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Recent years have seen multiple high-throughput studies reveal an immense number of topological
materials through use of symmetry indicators. Despite this success, three-dimensional topological
insulators (TIs) admitting a band-gap larger than Bi2Se3 and two-dimensional TIs admitting a
band gap larger than β-bismuthene, two of the originally proposed TIs, remain extremely rare.
Simultaneously, a significant effort has been made to understand and identify topological phases
“invisible” to symmetry indicators. Such phases offer a unique opportunity to expand the search
for a large band-gap TI, however their identification requires sophisticated probes of bulk topology.
Magnetic flux tubes or vortices have emerged as one such probe in two-dimensions when inserted
into the bulk. In this work, we develop an automated workflow to perform vortex insertion and apply
it to a current database of high-quality, experimentally realized, two-dimensional insulators. The
results reveal multiple novel two-dimensional topological insulators supporting large bands gaps,
including the 1H-MX2 (M=Mo,W) and (X=S,Se,Te) family of transition metal dichalcogenides.
Our work has broad implications for current theoretical and experimental efforts to employ these
materials in superconducting and Moire systems.

Introduction: Experimental control and interest in
two-dimensional time-reversal (T ) invariant insula-
tors (quantum spin-Hall insulators) has advanced
rapidly in recent years, prompting the creation of
multiple two-dimensional material databases[1–4].
These databases have been subsequently scanned,
utilizing momentum-space diagnostics, for novel
topological phases. Despite the impressive scope
and success of these high-throughput studies, a
two-dimensional quantum spin-Hall (QSH) insula-
tor supporting a band-gap larger than that of β-
bismuthene, proposed more than two decades ago
as a QSH system[5, 6], remains elusive. As a result,
interest in topological phases “invisible” to symme-
try indicators has grown. This presents a tremen-
dous challenge as identification of these phases in-
volves considerable computational complexity and
can not be achieved using the momentum-space tools
available within the current set of community soft-
ware packages. Real-space probes of topology offer
a unique opportunity to overcome these challenges.
In two-dimensions, insertion of a magnetic flux tube
(vortex) into an insulator has been demonstrated to
be a reliable real-space probe of bulk topology be-
yond symmetry indicators. Importantly, this pro-
cess can be integrated with ab initio derived mod-
els. In this work, we utilize vortex insertion to scan
141 high-quality and experimentally realized, two-
dimensional, T -invariant insulators for topology in-
visible to symmetry indicators.
The current literature standard for diagnosis of
non-trivial topology in a T -preserving system re-
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lies on assignment of the Fu-Kane Z2 index, ν0[7–
10]. When inversion symmetry (P), is independently
conserved, ν0 is efficiently computed through multi-
plication of the inversion eigenvalues for all occu-
pied bands at each time-reversal invariant momenta
(TRIM) point in the Brillouin zone. In the absence
of inversion-symmetry, the Z2 index is computed
through calculation of the Wilson loop, or Wannier
center charges (WCCs). In both cases, the Z2 clas-
sification is often supplemented through an analysis
of the surface spectra, with the presence of gapless
states constituting bulk-boundary correspondence in
first-order topological insulators.

While efficient in its computation, the Z2 index is
unable to distinguish insulators supporting a non-
zero, even-integer, ground state spin-Chern number
(Cs,G) from trivial insulators with a vanishing in-
variant. As a consequence of being trivial under the
Z2 index, materials supporting an even-integer spin
Chern number are elusive, but they are in principle
allowed. This remains true in the absence of U(1)
spin-conservation and/or inversion symmetry, where
it is possible even to trivialize the Wilson loop of
a two-dimensional insulator supporting an odd inte-
ger spin-Chern number[11–14]. Each of these phases
falls under the category of topological materials “in-
visible” to symmetry indicators.

Recent works by Bai et. al[16] and Wang et.
al[17], have demonstrated that α-bismuthene and
α-antimonene realize a ground state with |Cs,G| =
2. This was accomplished through an analysis
of the spectrum of WCCs calculated along a pri-
mary crystalline axis as a function of the trans-
verse momenta[18–23]. In each case, an examina-
tion of the surface states was completed. The re-
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FIG. 1: Diagram detailing work flow for automated identification of bulk topological invariant in 2D
materials. Flow ends with plots of local DOS at the inserted vortex core. Examples given are for

antimonene (labeled trivial) and bismuthene (labeled non-trivial) in vicinity of the Fermi energy[15].
Bismuthene is non-trivial as we can clearly observe the electromagnetic vortex binding a Kramers pair in

the bulk-gap.

sults constituted bulk-boundary correspondence as
the WCC and surface state spectra displayed two
gapless locations[24]. However, it has been demon-
strated that assignment of a quantized spin-Chern
number in the absence of U(1) spin-conservation
symmetry does not dictate the existence of gapless
edge states or WCC spectra[11–13].

