|ux) = Ux|ug) for the Heisenberg group determined by
the Chern number C and |ug) such that a,|ug) = 0.
Please note how C enters in G and fixes the Uy’s and
H, T fixes what |up) must be.

We now proceed to give an explicit expression of uy(r)
in terms of theta functions—hence using the particular
realization of G. We refer the reader to the SM, where
we show that H, = CC, corresponding to the internal
“color” degree of freedom, and

) _ e27rikzkyeiﬂ'€‘rk§ (9

uk(r r)Q(ZT), e ,9[-)5_1(2’-,—)) . (28)

For the particular case C = 1 and 7 = ¢, this is exactly
the lowest Landau level Bloch wavefunction in the Lan-
dau gauge—see the SM for a detailed derivation of this
fact, while for higher C is the color-entangled lowest Lan-
dau level Bloch wavefunction previously considered in the
literature [9, 27].

We remark that the fact that the unitary irrep of G
is unique up to unitary isomorphism corresponds to the
freedom of gauge choice. Indeed, since the isomorphism
intertwines the action of G, it must, in particular, pre-
serve the quantum number associated to reciprocal lat-
tice translations r. It implies that we are allowed to per-
form U(C)-gauge transformations to ux(r). We note that
this is also equivalent to choosing a different orthogonal
basis of theta functions consistent with the Chern num-
ber C and the irrep of the reciprocal lattice associated
with r. In summary, in Eq.(28), we have two kinds of
gauge degrees of freedom:

(i) U(C) real space gauge transformations ug(r) ~—
S(r)uk(r), for S(r) € U(C);

(i) C* momentum space gauge transformations

uk(r) = g(k)u(r), for g(k) € C*.

In more physical terms, the transformation (i) corre-
sponds, for example in the case of lowest Landau levels,
to go from the Landau gauge to the symmetric gauge,
whereas the transformation (ii) corresponds to choosing
the normalization and phase of the Bloch wavefunction
at each momentum.

We have shown the uniqueness of the geometrically flat
Kahler bands for given Chern number and modular pa-
rameter. In previous works, the effect of the modular
parameter 7 is little explored; the situation 7 # ¢ can
arise when the effective mass of a particle is anisotropic,
cf. Ref. [28] where the Galilean metric includes the infor-
mation of 7. Our result shows that there is a continuous
family of geometrically flat Kahler bands parameterized
by 7, which provides novel degrees of freedom to explore
fractional topological physics with flat Kahler bands.
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Supplemental Material for “Uniqueness of Landau levels and their analogs with higher Chern numbers”
Obtaining the lowest Landau level type wavefunctions from an explicit realization of the Heisenberg group G

We derive an explicit expression of uk(r) in terms of theta functions—this will allow us to recover the lowest
Landau level wavefunction and the color-entangled wavefunctions. To do this, we need to extract the component
uk(r) corresponding to the irreducible representation of Z? labelled by r. Hence, the defining property of uy(r) is
Ugux(r) = e~ 2™G Ty, (r) for all G € Z2. This can be done through the Bloch-Zak transform which takes |ux) € H =
L?(R) to

ue(r) = > e CUGg|ux), (29)
Gez?

and provides a Hilbert space isomorphism L?(R) = ffc. d*r H, where u.c. stands for the real space unit cell labelling
irreps of the reciprocal lattice Z2. For the transform to be an isomorphism we need to define the inner product in H,
appropriately. For a general element |f) € L?(R), let us denote its value at a point ¢ € R by f(q). The Bloch-Zak
transform determines an element f(r) € H, from |f) € L?(R), which evaluated at a point ¢ € R reads

(fx) (@)= > "™ SUcaf(q)

GeZ?

