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A Fermi gas of non-interacting electrons, or ultra-cold fermionic atoms, has a quantum ground
state defined by a region of occupancy in momentum space known as the Fermi sea. The Euler
characteristic χF of the Fermi sea serves to topologically classify these gapless fermionic states. The
topology of a D dimensional Fermi sea is physically encoded in the D + 1 point equal time density
correlation function. In this work, we first present a simple proof of this fact by showing that the
evaluation of the correlation function can be formulated in terms of a triangulation of the Fermi sea
with a collection of points, links and triangles and their higher dimensional analogs. We then make
use of the topological D + 1 point density correlation to reveal universal structures of the more
general M point density correlation functions in a D dimensional Fermi gas. Two experimental
methods are proposed for observing these correlations in D = 2. In cold atomic gases imaged by
quantum gas microscopy, our analysis supports the feasibility of measuring the third order density
correlation, from which χF can be reliably extracted in systems with as few as around 100 atoms.
For solid-state electron gases, we propose measuring correlations in the speckle pattern of intensity
fluctuations in nonlinear X-ray scattering experiments.

I. INTRODUCTION

A central objective of modern condensed matter
physics is to identify universal features of correlation and
response functions that reveal fundamental properties of
quantum phases of matter. In recent works, we have es-
tablished that the topology of the Fermi sea of a Fermi
gas is reflected in response and correlation functions. In
particular, it was found that the Euler characteristic, χF

of the Fermi sea determines a quantized nonlinear re-
sponse that in principle can be measured in a weakly
interacting two dimensional electron gas (2DEG) [1], or
in cold atomic gasses [2, 3]. It was later proposed that the
same topological invariant shows up in the linear rectified
conductance of a linear Josephson junction proximitizing
the 2DEG [4, 5]. In a separate work, we showed that
χF is reflected in the equal time correlations of the den-
sity of a Fermi gas [6]. This result was introduced as a
stepping stone towards the computation of the universal
topological multipartite entanglement in a Fermi liquid.
Since equal time density correlations can in principle be
measured they are of intrinsic interest, irrespective of the
entanglement calculation. A better understanding of this
universal behavior, as well as protocols for experimental
verification, are therefore called for.

In this paper, we show that the universal density cor-
relations in a Fermi gas follow from a very simple topo-
logical argument that clarifies and generalizes our earlier
result. We consider the M ’th order equal time correla-
tion function of a D dimensional non-interacting Fermi
gas,

sM (q1, ...,qM−1) =

∫
dDqM

(2π)D
⟨ρq1ρq2 ...ρqM

⟩c, (1)

where

ρq =

∫
dDk

(2π)D
c†kck+q (2)

and the subscript c indicates the connected correlation
function. Translation symmetry dictates that the corre-
lation function is proportional to (2π)Dδ(q1+...+qM ), so
the integral evaluates the coefficient, which is a function
of any M − 1 of the q’s.
For sufficiently small q (which will be specified below)

sM can be evaluated exactly. For M = D + 1,

sD+1(q1, ...,qD) =
V{qa}

(2π)D
χF , (3)

where χF is the Euler characteristic of the D dimensional
Fermi sea. V{qa} is the volume of the D dimensional
parallelepiped formed by {qa}, given by |detQ|, where
Q = [q1, ...,qD] is the D × D matrix of column vectors
qa. This relation was established in Ref. 6 for D = 2
and D = 3. In both cases, the calculation was rather
elaborate, and for D = 3 it was only proven in the limit
qa → 0, though numerical results suggested it was ex-
act for finite qa. Here we will provide a much simpler
proof of this fact, which can be generalized to all dimen-
sions D. The central idea is to triangulate the Fermi
sea by tiling it with a collection of points, links and tri-
angles (or more generally d-dimensional simplexes). We
will see that the D+1 point density correlation possesses
an algebraic structure in terms of the Fermi-Dirac distri-
bution functions that provides precisely a D-dimensional
triangulation of the Fermi sea, which in turn evaluates
a topological invariant in a manner similar to the char-
acterization of polyhedra originally introduced by Euler
[7].
As a corollary, we will show that for M > D + 1

sM (q1, ...,qM−1) = 0, (4)

and for M < D + 1

sM (q1, ...,qM−1) =
V{qa}

(2π)D

∫
dD+1−Mk⊥χ̃F (k⊥), (5)
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where now the volume V{qa} is expressed in terms of
the D × (M − 1) matrix Q = [q1, ...,qM−1] as V{qa} =

(det[QTQ])1/2. The integral is taken over the D+1−M
dimensional space perpendicular to all of the qa. χ̃F (k⊥)
is the Euler characteristic of the intersection of the Fermi
sea and the M − 1 dimensional plane spanned by {qa}
that passes through k⊥.

In Sec. II we will consider the physically relevant cases
in D = 1, 2, 3. We will begin by establishing Eq. (3) for
M = D + 1, and then proceed to general M . In Sec.
III we will propose two potential experimental venues for
observing these correlations. The first proposal involves
the real space imaging of cold gasses of fermionic atoms,
and the second involves measuring the correlations in a
fluctuating speckle pattern formed by X-rays scattering
from an electron gas. We will close in Sec. IV with a brief
discussion of the effect of interactions on our results.

II. UNIVERSAL CORRELATIONS IN D = 1, 2, 3

In this section we outline the proof of the universal
density correlation formula. We will first focus on the
case M = D + 1, in Eq. (3) for D = 1, 2 and 3. A more
general proof for D dimensions is presented in Appendix
A. We will then use this result to establish Eqs. (4) and
(5) for M ̸= D + 1.

A. D=1: s2(q)

In one dimension, it is an elementary exercise to eval-
uate the equal time density correlation function of the
density, s2(q) for a Fermi gas using Eqs. (1) and (2). Us-
ing Wick’s theorem, the connected correlation function
contains a single contraction, given by

s2(q) =

∫
dk

2π
(1− fk+q)fk, (6)

where we use ⟨c†kck′⟩ = (2π)Dδ(k−k′)fk, with the Fermi-
Dirac distribution function fk = θ(EF − Ek). This is
simply the length in momentum space that is inside the
Fermi sea, but outside the Fermi sea when shifted by q.
Provided |q| is smaller than the smallest distance between
Fermi points, the integral will result in |q|/(2π) times the
number of disconnected components of the Fermi sea,
leading to

s2(q) =
|q|
2π

χF , (7)

as in Eq. (3).

B. D=2: s3(q1,q2)

In two dimensions it is again straightforward to use
Wick’s theorem to evaluate s3(q1,q2). There are two

k0 k0+q1

k0+q2 k0+q1+q2
P

FIG. 1. Triangulation of the momentum space and the Fermi
sea in two dimensions. The green grid triangulates the entire
momentum space as motivated by the algebraic structure of
s3(q1,q2). The Fermi sea is shown in blue, which is trian-
gulated by the collection of all red points, links and triangles
lying within. The evaluation of s3 involves integrating k0 over
the grey parallelogram (P), and for each triangulation fixed
by k0, counts #points − #links + #triangles inside the Fermi
sea.

contractions, which leads to

s3(q1,q2) =

∫
d2k

(2π)2

[
(1− fk+q1+q2)(1− fk+q1)fk

− (1− fk+q1+q2
)fk+q2

fk

]
. (8)

Note that there is a freedom to shift the origin for k
independently in each of the two terms. We have fixed
that arbitrary choice by requiring that for each value of k,
the integrand depends only on fk evaluated at k, k+q1,
k+q2 and k+q1+q2, which are the four corners of the
elementary parallelogram generated by q1,2 at k as shown
in Fig. 1. Since these parallelograms tile the plane, it is
convenient to write

k → kn = k0 + n1q1 + n2q2 (9)

to express the k integral as an integral of k0 over a single
parallelogram, P , times a sum on integers na=1,2 describ-
ing the lattice of points in momentum space generated by
q1,2 [8]. Introducing the shorthand notation f0 ≡ fkn ,
fa ≡ fkn+qa

, fab ≡ fkn+qa+qb
, the result can be written

as

s3 =

∫
P

d2k0

(2π)2

∑
{na}

[
f0−f0(f1+f2+f12)+f0(f1+f2)f12

]
.