Due to the significant computational challenges as-
sociated with momentum-space calculation of the
spin-Chern number in ab initio models of QSH in-
sulators lacking spin-conservation symmetry[14, 25],
we are unaware of any works that have unambigu-
ously identified a two-dimensional QSH insulator
supporting gapped edge states and a non-zero, even-
integer spin-Chern number. Nevertheless, alterna-
tive signatures of bulk-topology such as spin-Hall
conductivity[26] and corner localized states[27] have
been used in material scans to identify potential can-
didates.

Recently, Tyner et. al[15] demonstrated that the
ground state topological invariant in two-dimensions
can be computed in realistic, ab initio data, through
insertion of a magnetic flux tube or vortex, a con-
cept first proposed by Qi and Zhang[28] and Ran
et. al[29]. Upon insertion of a magnetic flux tube
of strength φ = φ0/2, where φ0 = hc/e is the flux
quanta, in two-dimensional QSH insulators defined
by ground state invariant Cs,G = N with N ∈ Z,
the flux tube binds 2N , mid gap states. Notably,
it has been shown that this method goes beyond
the Z2 formulation, classifying the magnitude of

the ground state bulk-invariant for arbitrary nat-
ural numbers, even in the absence of a U(1) spin-
conservation symmetry[30–33].

Motivated by this important technical development,
we reexamine the database of high-quality, non-
magnetic, two-dimensional insulators developed by
Mounet et. al[1] through the method of vortex
insertion. The results of an automated computa-
tional screening of 141 materials reveals 19 high-
quality topological insulators, of which only one, β-
bismuthene, has been previously identified as topo-
logical via the Z2 index. Within those identified to
be topological is ZnCl2 which supports a calculated
band gap of 4.5 eV, far beyond any current record
for a predicted two-dimensional topological insula-
tor, to our knowledge.

For clarity of presentation, we concentrate on the
1H-MX2 phase of transition metal dichalcogenides
(TMDs), with M=(Mo, W) and X=(Te, Se, S) in the
main body. Our work concludes that these materi-
als are generalized spin-Hall insulators with ground
state topological invariant of magnitude |Cs,G| = 2.
The identification of non-trivial topology in these
materials is of particular importance given the cur-
rent experimental interest in their use for supercon-
ducting devices[34–36], where insertion of magnetic
vortices becomes a natural and physically realizable
process, as well as Moire systems. Further results of
the screening, outside the MX2 family, are presented
in appendix E.

Computational screening: In this work, all
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FIG. 2: (a) Structure of 1H-MX2 phase for
two-dimensional transition metal dichalcogenides.

Blue atoms indicate transition metal (M), and
yellow atoms indicate chalcogen atoms. (b) Bulk

band structure along high-symmetry path for
1H-MoTe2. (c) Calculated bulk band-gap for

materials of interest.

first principles calculations based on density-
functional theory (DFT) are carried out using
the Quantum Espresso software package [37–39].
Exchange-correlation potentials use the Perdew-
Burke-Ernzerhof (PBE) parametrization of the gen-
eralized gradient approximation (GGA) [40]. The
Wannier90 and Z2pack software packages were uti-
lized in calculation of all topological invariants
[19, 23, 41]. We consider all non-magnetic two-
dimensional insulators detailed by Mounet et. al[1].
Utilizing the listed optimal lattice parameters and
atomic positions in all calculations. A schematic of
the automated workflow is shown in Fig. (1).
In order to facilitate automated analysis of the bulk
topology, Wannier tight-binding (WTB) models are
constructed through use of the SCDM method intro-
duced by Vitale et. al[42]. Manipulation of Wannier
tight-binding model for vortex insertion is done with
a custom python program which will be made pub-
licly available upon being developed into a stand-
alone package. After an initial screening utilizing
the automated Wannier tight-binding model, mate-
rials classified as topological are reexamined. The
criteria for topological classification is based on the
concept of spin-charge separation.
QSH insulators were first proposed by Qi and
Zhang[28] and Ran et. al[29], as platforms for spin-
charge separation. The mechanism of spin-charge
separation was shown to be insertion of a magnetic
flux tube (vortex). In the original works, it was