_ Z e?Trisz(q-l—my)+27rimmm+27riymyf(q + my)
My, my €L?
= Y ermilCatametzivm (g 4 m,), (30)
My, my €L?
where we wrote G = (mg,m,) and r = (z,y) and used Eq.(18) of the main text. One can easily check that

the inverse transformation is |f) = [ _ d*r f(r). Using an expression of the series expansion of the Dirac comb,
ZpEZ ot —p) = ZmeZ €™M e obtain

(fr) (@)= D> > d(Cq+x—p)e*™¥™ f(g+m,)

my €L pEL

> SoCata—peimif (<24 L bm,). (31)

c c
my €EZ pEL
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We now write p = a + pC where a € {0,...,C — 1} and p € Z so that 3, = Zi;(l) sez- Then,

- X S S a iy (<24 ey +5)

my€Z a=0peZ

Cc—-1
= > > > d(Cq+a—a—CpeTmTRf (—g + % + my)

my€Z a=0 pEZ

Cc—1
_ Z Z f (_% + g + m, ) e2wi%y(—m+a+€my) Zé(CQ‘i‘ T - — Cﬁ)e—%ri%y(—m—i-a—i-c;ﬁ)
a=0 \m,€Z PEZ
c—1
= falr)di(q), (32)
a=0
where we defined
5(q) =) d(Cq+x—a—Cpe —2migy(—etatCp) (33)
peL
= 3 F(-gt G ) Embsmtaten), 31
myEZ

We can regard the vector space H, to be the span of the distributions 6%, (¢). We see that periodicity f(r+R) = f(r)
holds because 0% (q) and f,(r) transform in the opposite ways; for R = (ay, a,) € Z2,

62+R(q) = e_2ﬂié“y(_m+“m+o‘)5;7% (q) and dppe =0p, a=0,...,C -1, (35)
falr +R) = e2rica(otaete) ¢ (p) and faio(r) = fa(r), a=0,...,C — 1. (36)

This periodicity is consistent with the requirement of the periodicity of the Hilbert space, Hy4r = H, coming from
e 2miG (r+R) — o—2mG T which holds for any G in the reciprocal lattice.
If we define a Hilbert space structure by declaring

r T 1
<5ou 6,8> = E(Saﬂv (37)

then we get the desired Hilbert space isomorphism L?(R) = fue_acl d*r H,, where the right-hand side can be interpreted
as the space of square-integrable sections of a Hilbert bundle over the real space unit cell torus, obtained by identifying
r ~ r+R with R € Z2, and whose fiber is H,. A section of this Hilbert bundle is 1dent1fied with a collection of smooth
functions fo(r), ..., fe_1(r) satisfying the conditions in Eq. (36). The collection {5% }°Z1 can then be interpreted as a
global multivalued orthogonal frame field for this Hilbert bundle. To see that it is mdeed a Hilbert space isomorphism,
one shows that for f,g € L?(R), we have

12t T _ « T o
CZ/Mdrfa ga<>—ca2_,;/0 da:m%f(—5+g+my)g(—a+5+my)

- / dg F@g(a) = (flg). (38)

where we have used f dy e¥™w(m=—n) — §_ . for m,n € Z. We also refer to (fo(r),..., fe_1(r)) as the Bloch-Zak
transform of |f)—we are explicitly using the isomorphism H, = C¢ provided by the orthogonal basis determined by
the 0} ’s. Physically, these C degrees of freedom can be spins, orbits, or other internal degrees of freedom.

Now we explicitly evaluate the Bloch-Zak transform for |f) = |uk). First note that, From Eqs.(18) and (24) of the
main text,

. 2 .
uk(q) _ Ukuo(q) _ eurCT(q-Hcy) +27rzCkz(q+ky)' (39)



Then we find,

falr) = D7 (=5 + 5 +my ) e2miEvmratem) (40)

my €L

E eiﬂ'C‘r(—%+%+ky+my)2+27riCkz (—%+%+ky+my)+27riéy(—m+a+Cmy)

my €L

(63 x

— e2mikeky oinCTR] g [ c ; 4 ] (Cz:,CT), (41)
where 2z, = k; + 7ky, and we have introduced the theta functions with characteristics a,b € R as

a L iwr(n+a)2+27ri(n+a)(z+b)
0|5 ] e -3 , (12)
ne

for z € C. Therefore, the real-space representation of the Bloch state |uy) is thus given by a C-component wavefunction
of the following form:

x

. . 2 _z €1z
uy (r) = 2™ ihaky ginCTh, (19 [ yc } (Czr,CT)y ..., 0 { ¢ y ¢ ] (CZ-,—,CT)) . (43)

Since the overall normalization of the wavefunction can be chosen arbitrarily, the k-dependent exponential factors in
front of the theta functions can be removed if one wishes. This degree of freedom corresponds to choosing Uy and
the normalization of ug(q) different from ones we used in Eq.(39). Furthermore, as noted in the main text, there is a
U(C) real-space gauge degree freedom; this is to multiply ux(r) by an element of U(C), which can depend on r.