(10)
Here, we have multiplied out the terms in Eq. (8) and
grouped them according to the number of f ’s. As seen in
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Fig. 1, each parallelogram is associated with one point,
three links and two triangles. Since fk = 1(0) for k
inside (outside) the Fermi sea, the three groups of terms
altogether count the number of points minus the number
of links plus the number of triangles associated with the
parallelogram at kn that are inside the Fermi sea.
For fixed k0, the set of points, links and triangles as-

sociated with the lattice kn that are inside the Fermi
sea defines a triangulation of the Fermi sea. The sum
on na=1,2 precisely evaluates Euler’s formula - originally
introduced to characterize polyhedra [7, 9, 10], and later
generalized - for the Euler characteristic of the triangu-
lated Fermi sea:

χF = #points−#links + #triangles. (11)

Note that as k0 is varied, the number of points, links and
triangles in the triangulation will individually change as
points pass from inside to outside the Fermi sea. How-
ever, as long as the triangulation faithfully captures the
Fermi sea topology, the sum is guaranteed to be un-
changed. Therefore, χF can be factored out of the in-
tegral over k0, which then simply gives the area of the
elementary parallelogram, |q1 × q2|. We thus conclude
that

s3(q1,q2) =
|q1 × q2|
(2π)2

χF , (12)

as in Eq. (3).
As in one dimension, this argument will break down if

|qa| is larger than the size of the Fermi sea. In that case,
the triangulation can miss the Fermi sea. Intuitively, it
is clear that for a sufficiently fine mesh, the triangula-
tion will have the correct topology, and Eq. (12) will be
exact. Generically, Eq. (12) is exact if q1,2 are smaller
than an amount of order kF , the size of the Fermi sea,
but precisely how small q1,2 needs to be depends on the
details of the shape of the Fermi sea. This approach will
also break down if q1 ∥ q2, since in that case the lattice
generated by q1,2 is degenerate, so Eq. (10) fails. In fact,
the criterion for how small q1,2 must be becomes more
restrictive if q1 and q2 are nearly parallel. In that case,
the critical value depends on the curvature of the Fermi
surface. We will study this issue in detail in Appendix
B.

This argument can clearly be implemented in any di-
mension. For D = 1, the integral (6) can be interpreted
as |q|/(2π) times the number of points minus the number
of links of a triangulation of the one dimensional Fermi
sea. We will present the general proof of this result in
Appendix A, but for clarity we will next outline the case
for D = 3.

C. D=3: s4(q1,q2,q3)

Our analysis for three dimensions closely follows the
preceding section. The Wick’s theorem expansion of

s4({qa=1,2,3}) has 6 terms:

s4({qa}) =
∫

d3k

(2π)3
f̄k+q1+q2+q3

[
f̄k+q1+q2

f̄k+q1
− fk+q1+q3

f̄k+q1
(13)

−f̄k+q1+q2
fk+q2

− fk+q2+q3
f̄k+q2

−f̄k+q1+q3fk+q3 + fk+q2+q3fk+q3

]
fk,

where we write f̄ ≡ 1 − f and we choose the shift in k
such that each term involves fk evaluated at the corners
of the elementary parallelepiped generated by qa=1,2,3 at
k.
We next express the integral over k as a sum over the

lattice generated by qa times an integral of k0 over a
single unit cell P , via

k → kn = k0 +

3∑
a=1

naqa, (14)

where na ∈ Z. Expanding the terms in Eq. (13) using
f̄ = 1−f and using a similar shorthand notation fab... ≡
fkn+qa+qb+..., this gives

s4({qa}) =
∫
P

d3k0

(2π)3

∑
{na}

f0

{
1

−
[
f1 + f2 + f3 + f12 + f13 + f23 + f123

]
(15)

+
[
(f1 + f2)f12 + (f1 + f3)f13 + (f2 + f3)f23

+ (f1 + f2 + f3 + f12 + f13 + f23)f123

]
−
[
(f1 + f2)f12 + (f1 + f3)f13 + (f2 + f3)f23

]
f123

}
.

There is 1 term with a single f , minus 7 terms with
two f ’s plus 12 terms with three f ’s minus 6 terms with
four f ’s. These correspond precisely to the one point (0-
simplex), 7 links (1-simplex), 12 triangles (2-simplex) and
6 tetrahedra (3-simplex) associated with the elementary
parallelepiped generated by q1,2,3 at k. The sum over
n1,2,3 thus evaluates the Euler-Poincaré formula for the
Euler characteristic

χF =

3∑
d=0

(−1)d × (#d−simplexes) (16)

associated with the triangulation of the three dimensional
Fermi sea based on the lattice generated by q1,2,3 with
origin k0. Assuming q1,2,3 are small enough such that
the triangulation faithfully represents the topology of the
Fermi sea, χF is independent of k0, and the remaining
integral over k0 gives the volume |q1 · (q2 × q3)| of the
elementary parallelepiped. Thus,

s4(q1,q2,q3) =
|q1 · (q2 × q3)|

(2π)3
χF . (17)
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D. M > D + 1

We now consider higher order equal time density cor-
relation functions Eq. (1) with M > D+1. To this end,
we consider an auxiliary ‘decoupled layer’ construction
by imagining a dimension D̃ = M − 1 system consisting
of a D̃ − D dimensional lattice of decoupled D dimen-
sional systems. The density in this auxiliary system is
defined in real space by

ρ̃
(
r̃ = (r, r⊥)

)
≡
∑
m

ρm(r)δD̃−D(r⊥ −Rm), (18)

where r̃ is a coordinate in the D̃ dimensional auxiliary
space specified by r, a coordinate in the original D di-
mensional space, and r⊥, a D̃ − D dimensional vec-
tor defined at lattice points Rm indexed by integers
m = (m1, ...mD̃−D). ρm(r) is the D dimensional den-
sity on the m’th layer.

Since the layers are decoupled, the connected correla-
tions of the density will only be nonzero if all densities
are on the same layer. It follows that density correlations
in momentum space, defined as a function of momenta
q̃ = (q,q⊥) are independent of q⊥, and are determined
by the D dimensional correlations of a single layer. It
follows that

s̃D̃+1(q̃1, ..., q̃D̃) =
N⊥

v⊥
sM (q1, ...,qM−1), (19)

where we used D̃ + 1 = M , and q1,...,M−1 are D dimen-
sional vectors. N⊥ and v⊥ are the number of layers and
the unit cell volume of the lattice Rm. sM (q1, ...,qM−1)
is the D dimensional correlation function we wish to eval-
uate.

We can use Eq. (3) to express s̃D̃+1 in terms of the

Euler characteristic χ̃F of the D̃ dimensional Fermi sea,

s̃D̃+1(q̃1, ..., q̃D̃+1) =
V{q̃i}

(2π)D̃
χ̃F . (20)

However, since the layers are decoupled, the D̃ dimen-
sional Fermi sea is simply the Cartesian product of the
D dimensional Fermi sea and a D̃−D dimensional torus.
It follows that χ̃F = χFχT D̃−D , where the Euler charac-
teristic of the torus is χT D̃−D = 0. Eq. (4) follows.