shown that a φ = hc/(2e) (π-flux) tube binds 2N ,
degenerate states in a non-trivial Z2 insulator with
odd integer spin Chern number Cs,G = N . This
concept was then extended to the situation of ar-
bitrary spin-Chern numbers by Tyner et. al[15].
Spin charge separation can be observed by tuning
filling fraction of the mid-gap vortex bound modes
(VBMs). If the VBMs are half-filled, the vortex ac-
quires induced spin but no induced charge. If we
dope by Ne ∈ [−N,+N ] electrons away from half-
filling, occupying all VBMs, the vortex acquires in-
duced charge δQ = Ne × e. If this condition is sat-
isfied, the spin Chern number can be directly calcu-
lated by fixing Ne = N such that δQ = |Cs,G| × e.
This is the criteria for topological classification em-
ployed in this work. Due to the computational bur-
den associated with computation of induced spin-
densities we reserve it for a proof-of-principle cal-
culation in a tight-binding model presented in Ap-
pendix A, which captures the topological nature of
the materials examined in our work.

It was further shown by Qi et. al[28], that it is
possible to confirm that a two-dimensional insula-
tor supports spin-charge separation without explicit
calculation of induced charge. This is accomplished
by tuning magnitude of the flux, φ, from 0 to the
flux quanta φ0 = hc/e. As the flux is tuned, if
the vortex acts as a spin-pump, pumping N states
from the valence(conduction) subspace to the con-
duction(valence) subspace it is confirmed that the
insulator supports spin-charge separation and the
bulk invariant can be determined by observing the
spectral flow of VBMs across the bulk gap.

For two-dimensional topological insulators trivial
under Z2 classification, additional symmetries such
as Kramers degeneracy throughout the Brillouin
zone (PT ) and particle-hole symmetry are required
to realize full degeneracy of VBMs at π-flux, yield-
ing a fully connected spectral flow. In the ab-
sence of additional symmetries it is possible to break
the degeneracy of vortex bound modes at π-flux.
This situation does not disallow the assignment of a
ground state bulk invariant[11, 12] or spin-pumping.
Rather, verification that the non-degenerate VBMs
are correlated and support spin-charge separation as
a function of filling and spin-pumping as a function
of flux, is required through direct calculation. For
exemplification of this process and verification that
these systems remain platforms for spin-charge sep-
aration in a simplified tight-binding model, please
consult appendix A.

To allow for more fine-grained analysis of those ma-
terials in the 1H-MX2 family, a second WTB model
is produced exactly replicating only the Kramers-
degenerate bands nearest to the Fermi energy using
carefully selected orbitals rather than an automated
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FIG. 3: Local density of states on vortex for (a) 1H-MoTe2 and (d) 1H-WTe2, TMDs admitting ground
state spin Chern number |Cs,G| = 2, as a function of flux strength. State vs. energy upon insertion of π-flux
vortex in a system of 20 × 20 unit cells for (b) 1H-MoTe2 and (e) 1H-WTe2. Induced charge on the vortex
as a function of doping away from half-filling of vortex bound modes (VBMs) by Ne states. Results display

robust nature of spin-charge separation and relation, δQ = |Cs,G| × e, even in the absence of additional
symmetries forcing a complete degeneracy of VBMs at π-flux for (c) 1H-MoTe2 and (f) 1H-WTe2.

selection. As these bands are significantly separated
energetically from all other bands, the TB model re-
produces the DFT data precisely. In construction
of both TB models, a 40 x 40 x 1 Monkhorst-Pack
grid of k-points is utilized as well as a plane wave
cutoff of 100 Ry. Spin-orbit coupling is accounted
for in all calculations. To computationally simulate
the flux tube, all hopping elements Hij , connecting
lattice sites ri and rj are modified to Hije

iφij , where
we define the Peierls factor,

φij =
φ

φ0

∫ rj

ri

ẑ × r

r2
· dl. (1)

While a our sample size of 141 materials is consid-
erably smaller than recent high-throughout studies
of topological materials[43–47], the materials iden-
tified are experimentally realizable and support sig-
nificant band gaps. This is in contrast to other high-
throughput scans which, despite displaying tremen-
dous technical progress, have not identified a topo-
logical insulator supporting a larger band-gap than
previously known topological insulators[48].
1H-MX2 Material Family: Transition metal
dichalcogenides (TMDs) have emerged as a premier
class of topological materials. In three-dimensions,
γ-WTe2 and γ-MoTe2 have been identified as type-
II Weyl semimetals[49–55] while β-MoTe2 was pro-
posed to be a higher-order topological insulator
(HOTI)[56]. In two-dimensions, Qian et. al[57]

famously demonstrated that the 1T’ phase of 2D
TMDs in the MX2 family with M=(molybdenum,
tungsten) and X=(selenium, tellurium, or sulfur) are
unit strength spin-Hall insulators. As a consequence,
TMDs have received considerable experimental at-
tention in the fields of Moire systems[58–64], topo-
logical superconductivity[34–36, 65–71], and be-
yond.