For the particular case C = 1 and 7 = i, the wavefunction uk(r) is just the lowest Landau level Bloch wavefunction
(in the Landau gauge), while for higher C is the so-called color-entangled lowest Landau level Bloch wavefunction.
Since the Landau level wavefunction expressed in terms of theta functions may not be familiar to some readers, we
include, for completeness, its derivation in the next section.

Lowest Landau level Bloch wavefunction

Here, for completeness, we present a derivation of the lowest Landau level Bloch wavefunction. The quantity
r = (z,y) will denote coordinates in the plane. The Hamiltonian of an electron in a uniform magnetic field is given
by

H= —% (0, + 2miy)* +0}] , (44)

where we assume the standard Euclidean metric in the plane and we use (rescaled) coordinates and a (unitary) Landau
gauge such that A = 2miydx. Note that we use a convention for which the gauge field is purely imaginary (instead of
purely real).

The Hamiltonian H is not invariant under the standard action of the translation group of the plane. However,
we may introduce a projective action of the translation group such that H is invariant under it. Taking an element
t = (tz,t,) € R?, its action on a wavefunction is given by a unitary operator U(t), which we refer to as a magnetic
translation, defined by

Ut)y(r) = 2™ y(r + t). (45)
The action is projective because
U(t1)U(t2) = Uty + to)e* 1ot (46)

The set of operators {U(t)\: t € R?, X\ € U(1)} forms a Heisenberg group, centrally extending the translation group
R? of the plane by U(1).
The covariant derivative V = d 4+ A, where d = dzd, + dyd, is the exterior derivative, commutes with U(t):

U(t) (Vi) =V (U(t)y), (47)



and because of this it also commutes with the Hamiltonian. It follows that H is magnetic translation invariant. If we
now consider the lattice Z2, we note that for Ry, Ry € Z2, we have

UR1)U(R2) = U(R1 + Ra). (48)

It follows that the operators {U(R) : R € Z?} give a unitary representation of the lattice and H is invariant under
it. We can then apply Bloch’s theorem, namely, look for eigenvectors of H that are also simultaneous eigenvectors of
the lattice magnetic translations. This will be wavefunctions ¢y (r) satisfying

UR)x(r) = e Ry (r), (49)
which is equivalent to, setting R = (m,n) € Z2,
¢k($ +m,y+ n) = e_2ﬂ-inwezﬂ—ik'R¢k(‘ru y) (50)

As usual, Bloch waves are not be normalizable in the whole of R?, but only in the unit cell of the lattice. The unit
cell of the lattice, due to the above periodicity constraint should be understood, topologically, as a torus R?/Z?, and
the wavefunctions at momentum k, as sections of an appropriate line bundle over this torus.

We then want to look for wavefunctions in the lowest Landau level satisfying the quasiperiodicity condition in
equation Eq. (50). We now introduce the complex coordinate w = x + iy in real space. We note that in this paper,
the symbol z, = k; + Tk, refers to momentum space complex coordinate, while w refers to the real space complex
coordinate. The covariant derivatives along the complex coordinate direction and its complex conjugate are

0 T B 0 T _
and thus the Hamiltomnian looks
1
H = —5 (VaVe +VyVy) == (VuVa +VgVy) = =2V, Vg + 7. (52)

Noting that —V,, is the L?—adjoint of V4, the energy due to the first term for any state [¢) is (¢|(—2V,Va)[th) =
2/|V|1)|]?> > 0 and so the ground state, namely the lowest Landau level, must satisfy Vgt (r) = 0, and the
corresponding energy is .

If we write (r) = e~ ™ ¢(r), the condition Vg1(r) = 0 can be re-written as

0(r)
ow

i.e. ¢(r) = ¢(w) is holomorphic. The lowest Landau level is precisely the space of wavefunctions which are holomorphic
in the sense of Eq. (53) and square-integrable.