E. M < D + 1

Finally, we consider a lower order equal time correla-
tion function with M < D + 1. In this case, the vectors
q1, ...qM−1 span a D̃ = M − 1 dimensional subspace of
the D dimensional space. The entire momentum space
can thus be viewed as a stack of these D̃ dimensional
“planes”, each labeled by a vector k⊥ (in its orthogonal
complement) that passes through the plane. The Fermi

sea can be accordingly viewed as a stack of D̃ dimen-
sional cross-sections, each equipped with an Euler char-
acteristic χ̃F (k⊥) which can be probed by the density

FIG. 2. Lower order density correlation probes the integrated
Euler characteristic of the lower-dimensional cross-sections of
Fermi sea. Two Fermi seas in 2D with χF = 0 are shown in
grey, and the two-point density correlation is being consid-
ered. (a) Annulus Fermi sea with closed Fermi surfaces. The
Euler characteristic of the cross-section χ̃F (k⊥) takes different
values, and s2(q) = (2π)−2|q| (k∗

⊥,1 + k∗
⊥,2 − k∗

⊥,3 − k∗
⊥,4). (b)

Annulus Fermi sea with open Fermi surfaces. Here χ̃F = 1
for all k⊥, thus s2(q) = |q| /(2πa) where 2π/a is the size of
the Brillouin zone (represented as the square frame).

correlation s̃D̃+1 restricted to this subspace. It is then
straightforward to see that sM evaluates the integrated
Euler characteristic along the k⊥ directions.
Let us consider the D = M = 2 case for concreteness.

Similar to the 1D version in Eq. (6), for 2D we have

s2(q) =

∫
d2k

(2π)2
(fk − fkfk+q). (21)

Notice that the structure of the integrand (as a linear
combination of products of fk) is solely determined by M
through Wick’s theorem, and is independent of D. But
now we have an integral over the 2D Brillouin zone, which
can be decomposed as

∫
d2k →

∫
dk⊥

∫
dk∥, where k⊥

(k∥) is the 1D vector along the direction perpendicular
(parallel) to q. As such,

s2(q) =

∫
dk⊥

2π
s̃2(q;k⊥) =

|q|
(2π)2

∫
dk⊥χ̃F (k⊥), (22)

where s̃2(q;k⊥) is interpreted as a 2-point density cor-
relation restricted to the 1D cut through the momentum
space at k⊥, and is evaluated by Eq. (7). Figure 2 illus-
trates the application of this formula to probe the com-
bined geometric and topological structure of 2D Fermi
seas.
For the general case with M < D + 1, we can express

sM (q1, ...,qM−1) =

∫
dD−D̃k⊥

(2π)D−D̃
s̃D̃+1(q1, ...,qD̃;k⊥),

(23)

where s̃D̃+1 is the (D̃ + 1)-point density correlation re-

stricted to the D̃-dimensional subspace at k⊥. We then
apply Eq. (3) (with D 7→ D̃) to evaluate s̃D̃+1 and arrive
at Eq. (5).
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Before we conclude the formal discussion on the struc-
ture of universal density correlations, let us remark on the
validity of Eq. (5): for generic Fermi seas, the equality
is exact only in the limit q → 0. This should be distin-
guished from the broader range of validity of Eq. (3) (for
M = D+1) and Eq. (4) (for M > D+1), which hold for
finite q’s (whose bounds are determined by the precise
shape of the Fermi surface, see App. B). The reason is
that, when integrating over k⊥, the quantized value of
χ̃F (k⊥) can change at some k∗

⊥ due to the presence of
closed Fermi surfaces, as shown in Fig. 2(a). When k⊥
approaches k∗

⊥, the D̃-dimensional cross-section of the
Fermi sea would become so tiny (or different components
can get so close) that the application of Eq. (3) on this
subspace is no longer exact for any finite q. These re-
gions gives rise to corrections higher order in q beyond
V{qi} ∼ O(qM ). Nevertheless, for certain situations with
only open Fermi surfaces, Eq. (5) can still hold exactly
for finite q, as illustrated in Fig. 2(b).

III. PROPOSED EXPERIMENTS

Next we suggest two experimental avenues for probing
Fermi sea topology based on the aforementioned multi-
point density correlation. The first proposal applies to
Fermi gases realized in optical lattices and relies on the
advancement of quantum gas microscopy [11], which al-
lows for imaging of a single fermionic atom in a degener-
ate Fermi gas. The second proposal is applicable to solid-
state systems and makes use of non-linear scattering of
X-rays, which probes the topological density correlation
of electrons from the fluctuating “speckle pattern” of the
scattered waves.

A. Imaging Cold Atomic Gasses

Arguably the most straightforward way to measure the
density correlation is by counting the particle number.
While counting individual electrons in a 2DEG remains
unfeasible, site-resolved fluorescence imaging of individ-
ual fermionic atoms (such as 6Li and 40K) in a many-
body setting including several hundreds to thousands of
atoms has been achieved since the pioneering experimen-
tal works in 2015 [12–15]. This technique, known as the
quantum gas microscopy, has enabled direct observation
of Mott insulators [16, 17], as well as measurements of the
spatial spin and charge correlations [18, 19], in the Fermi-
Hubbard model. In a spin-polarized degenerate Fermi
gas, Pauli blocking has also been established by observ-
ing strongly suppressed on-site atom number fluctuations
[20]. With this atomic resolution, here we propose to first
extract the connected 3-point real-space density correla-

tion from images of a 2D ultracold Fermi gas,

s3(r1, r2, r3) = ⟨ρr1ρr2ρr3⟩c
= ⟨ρr1ρr2ρr3⟩ − ⟨ρr1ρr2⟩⟨ρr3⟩
− ⟨ρr2ρr3⟩⟨ρr1⟩ − ⟨ρr1ρr3⟩⟨ρr2⟩
+ 2⟨ρr1⟩⟨ρr2⟩⟨ρr3⟩.

(24)

By Fourier transformation, the momentum-space den-
sity correlation can then be obtained, with the mo-
mentum resolution controlled by the inverse system size
L−1. The exact small-q behavior predicted in Eq. (12)
should become observable for large enough systems with
kF ≫ L−1.
To demonstrate the feasibility of this proposal, we

present below simulations of a tight-binding model on a
square lattice with nearest-neighbour hoppings and open
boundary conditions. With lattice size L×L, we focus on
the L = 14 case for concreteness, though the predicted
momentum dependence of the form χF |q1 × q2| can be
observed even in smaller systems, such as L = 10. Finite-
temperature effects at the order of kBT ∼ 0.1EF are also
considered, showing that major quantitative features of
the topological density correlation remains observable in
realistic settings.

The quantity s3({r}), which is observable in a quantum
gas microscope, can be numerically computed in this free
fermion lattice model by using Wick’s theorem to express

it in terms of the two-point correlator gr′,r = ⟨c†r′cr⟩:

s3(r1, r2, r3) = gr1,r2gr2,r3gr3,r1 + gr1,r3gr3,r2gr2,r1

− δr1,r2 |gr2,r3 |2 − δr2,r3 |gr3,r1 |2

− δr3,r1 |gr1,r2 |2 + δr1,r2δr2,r3gr1,r1 .

(25)

Here we have used ρr = c†rcr, where c†r creates a fermion
at the lattice site r and the lattice constant has been set
to unity. Treating the cold atomic gas as a grand canoni-
cal ensemble at chemical potential µ and temperature T ,
we have

gr′,r =
∑
n

U†
r′,nfnUn,r, (26)

where fn = [e(En−µ)/(kBT ) + 1]−1 is the finite-
temperature Fermi distribution function for the n-
th energy-eigenstate, whose normalized eigenvector ob-
tained by diagonalizing the real-space tight-binding
Hamiltonian is denoted as Un,r. To illustrate the readily
observable quantity from atomic gas imaging, we have
plotted s3({r}) as a function of r3 in Fig. 3(a), by fix-
ing r1 = (5, 10) and r2 = (10, 5), for an isotropic tight-
binding model (L = 14) with nearest-neighbor hopping
−t (t > 0) and Fermi energy EF = 2t (as counted from
the band-bottom, hence µ = −4t + EF ). This corre-
sponds to an electronlike Fermi surface with χF = 1.
For an infinite system, the continuous Fourier trans-

form of Eq. (12) has been worked out in Ref. [6] as

s3 =
χF

8π4
δ′′(A123), (27)
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FIG. 3. Simulation of the quantum gas microscopy measure-
ment for the topological density correlation in a square-lattice
tight-binding model with nearest neighbour hopping −t and
size 14×14. The quantum gas is treated as a grand canonical
ensemble at chemical potential µ = −4t+EF , with EF = 2.5t.
(a) Real-space 3-point density correlation s3(r1, r2, r3) versus
r3, with r1 = (5, 10) and r2 = (10, 5), simulated at tem-
perature kBT = 0.1EF . (b) Momentum-space density cor-
relation s3(q1,q2,−q1 − q2), see Eq. (28), as a function of
q2y by taking q1 = (4π/7, 0) and q2 = (0, q2y), computed at
various temperature. Dashed line corresponds to the zero-
temperature infinite-volume prediction in Eq. (12). Inset
shows the corresponding Fermi sea with χF = 1.