The 1H phase of MX2 TMDs is constructed from
a Bernal ABA stacking of two hexagonal layers of
chalcogen atoms (X) with an intermediate hexagonal
layer of a transition-metal (M)[72, 73]. A schematic
of the structure can be seen in Fig. (2(a)), displaying
the three-fold rotational symmetry. The 1H-MX2

family has been reported to support band-gaps in
the range of 1.1-1.8 eV. The calculated band-gaps
are shown in Tab. (2(c)). Due to these values, gi-
ant in the context of topological insulators, they of-
fer significant experimental control and are consid-
ered prime candidates for technological applications.
The bulk electronic band structure along the high-
symmetry path, Γ − M − K − Γ is shown in Fig.
(2(b)) for MoTe2, band structures for the remaining
materials in this family are available in appendix C.
As we are primarily concerned with bulk topological
classification the surface spectra is relegated to ap-
pendix B, however we note that the surface spectra
is gapped in each case.

To best visualize the effect of vortex insertion, we
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plot the local density of states at the vortex core
in Fig. (3) as function of flux strength for MoTe2
and WTe2, reserving an identical analysis of the
remaining TMDs for the supplementary material.
In addition, we display the results of an exact-
diagonalization calculation, fixing φ = φ0/2, in the
vicinity of the bulk-gap, demonstrating that there
are four states bound to the flux tube.
To prove the existence of a double spin Chern
number, we calculate charge induced on the vor-
tex when all bound modes are occupied. This is
done for Ne occupied states by taking the difference
in area charge densities, δσ(ri, Ne) = σ(ri, Ne)1 −
σ(ri, Ne)0, where σ(ri, Ne)1(σ(ri, Ne)0) is the area
charge density in the presence (absence) of the π-
flux vortex. The total induced charge within a circle
of radius r, centered at the flux tube, then follows as
δQ(r,Ne) =

∑
|ri|<r δσ(ri, Ne). The results in Fig.

(3), provide a final and definite proof of the doubled
ground-state topological invariant.
Summary and impact: This work provides confir-
mation that multiple, experimentally relevant, high-
quality two-dimensional materials admit non-trivial
bulk topological classification invisible to symmetry
indicators and the literature standard momentum
space techniques. While thousands of topological
materials have been identified in recent years, the
materials presented in this work are unique in having
an established track record for being experimentally
controlled and supporting a significant direct band-

gap. As such, our results motivate a reexamination
of experimental data.
The presence of a non-zero ground state topolog-
ical invariant has far-reaching experimental conse-
quences. In the absence of spin-conservation symme-
try an insulator identified with a ground-state bulk
invariant, Cs,G = N , need not realize a quantized
value of spin-Hall conductivity σj=x,y,zxy = 2Ne2/h.
Nevertheless, an enhanced spin-Hall conductivity
is expected and calculated for the 1H-MX2 family
in appendix C utilizing the WannierBerri software
package[74]. Furthermore, in the presence of gapped
surface states, it is possible for such phases to exhibit
corner-localized modes. This has been demonstrated
to be the case for 1H-MX2 TMDs[27].
Multiple studies have also reported on the pres-
ence of superconductivity in 1H-MX2 systems[34–
36]. While the question of whether the topology
of the normal phase survives in the superconduct-
ing phase remains open, vortex insertion becomes a
natural and realizable phenomenon in the supercon-
ducting phase. This opens a unique opportunity to
access vortex-bound Majorana states.
Finally, our work is unique in proposing a high-
throughput search for topological materials through
calculation of genuine bulk invariants rather than
symmetry indices. While more computationally de-
manding, it suggests that many high-quality topo-
logical materials invisible to symmetry indicators ex-
ist, motivating a wider search.
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APPENDIX A: DETERMINATION OF
INVARIANT AND SPIN-PUMPING