It turns out, as we shall prove below, that for fixed momentum k = (k,
solution consistent with the quasiperiodicity condition in equation Eq. (

=0, (53)

, k), there is only one linearly independent
0) given by

Q/Jk(r) _ e—wy262m'kmky19 [ _k]zy :| (w, z) _ e_mﬁ Ze_w(l+kw)2+27ri(l+km)w—27rilky (54)
leZ

One can explicitly check that the condition Eq. (50) is satisfied by using the following identity for the theta function
which holds for general w, = x + 7y and v = m + 7n, where 7 € H and R = (m,n) € Z*:

9 { : ] (1 +7, 7) = ¢~ im7" Bminen 2riCam—bn) [ ! ] (- 7). (55)

The uniqueness of this solution (54) at fixed momentum k can be seen in the following way. As we have seen above,
if we write ¥k (r) = e_”y2¢k(r), ¢k (r) = ¢x(w) is holomorphic in the complex variable w, and due to the condition
(50), it has to satisfy

Sre(w + ) = e (w)e> TR gy (), (56)
with the holomorphic multipliers

ey (w) = eI o i € T+ i, (57)
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Setting v = 1, we see that ¢x(w + 1) = ¢ (w)e? =, Hence we can expand it in Fourier series ¢ (w) =
> ez 1™ Hk)w and, working out the relations between the coefficients from Eq. (56), one obtains the recursive
relation

Clep = cle—ﬂn2+27rn(l+km)+2ﬂ'ikyn (58)

whose general solution is ¢; = ce”’(”kz)z’%“ky, where the prefactor ¢ may depend on k. One then obtains the
solution Eq. (54). We note that the holomorphic multipliers e~ (w) satisfy the co-cycle condition e, 1, (w) = e, (w+
Y1)ey, (w). One can see the uniqueness of the solution (54) also from the fact that such holomorphic multipliers define
a holomorphic line bundle with degree 1 (1st Chern number) over the unit cell, which has a unique holomorphic
section by the Riemann-Roch theorem.

Finally we look for the expression of the cell (quasi)-periodic part of the Bloch wave, denoted by uk(r), which is
defined by

i (r) = 2™ Ty (r). (59)

The plane wave part of the above formula makes it so that the quasi-periodicity condition from Eq.(50) that uy(r)
must satisfy has the coefficient independent of k:

U ( +m,y +n) = e Ty (2, y), m,n € Z, (60)

so they can all be interpreted as (square integrable) sections of the same line bundle over the unit cell torus, hence
they belong to the same Hilbert space—see also the main text on the definition of a Bloch wave function, which uses
luk) € H for fixed H independently of k. From the explicit expression of ¥k (r) in Eq. (54), we see that

iz, ) = e~ 2T Ty 2mikuky [ k]z } (w, ). (61)
y
This expression of the Bloch wavefunction of the lowest Landau level should coincide with the general expression
obtained in Eq.(43) of the previous section with the replacement C = 1 and 7 = 4. So far, they do not look the same;
the characteristics of the theta function is the momentum for the former and real-space coordinate for the latter.
They are indeed the same and we are going to show it by interchanging the characteristics and the argument of the
theta function. We use the notation z = k, + ik, from the previous section to describe the complex coordinate in
momentum space.
We first note that the following identity for theta functions is known:

0 { ) ] (wy,7) = €T 2mie(wrt)y [ 8 } (wr +b+7a,7). (62)

This identity, together with Jacobi identity of the basic theta function under modular transformations,

0 { 8 ] (wr/7,7) = (—ir)%egiwzﬁ { 8 ] (wr, T), we can interchange the characteristics and the argument and rewrite

the expression in the following way:
Comiker —my? 2 k2 aomi _ 0 .
U, y) = e 2TKT Y p2mikaky o m ki 2mike (W—ky) {0 ] (w+iz,1)
_ e—27rik»re—7ry2e27rikzkye—frki-l—%rikz(w—ky)e—fr(w+iz)20 |: 8 :| (Z — jw, ’L)

_ e—27rik»re—7ry2 e27rikzkye—7rki+27rikz (w—ky)e—fr(w+iz)2eﬂ;ﬂ2e27rim(z+y)0 |: -z :| (27 ’L)

= kel =k { o } (z,1). (63)
Y
This is nothing but the expression obtained in Eq.(43) for C =1 and 7 = i. This completes our proof that the lowest

Landau level wavefunction is precisely the unique geometrically flat Kahler band with C =1 and 7 = 1.
[