where A123 is the area of the triangle formed by
{r1, r2, r3}. The derivative of the delta function sug-
gests that the real-space density correlation is dominated
by straight-line configurations in which r1, r2 and r3 are
collinear. Such a qualitative feature is marginally observ-
able in Fig. 3(a), where s3 peaks around the diagonal.
Though finite-size effects make the detailed compari-

son of Eq. (27) with the real-space data difficult, the
topological nature of the density correlations present in
the multi-dimensional data set s3(r1, r2, r3) is much more
apparent in the momentum space. The momentum-
space density correlation can be computed by the discrete
Fourier transform,

s3(q1,q2,q3) =
1

L2

∑
r1,2,3

s3({r})e−i[q1·r1+q2·r2+q3·r3],

(28)
where q = 2π(nx, ny)/L for integers nx,y. Notice that
s3 defined here is slightly different from that defined pre-
viously for an infinite system. It is not a delta function
of q1 + q2 + q3 as the translation symmetry is violated
by the open boundary conditions. Nonetheless, we shall
focus on q3 = −q1 − q2 where we can clearly see the
topological signature predicted for the infinite system. In
Fig. 3(b), with q1 = (4π/7, 0) and q2 = (0, q2y), we have
plotted s3(q1,q2,−q1 − q2) as a function of q2y in both
the zero-temperature limit (which has been assumed in
all the preceding sections) and for experimentally feasible
temperatures at fractions of the Fermi energy. As clearly
shown in Fig. 3(b), the singular momentum-dependence
|q1 × q2| is observable for a reasonably small system at
a finite temperature, from which χF can be reliably ex-
tracted through Eq. (12).

FIG. 4. Probing Lifshitz transitions by s3(q1,q2,−q1−q2) in
a 14× 14 tight-binding model with anisotropic nearest neigh-
bour hoppings, tx = 2ty = t, and open boundaries. The
quantum gas is simulated as a grand canonical ensemble at
µ = −3t + EF and T = 0, where the Fermi seas for three
simulated EF are depicted on the right. We have chosen
q1 = (4π/7, 0) and q2 = (0, q2y) for plotting s3({q}), and
the dashed lines are predictions from Eq. (12).

To further demonstrate the ability for s3(q1,q2,−q1−
q2) to capture the Fermi sea topology in finite systems,
we have also considered anisotropic nearest neighbour
hoppings, tx = 2ty = t, and computed s3({q}) for a set
of chemical potentials that realize χF = ±1, 0, see Fig. 4.
In this model, the Fermi sea is topologically equivalent
to a disk (χF = 1) for 2t > EF > 0, an annulus (χF = 0)
for 4t > EF > 2t, and a punctured torus (χF = −1)
for 6t > EF > 4t. It can be seen that the singularity
around q2y = 0 only concerns χF , but not the precise
geometry of the Fermi sea. The shape of Fermi sea, how-
ever, controls the range of validity for Eq. (12), which we
discuss in detail in Appendix B. Particularly, as shown
in Fig. 4, a Fermi sea closer to a Lifshitz transition (cf.
open circles) shows |q1 × q2| dependence in a narrower
range as compared to a Fermi sea further away from the
transition (cf. filled circles). Our analysis thus provides
guidance for experimentally demonstrating Eq. (12) in a
small finite-size system.

There is another interesting yet more challenging ap-
proach to probe χF , which requires performing the quan-
tum gas microscopy for a wide range of system sizes. As
pointed out in Ref. [6], the momentum-space density
correlation in Eq. (3) implies a topological multipartite
number correlation, which is in turn related to the multi-
partite entanglement present in a Fermi gas. For D = 2,
by spatially partitioning the Fermi gas into three mu-
tually neighboring regions (A,B and C) that meet at a
point, we found the following finite-size scaling:

⟨QAQBQC⟩c =
3χF

8π4
log2

L

a
+ b, (29)

where QK=A,B,C is the particle number operator in re-
gion K, while a and b are non-universal fitting parame-
ters. Importantly, the coefficient of the logarithmic scal-
ing is solely determined by the Fermi sea topology and
insensitive to the partition geometry in the real space.
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B. Non-Linear X-Ray Scattering

We next propose a method for probing the universal
density correlations in an electron gas in a solid state
system using scattering. Scattering has long been estab-
lished as a powerful tool for studying the structure of
matter. By shining high frequency light on matter, each
electron becomes an oscillating dipole that radiates on
its own, so the spatial correlation among all electrons is
imprinted on the interference of the scattered light. We
will argue that X-rays scattered from the electrons in a
degenerate Fermi gas contain correlations that reflect the
universal density correlations in Eq. (3). For concrete-
ness, we consider a geometry shown in Fig. 5, in which
electrons in a two dimensional electron gas (2DEG) scat-
ter X-rays.

The dominant process for the scattering of high energy
photons from electrons can be understood by considering
the |A|2 term in the expansion of the kinetic energy |p−
eA/c|2/(2me). This results in an interaction term of the
form

∆H =
e2

2mec2

∫
drρ(r)|A(r)|2, (30)

where ρ(r) is the electron density [21]. For an incident
beam of photons with momentumK, the rate for photons
to scatter to momentum K′ = K + q can be computed
using Fermi’s golden rule. Integrating over the energies
of the scattered photons, the number of photons per unit
time and solid angle dNq/dt scattered in a direction Ω̂q =
K′/|K′| is

dNq

dt
=

Ip
ℏω

( e2

mec2

)2
⟨ρ−qρq⟩, (31)

where Ip is the intensity of the incident beam. When
scattering from a free electron gas, this describes an in-
coherent process, in which a momentum q is transfered
to an electron. For large q, this results in the Comp-
ton effect, whereby the scattered photon is red shifted.
For a degenerate Fermi gas, when |q| ≪ kF , the Pauli
principle restricts the transitions to electrons at momen-
tum k that cross the Fermi surface when scattered to
k − q. This leads to a suppression of the scattered in-
tensity for |q| < kF . The frequency integrated scattering
rate probes precisely the structure factor

⟨ρ−qρq⟩ = L2s2(q) ∼
L2

2π2
kF |q|, (32)

where L2 is the area of the 2DEG, and we have used
Eq. (22) and considered for simplicity a circular Fermi
surface with diameter 2kF .

We will argue that the scattered photons for |q| ≲ kF
contain fluctuations with correlations that encode the
topological density correlations in the Fermi gas. This
will lead to a kind of speckle pattern in the scattered in-
tensity that fluctuates both as a function of scattering an-
gle and as a function of time. Thus, it will be important

FIG. 5. Schematic of nonlinear X-ray scattering for prob-
ing topology in a 2DEG. The speckle pattern in the scat-
tered intensity contains fluctuations that encode multi-
point electronic density correlations. Whenever q1 ± q2 ±
q3 ∼ 0, there is an enhanced third order correlation in
⟨∆Nq1∆Nq2∆Nq3⟩ ∝ χ2

F , where Nqi measures the photon

number per solid angle scattered into the direction Ω̂qi .