In Tyner et. al[15], it was demonstrated that in a
two-dimensional insulator supporting a ground state
spin Chern number, Cs,G = +2, in the presence of
Kramers-degeneracy (PT -symmetry) and particle-
hole symmetry, a magnetic flux tube serves as a
spin-pump. At π-flux there exists four, zero-energy
VBMs creating a ground-state degeneracy. Spin-
charge separation was then demonstrated through
direct calculation of induced charge at half-filling,
and upon doping Ne electrons where Ne ∈ [−2, 2].
The results clearly show that the vortex acquired an
induced charge given by δQ = Ne × e, proving the
insulator is a platform for spin-charge separation.
In many T -invariant real materials, P, as well as
particle-hole symmetry, is not conserved. This is
true in the 1H-MX2 family of TMDs, where P-
symmetry is absent. In this case, the 2N VBMs for
a two-dimensional insulator supporting Cs,G = |N |
need not be degenerate at π-flux, creating a gap in
the spectral-flow. To exemplify this situation, we
employ a four-band tight-binding model on a square
lattice, the Bloch Hamiltonian takes the form:

H(k) = 2t2(sin kx sin ky)σ0 ⊗ τ1
+ t1(cos kx − cos ky)σ3 ⊗ τ2

+ (t′1 + 2t′2(cos kx + cos ky)− 2t)σ0 ⊗ τ3
+ 0.2t3(cos 2kx − cos 2ky)σ2 ⊗ τ2+

0.5t4 (sin kx cos ky + sin ky cos kx)σ1 ⊗ τ1
, (2)

where σ0,1,2,3(τ0,1,2,3) are the 2 × 2 identity matrix
and three Pauli matrices respectively, operating on
the spin (orbital) indices.
We select the hopping parameters, t1 = t3 = t4 =
1, t2 = 0.5, t′1 = 2.5, t′2 = 0.5 and t = 1, with the
band structure shown in Fig. (4(a)). This model
preserves C4 rotational and time-reversal symme-
try while breaking inversion symmetry. The time-
reversal symmetry is explicitly implemented as, T =
i(σ2⊗τ0)K, where K indicates complex conjugation.
Furthermore, both the WCC spectra and surface
state spectra are gapped as seen in Fig. (4(b)) and
Fig. (4(c)) respectively.
We first establish the ground-state spin-Chern num-
ber in momentum space by performing an in-plane
Wilson loop for occupied valence bands along the
contour ABCD[14]. The area of the contour over
which the Wilson loop is calculated is systematically
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FIG. 4: (a) Band structure along high-symmetry path for tight-binding model given by eq. (2). (b)
Wannier center charge spectra for occupied bands. The spectra is gapped, disallowing assignment of
non-trivial topology. (c) Spectra considering a slab of 40 unit cells along the x̂ direction and periodic

boundary conditions along ŷ. No determination about bulk topology can be made due to the absence of
gapless states. (d) Schematic of path for calculation of in-plane Wilson loop for determining magnitude of

ground-state spin-Chern number, |Cs,G| as a function of k0 : 0→ π. (e) In-plane loop Wannier center
charge (WCC) spectra for eq. (2). The spectra clearly demonstrates a double winding, corresponding to a

ground state bulk invariant, |Cs,G| = 2.(f) Wannier center charge spectra for spin-resolved Wilson loop
along x̂ axis as a function of transverse momenta, ky, displaying a double winding, indicating a spin Chern

number |Cs,G| = 2. (g) Local density of states on the flux tube as a function of the flux strength,
demonstrating the presence of vortex bound modes, but the absence of spectral-flow. (h) Induced charge as

a function of filling the VBMs seen in (g). The results demonstrate the robust nature of spin-charge
separation upon breaking the degeneracy of the mid-gap VBMs at π-flux.

increased from zero to be equivalent with the area
of the first Brillouin zone. This is shown schemat-
ically in Fig. (4(d)). The in-plane Wilson loop is
calculated as,

Wn,j = Pexp

[
i

∮
Aj,n(k)dkj

]
. (3)

Upon integration, we find Wn,j = exp (iθnn̂ · σ),
where θn is the non-Abelian flux. Wannier cen-
ter charges (WCCs), j̄, follow as eigenvalues of
Im(Ln(Wn,j)), therefore Wannier center charges are
equivalent to ±|θ|modπ. By plotting the winding
of WCCs we can identify the flux enclosed by the
contour as a function of the area enclosed. The re-
sults, shown in Fig. (4(e)), demonstrate that the
ground-state spin-Chern number, Cs,G = |2|.
We could have also computed the ground-state spin
Chern number following the procedure outlined by
Prodan[12]. This procedure requires defining the
projected spin operator (PSO), P (k)ŝP (k), where
P (k) is the projector onto occupied bands and ŝ
is a chosen spin-quantization axis. In the absence