to be able to resolve the scattering intensity with both
angular and temporal resolution. It appears to us that
this is on the boundary of feasibility. For a 2DEG with
kF ∼ (10 nm)−1, we should resolve |q| ∼ (100 nm)−1.
For a soft X-ray with ℏω = 1 keV, |q|/|K| ∼ 2 × 10−3,
corresponding to an angle θ ∼ 0.1◦, which is in range
for small angle X-ray scattering [22, 23]. While going to
photons with lower energy and longer wavelength could
improve the q resolution, there is a tension: At lower
energy virtual (or resonant) processes can become oper-
ative and complicate the analysis. These arise due to
coupling to excited states via the first order interaction
ep · A/(mec), which was not included in Eqs. (30) and
(31). For a given material system it will be desirable to
optimize the photon energy.
The time scale for fluctuations of the intensity at q will

be of order τ ∼ 1/(vF |q|). For a Fermi velocity of order
vF ∼ 106m/s, the temporal scale is τ ∼ 100 fs. While
detecting photons with this temporal resolution seems
challenging, pulsed X-rays with pulse widths of femtosec-
onds are possible [24–27]. We therefore propose to use
femtosecond X-ray pulses to effectively take a snapshot
of the electrons, and to measure the correlations in the
number of scattered photons. In the following we will
develop a theory of those correlations.
Consider a single pulse Ip(t) at time t0, with an inte-

grated energy per unit area, Fp =
∫
dtIp(t) and a width

∆t satisfying ω−1 ≪ ∆t ≪ τ . According to Eq. (31),
the average number of scattered photons per solid angle
scattered to Ω̂q is

⟨Nq⟩ = C0⟨ρ−qρq⟩, (33)

with C0 ≡ (Fp/ℏω)(e2/mec
2)2. The second order corre-

lation in the number of photons detected at q1 and q2

can be computed similarly:

⟨Nq1
Nq2

⟩ = C2
0 ⟨ρ−q1

ρq1
ρ−q2

ρq2
⟩. (34)
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Since we have assumed the pulse width ∆t is smaller
than the characteristic time τ for ρq to fluctuate, all of
the densities in (34) are evaluated at the same time t0.
This correlator can be separated into connected and dis-
connected pieces:

⟨ρ−q1
ρq1

ρ−q2
ρq2

⟩ = ⟨ρ−q1
ρq1

⟩c⟨ρ−q2
ρq2

⟩c
+ ⟨ρ−q1ρq2⟩c⟨ρ−q2ρq1⟩c + ⟨ρ−q1ρ−q2⟩c⟨ρq1ρq2⟩c
+ ⟨ρ−q1ρq1ρ−q2ρq2⟩c,

(35)

where we have assumed ⟨ρ±q1
⟩ = ⟨ρ±q2

⟩ = 0. According
to Eq. (4), the connected four point correlator will vanish
for D = 2. Moreover, ⟨ρ−q1

ρq2
⟩c = (2π)2δq1−q2

s2(q1).
Therefore, we have

⟨∆Nq1∆Nq2⟩ ≡ ⟨Nq1Nq2⟩ − ⟨Nq1⟩⟨Nq2⟩
= (2π)4C2

0 (δ
2
q1−q2

+ δ2q1+q2
)|s2(q1)|2.

(36)

The delta functions have a width and height that is set
by the size L of the 2DEG, so δ2q has a peak height

∼ L4/(2π)4 and a width ∼ 2π/L. The term proportional
to δq1−q2 thus predicts that ⟨(∆Nq)

2⟩ ∼ ⟨Nq⟩2, with cor-
relations over a range 2π/L in q. This leads to a speckle
pattern in Nq. If the pixel resolution of the detectors can
resolve ∆q ∼ 2π/L, then the fluctuation ⟨(∆Nq)

2⟩ is of
order ⟨Nq⟩2. If the resolution is lower, then averaging
will reduce the size of the observed fluctuations. In addi-
tion to the fluctuations ⟨(∆Nq)

2⟩, Eq. (36) predicts that
the speckle pattern will exhibit enhanced correlations be-
tween different scattering directions specified by q1 and
q2 when q1 + q2 ∼ 0. These correlations also probe the
second order equal time density correlations s2(q), given
in Eq. (5). While they do not directly probe the topology
of the Fermi sea, observing them would be a prerequisite
for observing the topological density correlations.

In D = 2, the topological density correlations are en-
coded in the third order equal time density correlation.
This motivates us to consider the third order correlations
in the measured intensity,

⟨Nq1Nq2Nq3⟩ = C3
0 ⟨

3∏
a=1

ρ−qaρqa⟩. (37)

Again, this will contain connected and disconnected com-
ponents. As in Eq. (35), the 4th and 6th order connected
correlations of ρq will vanish. If we assume that ±q1,
±q2 and ±q3 are all distinct, then the only non-zero
connected pieces involve

⟨
3∏

a=1

ρ−qaρqa⟩ = ⟨ρ−q1ρq1⟩c⟨ρ−q2ρq2⟩c⟨ρ−q3ρq3⟩c

+
∑

ν2,ν3=±1

⟨ρ−q1
ρ−ν2q2

ρ−ν3q3
⟩c⟨ρq1

ρν2q2
ρν3q3

⟩c.
(38)

Therefore, we predict enhanced third order correlations
when q1 ± q2 ± q3 ∼ 0:

⟨∆Nq1
∆Nq2

∆Nq3
⟩ =

(2π)4C3
0

∑
ν2,ν3=±1

δ2q1+ν2q2+ν3q3
|s3(q1, ν2q2)|2. (39)

While achieving the necessary resolution to resolve these
third order correlations presents a technical challenge,
Eq. (39) shows that they directly probe the third order
equal time density correlations (12), which encode the
topological structure of the Fermi gas.

IV. DISCUSSION

In this paper we have studied the structure of the equal
time density correlations in a Fermi gas, and presented a
simple analysis that explains how they probe the topol-
ogy of the Fermi sea. For a Fermi gas in D dimensions,
the D+1 point density correlation expressed in momen-
tum space is universal, and is exactly quantized for suffi-
ciently small momenta {qa}, with a coefficient given by
the Euler characteristic of the Fermi sea. For M < D+1
the M point correlation is related to the topological cor-
relations in D̃ = M − 1 dimensional slices of the Fermi
sea parallel to {qa}, which leads to a result that scales

with the D−D̃ dimensional volume of the Fermi sea per-
pendicular to {qa}. For M > D + 1, we found that the
M point correlation vanishes.
The vanishing of the density correlations when M >

D + 1 is reminiscent of the method of bosonization for
D = 1. It is well known that the Hilbert space of the
Luttinger model maps exactly to the Hilbert space of
non-interacting bosons, and that the fermion bilinear
density operator maps to the boson operator [28, 29].
Thus, the vanishing of the higher order connected den-
sity correlations is simply a reflection of Wick’s theorem
for the non-interacting bosons. Eq. (4) therefore ap-
pears to be a higher dimensional generalization of that
structure. However, there is a subtle difference. Under
bosonization, the bosons are non-interacting only when
the fermion dispersion is perfectly linear (the Luttinger
model). Nonlinearities in the fermion dispersion - even
for non-interacting fermions - lead to interactions among
the bosons [28]. In general, for interacting bosons, the
higher order connected boson correlations will not van-
ish, yet we have shown for non-interacting fermions the
density correlations do vanish. The resolution is that
for non-interacting fermions, curvature in the fermion
dispersion leads to corrections in the density operator.
Those corrections, in combination with the interactions
between the bosons lead to an exact cancellation in the
higher order connected density correlations computed us-
ing bosonization. This cancellation is specific to non-
interacting fermions. Thus, while bosonization in D = 1
remains exact when interactions are incorporated in the
Luttinger model, the structure of the equal time density
correlations outlined in this paper for D > 1 appear to be
a feature that applies only to non-interacting fermions. A
theory of nonlinear bosonization has recently been intro-
duced for dimension D > 1 Fermi liquids, which incorpo-
rates both interactions between the bosons and nonlinear
corrections to the density operators [30]. A similar ex-
act cancellation must arise in that theory for the equal
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time density correlations when applied to non interacting
fermions.

We have proposed two methods for measuring these
universal correlations experimentally. For fermionic
atoms in a quantum gas microscope, we argued that for
a finite system with of order 100 atoms the universal cor-
relations are apparent in the Fourier transform of the
real space density correlations. For a solid state system,
we proposed measuring correlations in the speckle pat-
tern produced by scattering X-rays from an electron gas.
While achieving the required angular and temporal res-
olution presents a technical challenge, our hope is that
the potential for measurement of a fundamental quantity
provides motivation.

In this work we have not addressed the effect of in-
teractions among the fermions. For an atomic gas, the
interactions among fermions can be controlled, so the
prospect of studying a non-interacting (or very weakly
interacting) gas of fermionic atoms is within reach. In a
solid state system, interactions among electrons are more
difficult to control, but in principle they can be modified
by the dielectric environment. In any event, it remains
an important problem to understand the effect that in-
teractions will have on the universal density correlations.
Or to turn it around: what can measuring the density
correlations in a Fermi gas teach us about the interac-
tions?

In one dimension, the answer is known. For an in-
teracting Fermi gas in one dimension the long wave-
length density correlations can easily be computed using
bosonization. For a single channel (spinless) Luttinger
liquid [29],

s2(q) =
|q|
2π

K, (40)

where K is the dimensionless Luttinger parameter that
characterizes the strength of the long wavelength forward
scattering interactions among the fermions. Thus, the
|q| singularity, which reflects long ranged real space cor-
relations remains, but its magnitude is modified by the
interactions.

We anticipate that a similar modification will arise in
higher dimensions. The analogs of the Luttinger param-
eter in a higher dimensional Fermi liquid are the Lan-
dau parameters, which likewise characterize the strength
of the long wavelength forward scattering interactions
among the fermions. It will therefore be of interest to
determine the manner in which the Landau parameters
modify the universal density correlations in a two or three
dimensional Fermi liquid. We will leave that analysis for
future work.
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Appendix A: Proof of Eq. (3) for general D

In this appendix we present a proof of Eq. (3) that
unifies our arguments for dimensions D = 1, 2 and 3 and
generalizes the result to arbitrary D. For M = D+1 the
correlation function may be written as

sD+1({qa}) =
∫

dDqD+1

(2π)D
⟨
D+1∏
a=1

(∫
dDka

(2π)D
c†ka

cka+qa

)
⟩c.

(A1)
We will begin by evaluating the connected correlation
function using Wick’s theorem. We will then relate this
result to a triangulation of the D-dimensional Fermi sea
based on a lattice in momentum space generated by {qa}.

1. Evaluation via Wick’s theorem

The first step is to evaluate the expectation value

⟨c†k1
ck1+q1

c†k2
ck2+q2

...c†kD+1
ckD+1+qD+1

⟩c (A2)

using Wick’s theorem. There will be D! terms in the con-
nected correlation function, in which c’s and c†’s are con-
tracted in different pairings. These can be specified by a
permutation of {1, ..., D}, which we represent as a string
[a] ≡ a1a2...aD, that specifies that ckai

+qai
is contracted

with c†kai+1
. In addition, ckD+1+qD+1

is contracted with

c†ka1
. It will be convenient below to represent the sub-

string consisting of the first i elements of [a] as [a]i ≡
a1a2...ai, and to define q[a]i = qa1

+ qa2
+ ...+ qai

.
We start on the right hand side and contract

ckD+1+qD+1
(which we define as ck) with c†ka1

. This gives

⟨c†ka1
ck⟩ = (2π)Dfka1

δ(ka1
− k). (A3)

Next contract cka1
+qa1

with c†ka2
, and so on. At each

step, we obtain

⟨c†kai+1
ckai

+qai
⟩ = (2π)Dfkai+1

δ(kai+1−kai−qai) (A4)

for ai+1 < ai or

⟨ckai
+qai

c†kai+1
⟩ = (2π)Df̄kai+1

δ(kai+1−kai−qai) (A5)

for ai+1 > ai (where f̄ = 1 − f). After the D + 1 δ-
functions are integrated, there remains a single integral
over k, and we set ka1

= k and kai+1
= k + q[a]i for

i = 1, ..., D.
The contribution from each permutation [a] will be a

product of (A3) and terms (A4) or (A5) for i = 1, ..., D
up to an overall sign that accounts for the antisymmetry
of the fermion operators. This sign can be deduced by
considering the sign of the term that contains all D + 1
f ’s when the product is multiplied out using f̄ = 1 − f .
This is determined by rearranging the c†’s in (A2) such
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that c†kai+1
sits to the left of ckai

+qai
, and counting the

number of interchanges of fermion operators. This can
be accomplished in three steps:

(i) Move all of the c†’s to the left of all of the c’s (keep-
ing their order preserved).

(ii) Rearrange the c†’s according to the permutation

[a] by moving c†kai+1
to the position previously occupied

by c†kai
for 0 ≤ i ≤ D (with a0 = aD+1 = D + 1).

(iii) Move the c†’s back to their original positions
(keeping their updated order preserved).

Steps (i) and (iii) will involve the same number of inter-
changes, so they will cancel. The overall sign is therefore
determined by the sign of the permutation [a]. Since [a]
represents a cycle of length D + 1, its parity is (−1)D.
It follows that

sD+1 =

∫
dDk

(2π)D

∑
[a]

f0

D∏
i=1

(
θ(ai+1 − ai)− f[a]i

)
,

(A6)
where we adopt the shorthand f0 ≡ fk and f[a]i ≡
fk+q[a]i

.

2. Triangulated Fermi Sea

We now generalize the notion of a triangulated Fermi
sea to D dimensions. We begin by considering the set of
points L(k0) in momentum space containing a point k0,
along with all points related by the lattice generated by
q1, ...,qD:

kn = k0 +

D∑
a=1

naqa (A7)

for integers na.
In general, this lattice will not fit inside the Brillouin

zone unless a multiple of qa is a primitive reciprocal lat-
tice vector. However, if the qa are rational fractions of a
reciprocal lattice vector, then the lattice will fit into N
copies of the Brillouin zone for some (possibly large) in-
teger N . We will be content with establishing our result
for qa that are (arbitrarily high order) rational fractions.
In this case, the sums over {na} should be understood as
summing over the distinct points in the N -fold expanded
Brillouin zone, and we must keep in mind that the Fermi
sea is repeated N times.

For a point k in L(k0), a string [a] = a1a2..ad, and a
collection of integers 0 < i1 < i2 < ... < id < D + 1, we
define the d-simplex,

σk
[a]i1 [a]i2 ...[a]id

= (k,k+ q[a]i1
,k+ q[a]i2

, ...,k+ q[a]id
),

(A8)
which is defined by its set of d + 1 corners. Associated
with each k ∈ L there are D! D-simplexes, σk

[a]1[a]2...[a]D
,

corresponding to the D! permutations [a], that together
make up a unit cell of L given by the D-dimensional
parallelepiped at k generated by q1,...,D. The set of all
d-simplexes for d = 0, 1, 2, ..., D for all k in L form a sim-
plicial complex F(k0) that defines a triangulation of the
(N -fold) Brillouin zone. These are the building blocks
for our triangulation of the Fermi sea.

The set of all simplexes in F(k0), whose corners are
all contained in inside the Fermi sea defines a simplicial
complex FNF (k0). This defines an approximate triangu-
lation of the (N -fold) Fermi sea. The Euler characteristic
of this simplicial complex can be evaluated by the Euler-
Poincaré theorem [9, 10],

χNF (k0) =

D∑
d=0

(−1)dNd

(
FNF (k0)

)
, (A9)

where Nd is the number of d-simplexes in FNF (k0).
We expect that for sufficiently small qa this approxi-

mate triangulation should faithfully represent the topol-
ogy of the Fermi sea, though for large qa it will not. In
the following section we will assume that χNF (k0) is in-
dependent of k0 and is related to the Euler characteristic
of the Fermi sea. We will show that Eq. (A6) precisely
evaluates Eq. (A9), which allows us to express sD+1 in
terms of χF . In Appendix B we will consider the range
of validity of the approximate triangulation, and present
a bound on how small qa should be.