of spin-orbit coupling the eigenvalues of the PSO
are fixed as ±1, however since we have introduced
spin-orbit coupling, the eigenvalues are no longer
pinned at ±1. Nevertheless, a gap in the eigenvalue
spectra remains for our given model when selecting
ŝ = sz = σ3 ⊗ τ0, allowing for calculation of the
spin-Chern number via spin-resolved Wilson loop as
detailed in Lin et. al[25]. The results shown in Fig.
(4(f)), demonstrate the WCC spectra when perform-
ing the spin-resolved Wilson loop along the x̂ axis
as a function of transverse momenta ky for the band
corresponding to negative eigenvalues of the PSO,
θ−x . The conclusion is in alignment with the ear-
lier determination that the ground states supports
|Cs,G| = 2. We emphasize though, that this method
is extremely challenging to implement in DFT de-
rived models where detailed information regarding
our basis is not always easily accessible, particularly
in an automated workflow.

Having established the magnitude of the bulk invari-
ant, we turn to insertion of a magnetic flux tube.
The local density of states on the flux tube inserted
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FIG. 5: (a-d) Real-space expectation value of of ŝ = sz for the four VBMs at φ = φ0/2 in Fig. (4(g)), from
lowest energy (a) to highest energy (d). The two VBMs below the Fermi energy (a,b) and the two VBMs

above the Fermi energy (c,d) display equal and opposite structures, indicating that the four VBMs
compose two Kramers pairs with Kramers partners separated by the Fermi energy. Due to this separation
of Kramers partners, there exists a finite induced spin on the vortex at half-filling, shown in (e), although it

need not be quantized along a given spin-axis in the presence of spin-orbit coupling. Nevertheless,
spin-charge-separation is achieved as the induced charge at half-filling vanishes at half-filling, shown in (f).

If we dope by Ne = |Cs,G| = 2 states, such that the vortex acquires a quantized induced charge, as
calculated in Fig. (4(h)) with density shown in (g), we observe in (h) that induced spin on the vortex

vanishes. In this way, as a function of filling the vortex can acquire no induced charge but finite induced
spin, or no induced spin and quantized induced charge.

at the origin as a function of flux strength in a sys-
tem of size 60 × 60 unit cells is given in Fig. (4(g)).
While four VBMs are visible within the mid-gap,
they are not four-fold degenerate. As a result, we do
not observe gapless spectral-flow connecting valence
and conduction states upon tuning the strength of
the vortex.

In order to demonstrate that in the absence of a
ground-state degeneracy at π-flux, spin-charge sep-
aration remains unaffected, we directly calculate the
induced charge as a function of filling following the
procedure described in the main body. The results
are visible in Fig. (4(h)). We observe induced
charge as a function of filling follows the relation
δQ = Ne × e with Ne ∈ [−2, 2]. This conclusively
illustrates that the non-degenerate VBMs originat-
ing from conduction/valence states are correlated
and not acting as independent end states to spin-
ful Su-Schieffer-Heeger chains. Moreover the results
are identical to those presented by Tyner et. al[15]
in the presence of gapless spectral-flow, allowing for
the magnitude of the ground-state spin-Chern num-
ber to be determined unambiguously.

For completeness, we investigate the presence of in-
duced spin on the inserted vortex at φ = φ0/2 in a
20 × 20 lattice in Fig. (5). As time-reversal sym-
metry is restored at this point, all states exist in
Kramers pairs. This leaves an open question as to
whether the two VBMs on one side of the Fermi en-
ergy are Kramers partners or whether the Kramers
partner for a state below the Fermi energy exists
above the Fermi energy. In order for the system to
support spin-charge separation, VBM Kramers part-
ners must exist on opposite sides of the Fermi en-
ergy. If both VBMs below the Fermi energy were to
be Kramers partners, their spins would be opposite,
leading to a vanishing induced spin at half-filling.
By contrast, if at half-filling only a single Kramers
partner is occupied, there will exist a finite induced
spin on the vortex. To probe this, we calculate the
real-space expectation value of ŝ = sz for the four
VBMs at φ = φ0/2. The results for each of the
four states, in order of increasing energy are visi-
ble in Fig. (5(a))-(5(d)) respectively. We note that
the two states lying below the Fermi-energy, (5(a))
and (5(b)), support a positive, non-zero expectation
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FIG. 6: (a)-(d) Local density of states on vortex for 1H-MX2 TMDs admitting ground state spin Chern
number, |Cs,G| = 2, as a function of flux strength. (e)-(h) State vs. energy upon insertion of π-flux vortex

for a system of 20 × 20 unit cells. The results display clearly a gap between pairs of mid-gap vortex-bound
modes. (i)-(l) Induced charge on the vortex as a function of doping away from half-filling of vortex bound

modes (VBMs) by Ne states. Results display robust nature of spin-charge separation and relation,
δQ = |Cs,G| × e.