3. Evaluation of sD+1

We now evaluate Eq. (A6). We begin by expressing
the k-integral as 1/N times the integral over the N -fold
Brillouin zone, which using Eq. (A7) can be expressed
as an integral of k0 over the parallelepiped P formed by
q1,...,D times a sum over the lattice L(k0). Namely,

sD+1({qa}) =
1

N

∫
P

dDk0

(2π)D
C(k0), (A10)

with

C(k0) =
∑

k∈L(k0)

∑
[a]

f0

D∏
i=1

(
θ(ai+1 − ai)− f[a]i

)
.

(A11)
We will show that C(k0) precisely evaluates χNF (k0) by
expanding the product in Eq. (A11).
First consider the term in which all D terms in the

product involve f[a]i , which corresponds to D-simplexes.
It is clear from Eq. (A11) that each of the D! permuta-
tions [a] = a1a2...aD involves

f0

D∏
i=1

f[a]i =

 1, σk
[a]1[a]2...[a]D

∈ FNF (k0)

0, otherwise.
(A12)

When summed over k ∈ L(k0), these terms give
(−1)DND

(
FNF (k0)

)
.
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Next, for d < D consider the terms with d f[a]i ’s, corre-
sponding to d-simplexes that are d-faces of theD-simplex
associated with [a]. By choosing integers {i1, i2, ..., id}
in ascending order out of {1, 2, ..., D}, such a simplex is
constructed as σk

[a]i1 [a]i2 ...[a]id
. The corresponding term

in the expansion of Eq. (A11) is

(−1)df0f[a]i1 f[a]i2 ...f[a]id . (A13)

Since a d-face is shared by multiple D-simplexes,
σk
[a]i1 [a]i2 ...[a]id

can be built from various permutations [a]

and different choices of indices {i1, i2, ..., id}. Nonethe-
less, each d-simplex is counted precisely once in Eq.
(A11) because the θ-functions there imply that

ain > ain−1 > ain−2 > ... > ain−1+1 (A14)

for n = 1, 2, ..., d + 1 (Here we denote i0 = 0, iD+1 =
D + 1). These constraints uniquely fix the choice of
permutation [a] and the indices {i1, i2, ..., id} for each
d-simplex. For example, for D = 2, d = 1, the term
f0f12 in Eq. (10) corresponds to a 1-simplex that is a
face of either of the 2-simplexes represented by [a] = 12
or [a] = 21, with i1 = 2. In Eq. (A11) this term comes
with θ(a2 − a1), which selects [a] = 12. Similarly, for
D = 3, d = 1 the term f0f123 in Eq. (15) corresponds to
a 1-simplex that is an edge of 6 3-simplexes a1a2a3, but
θ(a2 − a1)θ(a3 − a2) selects 123.

When summed over k ∈ L(k0), each d-simplex in
FNF (k0) is counted once, so these terms contribute
(−1)dNd

(
FNF (k0)

)
. Adding up the contributions for all

of the d-simplexes, we conclude that C(k0) evaluates the
Euler-Poincaré formula for the Euler characteristic,

C(k0) =

D∑
d=0

(−1)dNd(FNF

(
k0)) ≡ χNF (k0

)
. (A15)

Provided we assume that qa are small enough such
that the triangulation FNF (k0) faithfully represents the
topology of the Fermi sea, χNF (k0) will be independent
of k0.
Eq. (A15) can alternatively be written as

χNF (k0) =
∑

σ∈F(k0)

(−1)dσ

∏
{ki∈σ}

fki
, (A16)

where dσ is the dimensionality of simplex σ. It can be
observed that the sums in Eqs. (10) and (15) have this
form.

All that is left is to account for the fact that for N > 1
χNF will be equal to the Euler characteristic of the N -
fold Fermi sea, rather than the actual Fermi sea. A simple
way to relate the two is to use Morse theory to express
the Euler characteristic as a sum over the critical points
in the energy E(k), which can be regarded as a Morse
function. Clearly, theN -fold Fermi sea will haveN copies
of every critical point in the original Fermi sea. It follows
that χNF = NχF .

We thus conclude that C(k0) = NχF . The integral
over k0 in (A10) simply gives the volume of P , which is
given by

∣∣det[Q]
∣∣, where Q is the D × D matrix formed

by q1,...,D. Eq. (3) follows.

Appendix B: Bound on qa

In this appendix we consider the range of Q =
[q1, ...,qD] for which Eq. (3) is exact. This requires us to
assess the validity of our assertion that χF of the Fermi
sea is faithfully represented by χNF (k0) of the approxi-
mate triangulation of the Fermi sea based on the lattice
L(k0), which is generated by Q. If the qa’s are small,
such that the mesh of points is fine on the scale of the
size kF of the Fermi sea, then it is natural to expect that
the triangulation gets the topology right. However, when
qa is larger than 2kF , it is possible that the lattice misses
the Fermi sea entirely. Moreover, even when the qa’s are
small, our approach breaks down if the qa’s are linearly
dependent (so that det[Q] = 0), since in that case L will
not fill the Brillouin zone. In fact, when |det[Q]| is small,
the criterion for how small qa must be becomes more
restrictive, and depends on the curvature of the Fermi
surface.

Our strategy for identifying the regime in which Eq.
(3) is exact is to demand that χNF (k0) is independent
of k0. Thus, it can not change if a point in L(k0) passes
from inside to outside the Fermi surface as k0 is varied.
It is thus sufficient to set k0 = k, for an arbitrary point k
on the Fermi surface, and ask whether χNF (k0) depends
on whether the point k0 is just inside or just outside the
Fermi sea. Consider

∆χ(k) = χNF (k− ϵn̂k)− χNF (k+ ϵn̂k) (B1)

for ϵ → 0, and n̂k ∝ ∇kE(k) is a unit normal to the
Fermi surface. Since χNF (k0) counts the numbers of d-
simplexes in the Fermi sea, it is clear that the terms in Eq.
(A16) that depend on fk will only involve the neighbors
of k, Lneighbors(k), defined as the points in L(k) that are
connected to k by a 1-simplex in F(k). We will denote
the neighbors of k as kh ≡ k + qh and kh ≡ k − qh,
where h = {h1, ..., hd} is a subset of {1, ..., D}, and qh =∑d

i=1 qhi
, for d = 1, 2, ..., D.

It is straightforward to show that

∆χ(k) = χneighbors
F (k)− 1, (B2)

where

χneighbors
F (k) =

D∑
d=0

(−1)dNd[Fneighbors
F (k)], (B3)

and Fneighbors
F (k) is a simplicial complex defined as the

subset of F(k) for which every vertex kh of every simplex
is in Lneighbors(k) and is inside the Fermi sea. Thus, the
criterion for χNF (k0) to be independent of k0 is that

χneighbors
F (k ∈ SF ) = 1 (B4)
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FIG. 6. Representative illustration of Lneighbors(k), i.e. the
set of points labeled as kh,h (or h, h in short) that surrounds

k, and Fneighbors
F (k), i.e. the corresponding simplicial com-

plex inside the Fermi sea labeled in blue. Here k is a generic
point on the Fermi surface. (a) for D = 2, where the red
points impose bounds on the Fermi surface curvature to en-
sure the exactness of Eq. (12); (b) for D = 3, where (c,d) are

projections showing the possible configurations of Fneighbors
F .

for every point k on the Fermi surface, SF .
For D = 2, the 6 neighbors of k form a (distorted)

hexagon, shown in Fig. 6(a). For D = 3, the 14 neigh-
bors of k form the vertices of a (distorted) rhombic do-
decahedron (Fig. 6(b)). To aid visualization for D = 3,
Figs. 6(c,d) show a projection of the sphere containing
the neighbors onto a disk, with one of the neighbors kh

at the center of the disk, and its partner kh represented
by the boundary of the disk. Generically, when the Fermi
surface is flat (or nearly flat on the scale of qh), kh and
kh̄ will be on opposite sides of the Fermi surface, so the
Fermi surface divides the neighbors in half. For D = 2
(D = 3) the 3 (7) neighbors inside the Fermi sea are
shown in blue. Depending on the orientation n̂k of the
Fermi surface relative to the qh’s, different combinations
of neighbors will be included, but the pattern always re-
sembles Fig. 6(a) for D = 2 and either Fig. 6(c) or Fig.

6(d) for D = 3. Clearly, in these cases χneighbors
F (k) = 1.

For general D, the 2(2D − 1) neighbors of k form a
triangulation of a sphere SD−1. The hemisphere inside
the Fermi sea will have the topology of a D − 1 dimen-

sional ball, with χneighbors
F (k) = 1, so that Eq. (B4) is

satisfied. However, this criterion will break down if the
Fermi surface deviates too strongly from being flat, or
equivalently, if qh’s are too large.
In general, the range of Q for which Eq. (3) will be

exact will depend on the detailed shape of the Fermi sur-
face, which can in principle be arbitrarily complicated.
Rather than attempting a completely general result, we

will assume that the Fermi surface is smooth, and is lo-
cally characterized by a curvature, so that near every
point k on the Fermi surface we can express the nearby
Fermi surface points as k+ q, where

n̂k · q = q · Ck · q. (B5)

Here n̂k is normal to the Fermi surface at k, and Ck is a
rank D−1 matrix (satisfying n̂k ·Ck = Ck · n̂k = 0) char-
acterizing the curvature of the Fermi surface at k. For
a spherical Fermi surface of radius kF , C = (2kF )

−1(I−
n̂kn̂k). Moreover, we will assume that qh is already small
enough, such that Eq. (B5) is accurate for every k on
the Fermi surface at the scale of qh. Small higher order
corrections to Eq. (B5) will lead to small higher order
corrections to our bound, but they will not diminish the
exactness of Eq. (3) when the bound is satisfied. We
will develop our bound for the special cases D = 2 and
D = 3. This analysis suggests an algorithm for deter-
mining a non-trivial bound, which we conjecture is valid
for all D.

1. Bound for D = 2

In two dimensions, it can be seen from Fig. 6(a)
that for a flat Fermi surface, three of the six neigh-
bors of a point k on the Fermi surface will be inside

the Fermi sea, forming a simplicial complex Fneighbors
F (k)

with χneighbors
F (k) = 1. Assuming Eq. (B5), Fneighbors

F
will be unchanged for a curved Fermi surface, provided

|n̂k · qh| > |qh · C · qh| for all neighbors kh ∈ Fneighbors
F .

However, this criterion is too restrictive because near a
point on the Fermi surface where n̂k · qh = 0, the crite-
rion is always violated. However, it can be seen from Fig.

6(a) that removing k1 or k2 from Fneighbors
F , or adding k1

or k2 to Fneighbors
F , will not change χneighbors

F (k). On the
other hand, if the curvature is so high that k12 (or k12)
crosses the Fermi surface (as shown by the dashed line in

Fig. 6(a)), then χneighbors
F (k) = 0, so that ∆χ(k) = 1.

We can obtain a non-trivial bound by removing from
the list of neighbors Lneighbors(k) the points that do not
matter. Note that these are precisely the points that
could first intersect a flat Fermi surface passing through
k (perpendicular to n̂) as n̂ is rotated away from its initial
value n̂k. Clearly, for D = 2, the only points left are the
ones that are furthest away from the flat Fermi surface:

|n̂k · qh∗ | = max
h

|n̂k · qh|. (B6)

Thus, in Fig. 6(a), qh∗ = ±q12 = ∓q3. The non-trivial
bound is thus, ∣∣∣∣qh∗ · Ck · qh∗

n̂k · qh∗

∣∣∣∣ < 1 (B7)

for all k ∈ SF . Provided q1 and q2 are linearly inde-
pendent (det[Q] ̸= 0), this bound can be satisfied for
sufficiently large kF (or small |qa|).
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FIG. 7. Neighbors in D = 3. The black points are the
marginal neighbors of k, which do not affect χneighbors

F irre-
spective of whether they are included in the Fermi sea. The
blue points belong to L∗neighbors(k), which are relevant for im-
posing bounds on the Fermi surface curvature to ensure the
exactness of Eq. (17). (a) and (b) correspond to Fig. 6(c)
and (d), respectively.

Note that there are two ways in which this bound can
be violated. If we fix the angles between qa, then (B7)
will be violated when the magnitudes |qa| are turned
up too large. On the other hand, if we fix the magni-
tudes |qa|, then the bound will be violated if qa’s be-
come nearly parallel to one another (so that |detQ| =
|q1 × q2| ≪ |q1||q2|). In this case, there can be a point
on the Fermi surface where n̂k · qh∗ ≈ 0, so (B7) is vio-
lated.

For a circular Fermi surface of radius kF , a bound that
is exact even when |qa| /kF = O(1) can be found by re-

placing (B7) by (q⊥h∗)2 + (kF − q
∥
h∗)2 < k2F , where ∥ (⊥)

indicate components parallel (perpendicular) to n̂k. For
qh∗ = ±qa, the bound is determined by the points on the
Fermi surface with n̂k ⊥ qb for b ̸= a ∈ {1, 2, 3}. This,
in turn, implies the bound can be written as

|qa| < 2kF sin θab (B8)

for all a ̸= b ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Here θab is the angle between qa

and qb. It can be checked that if sin θab ≪ 1 (so that the
bound applies for |qa| ≪ kF ), then (B7) and (B8) agree.

Thus, when θab are of order unity, Eq. (3) will be
exact when the magnitudes |qa| are smaller than a cutoff
of order kF . But when the qa’s are nearly parallel, the
condition on |qa| is more restrictive.

2. Bound for D = 3

The procedure for D = 3 is similar to that for D = 2,
above, except the counting is a bit more complicated.
A bound similar to (B7) can be established, provided
we remove from Lneighbors(k) the marginal neighbors for

which qh · n̂k could be arbitrarily small, which we will

argue will not affect χneighbors
F . These are the neighbors

that could first intersect a flat Fermi surface perpendicu-
lar to n̂ passing through k as n̂ is rotated away from n̂k.
The marginal neighbors can be identified by ordering the
neighbors according to

|n̂k · qh1
| < |n̂k · qh2

| < ..., (B9)

and selecting the smallest two from this list, along with
any linear combinations of those two that are also neigh-
bors. Depending on the orientation of n̂k there could be
6 or 4 marginal neighbors, which all lie in the same plane
containing k. These are shown in black in Fig. 7(a,b),
and by inspecting these pictures, it is clear that the

Euler characteristic χneighbors
F is independent of whether

any of the marginal neighbors are included in the Fermi
sea or not. This can be checked by explicitly writing

χneighbors
F (k) in terms of fh ∈ {0, 1} in a form analogous

to Eq. (10) and observing that the result is independent
of fh if kh is a marginal neighbor. Thus, the marginal
neighbors do not need to be included in the bound.
We thus define L∗neighbors(k) to be the points in

Lneighbors with the marginal neighbors removed. The
bound then becomes∣∣∣∣qh∗ · Ck · qh∗

n̂k · qh∗

∣∣∣∣ < 1 (B10)

for all k ∈ SF and for all kh∗ ∈ L∗neighbors. Provided
|det[Q]| > 0, we are guaranteed that |n̂k ·qh∗ | > 0 for all
k and h∗, so that the bound is non-trivial, and Eq. (3)
is exact over a finite range of qa.

3. Conjectured bound for all D

For general D, characterizing Lneighbors(k) and

Fneighbors
F (k) becomes more complicated, and we have

not proven the general case. Nonetheless, we conjecture
that the algorithm introduced above for D = 3 can be
applied for D > 3:

1. For each point k on the Fermi surface determine
the set of neighbors Lneighbors(k).

2. Identify the marginal neighbors by choosing
the D − 1 linearly independent neighbors in
Lneighbors(k) with the smallest values of |n̂k · qh|,
along with all linear combinations in Lneighbors(k).
Define L∗neighbors as the points in Lneighbors(k) with
the marginal points removed.

3. Require (B10) for all k ∈ SF and kh∗ ∈ L∗neighbors.
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