value at the vortex core while the two states above
the Fermi energy, (5(c)) and (5(d)), support negative
non-zero expectation values at the vortex-core. We
then compute the induced spin density on the vor-
tex core at half-filling, adapting the procedure used
for computation of induced charge, with the results
shown in Fig. (5(e)). This result is contrasted with
induced charge density at half-filling, shown in Fig.
(5(f)).

Upon doping by two electrons, such that the vortex
acquires a quantized induced spin as shown in Fig.
(4(h)), we find the induced charge and spin densi-
ties shown in Fig. (5(h)) and (5(g)) respectively,
demonstrating a vanishing induced spin. These im-
ages definitively show that, at half-filling the vortex
acquires a finite induced spin and vanishing induced
charge, while upon doping by Ne = Cs,G electrons,
the vortex supports quantized induced charge and
vanishing induced spin, verifying it as a platform for
spin-charge separation.

0 0/2 0
-4

-2

0

s z

U(1)
SOC

FIG. 8: Spin-expectation value for half-filled sys-
tem of 20 × 20 lattice sites as a function of flux
strength for inserted magnetic vortex in the presence
of U(1) spin-conservation symmetry (denoted U(1))
and generic spin-orbit-coupling (denoted SOC), fix-
ing t3,4 = 0 and t3,4 = 1 respectively in eq. (2).
The results demonstrate that the flux tube contin-
ues to serve as a spin-pump in the absence of U(1)
symmetry.
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FIG. 7: (a)-(d) Spin-hall conductivity for 1H-MX2 TMDs admitting ground state spin Chern number,
|Cs,G| = 2. In the absence of spin-conservation symmetry the spin-Hall conductivity is not quantized along

a given principle axis. However, the non-zero result within the bulk gap is indicative of non-trivial
bulk-topology. (e)-(h) Spectral density on zig-zag surface of 1H-MX2 TMDs. While surface bound mid-gap
states exist, indicating the existence of non-trivial bulk-topology, the spectra remains gapped, disallowing

definitive assignment of the bulk invariant.

Finally, we address the role of the vortex as a spin-
pump. To do so we compute a sum of the real-space
expectation value,

∑
ŝz =

∑
i,j 〈ψi,j | sz |ψi,j〉, where

i is a sum over occupied states and j over all lat-
tice sites, explicitly considering a 20 × 20 system.

We begin by fixing, t3,4 = 0, introducing U(1) spin-
conservation. The results in Fig. (8) demonstrate
that the half-filled spin expectation value transitions
from zero to −4 as the flux strength is tuned past
φ0/2 and spin is pumped away from the ground
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state; confirming the role of the vortex as a spin
pump. The magnitude of spin being pumped is also
in accordance with 2× Cs,G as expected.

Restoring t3,4 = 1, introducing spin-orbit coupling
and breaking the spectral flow of VBMs, we con-
tinue to observe spin-pumping, as seen in Fig. (8).
The spin expectation for the half-filled system in the
presence of spin-orbit coupling no longer transitions
between zero and the quantized value of -4. Spin-
orbit coupling causes spin-quantization to become
redistributed among the principal axes. Neverthe-
less, spin-pumping is conclusively observed proving
the system is a generalized quantum spin-Hall insu-
lator and that spectral flow is unnecessary for this
classification.

APPENDIX B: FURTHER DETAILS OF
1H-MX2 TMDS

Due to the complexity associated with calculation of
bulk invariants in the absence of spin-conservation or
inversion symmetry, previous studies have relied on
alternative indicators of bulk topology to scan the
available materials databases[26, 27]. Two common
physical signatures examined in the literature are
the surface state spectra and the spin-Hall conduc-
tivity. In Fig. (7), we display the surface state spec-
tral density, calculated using the Wannier Tools soft-
ware package[75, 76], in the vicinity of the bulk-gap,
demonstrating the lack of gapless surface states and
emphasizing that the insulators cannot be identified
by the Fu-Kane Z2-index or calculation of WCCs
along principal axes.

Calculation of the spin-Hall conductivity as a
method for detecting non-trivial bulk topology has
also become commonplace due to the development
of advanced software including the Wannier-Berri
package[74, 77]. We compute the spin Hall conduc-
tivity along principle spin-quantization axes and dis-
play the results in Fig. (7). It is clear in each case
that the spin-Hall conductivity is non-vanishing in
the bulk gap, a signature of non-trivial bulk topol-
ogy. Although it is important to note that the con-
ductivity is non-quantized in each case. This is to
be expected given the lack of spin-conservation sym-
metry.

APPENDIX C: MOMENTUM SPACE
ANALYSIS FOR 1H-MX2 TMDS

The bulk band structure along the high-symmetry
path for each member of the 1H-MX2 TMD family
is displayed in Fig. (9). We note that each band
structure supports a bulk gap, |∆E| ≥ 1.1 eV

Calculation of WCC spectra represents the most
common tool for topological diagnosis involving the
ground-state Berry connection[18, 20, 23]. The re-
sults of a WCC calculation along the x1 direction as
a function of transverse momenta k2 are displayed in
Fig. (9). These figures demonstrate that the WCC
spectra is gapped in each case, in correspondence
with the lack of non-trivial Z2 index and gapless sur-
face states. The trivial classification due to WCCs
provides further explanation as to why these materi-
als have evaded topological classification prevously.

APPENDIX D: ROBUSTNESS OF
TOPOLOGICAL CLASSIFICATION TO
INCLUSION OF OCCUPIED BANDS

The subject of fragile topological phases has received
significant attention in recent years[78–80]. Band
structures which exhibit fragile topology are often
classified as those in which the occupied bands ex-
hibit a Wannier obstruction, however, the obstruc-
tion can be removed through addition of occupied
topologically trivial bands. With the exception of
β-bismuthene, we do not consider a two-dimensional
insulator in which the occupied subspace considered
in the Wannier tight-binding (WTB) model sup-
ports a Wannier obstruction when computing Wan-
nier center charges along principle axes in this work.

In this appendix, we focus on the question of
whether inclusion of deeper-energy, occupied bands,
can trivialize the observed behavior upon vortex in-
sertion. A definitive answer can be given to this
question. The inclusion of deeper lying, filled bands
does not trivialize the observed topological behavior.

This statement can be definitively made as the auto-
mated procedure providing the initial screening by
constructing a WTB via the SCDM method con-
siders bands far below the Fermi energy. As a re-
sult, we can directly compare the WTB generated
in an automated fashion and the low-energy man-
ually generated WTB for materials in the 1H-MX2

class. We demonstrate this explicitly for MoS2 in
Fig. (10). The automated WTB model includes 26
occupied bands. By contrast, the low-energy model
constructed from d-orbitals of Mo and p-orbitals of
S, admits only 14 occupied bands. Nevertheless, the
results upon vortex insertion are identical as seen in
Fig. (10). Confirming that the inclusion of occu-
pied bands, further from the Fermi energy, does not
trivialize our observations.
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FIG. 9: (a) Bulk band structure along high-symmetry path for 1H-MX2 TMDs supporting |Cs,G| = 2. (b)
Wannier center charge (WCC) spectra in the two-dimensional plane for 1H-MX2 TMDs admitting ground
state spin Chern number, |Cs,G| = 2. In each case the the spectra is gapped. As a result, no information

about the topological nature of the ground-state can be determined.
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FIG. 10: The Wannier tight-binding band structure for MoS2 considering (a) 14 and (c) 26 occupied
valence bands. Induced charge on the vortex in the mid-gap as a function of doping the vortex bound

modes for a slab of 30 × 30 unit cells remains unchanged regardless of whether we consider (b) 14 occupied
bands or (d) 26 occupied bands, demonstrating robustness to the addition of trivial bands.
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APPENDIX E: RESULTS OF AUTOMATED
MATERIALS DATABASE SCREENING

A full list of materials screened, their respective
band-gap and space group are given in Tab. (11).
Materials displaying evidence of non-trivial topol-
ogy through the presence of mid-gap vortex bound
modes and quantized induced charge obeying the re-
lation are high-lighted. For each of these systems, in

Fig. (11) we display the bulk band structure follow-
ing the path, Γ − Y − S − Γ − X, where we define
X = k1/2, Y = k2/2 and S = k1/2 + k2/2 set-
ting k1,2 to be the primitive reciprocal lattice vec-
tors. We further display the Wannier center charge
spectra x̄1(k2), and the results of an induced charge
calculation for a system of 30×30 unit cells. Each of
these figures was generated using the automatically
constructed Wannier tight-binding model.
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