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Theory of Half-Integer Fractional Quantum Spin Hall Insulator Edges
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We study the edges of fractional quantum spin Hall insulators (FQSH) with half-integer spin Hall
conductance. These states can be viewed as symmetric combinations of a spin-up and spin-down
half-integer fractional quantum Hall state (FQH) that are time-reversal invariant, and conserve the
z-component of spin. We consider the non-Abelian states based on the Pfaffian, anti-Pfaffian, PH-
Pfaffian, and 221 FQH, and generic Abelian FQH. For strong enough spin-conserving interactions,
we find that all the non-Abelian and Abelian edges flow to the same fixed point that consists of
a single pair of charged counter-propagating bosonic modes. If spin-conservation is broken, the
Abelian edge can be fully gapped in a time-reversal symmetric fashion. The non-Abelian edge with
broken spin-conservation remains gapless due to time-reversal symmetry, and can flow to a new
fixed point with a helical gapless pair of Majorana fermions. We discuss the possible relevance of
our results to the recent observation of a half-integer edge conductance in twisted MoTe2.

Introduction.—Fractionalization is one of the most fas-
cinating consequences of many-body correlations and en-
tanglement in condensed matter physics. The prime ex-
ample is the fractional quantum Hall (FQH) effect, in
which an electron is effectively split into multiple emer-
gent quasiparticle excitations, known as anyons, with
unusual exchange and braiding statistics[1–3]. Anyons
with non-Abelian statistics are particularly sought af-
ter for their potential applications in topological quan-
tum computing[4, 5]. Recently, two-dimensional moiré
materials have emerged as an ideal platform for study-
ing the interplay of symmetry, fractionalization, and
correlations[6–9]. Notably, the FQH effect at zero mag-
netic field,[10–14], has beenobserved in twisted bilayer
MoTe2 (tMoTe2) [15–18]and in substrate-aligned rhom-
bohedral pentalayer graphene[19].
In addition to time-reversal symmetry (TRS) breaking

states, like the FQH, there are also TRS invariant frac-
tionalized states, known as fractional topological insula-
tors (FTI) or fractional quantum spin Hall (FQSH) insu-
lators [20]. Very recently, experimental evidence for such
a state was observed in tMoTe2 in the form of a quan-

tized two-terminal conductance of σ2 = 3
2
e2

h per edge at
a filling of n = 3 holes per moiré unit cell [21]. The Hall
conductance also vanishes at this filling. Remarkably,
these observations are consistent with a spin-up σxy = 3

2
FQH state in parallel with its spin-down time-reversed
partner, resulting in a FQSH state with spin-Hall con-
ductivity σsH = 3

2 . However, the fate of the counter-
propagating edge modes in the presence of interactions
between the two spin species is subtle[20, 22].
Motivated by this, we consider FQSH states with half-

integer spin-Hall conductances. Specifically, these are
topologically ordered systems with U(1) charge conser-
vation, U(1)s s

z-spin conservation, and TRS. This choice
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of symmetries is informed by those of the effective de-
grees of freedom in tMoTe2[23–25], although our analysis
is entirely general. The topological order of a half-integer
FQSH state can be either Abelian or non-Abelian. While
Abelian states have been considered in detail[20, 22, 26–
31], there have been fewer works on the non-Abelian
states [32, 33]. The possibility of a half-integer FQSH
state invites further exploration into the non-Abelian
states, as there is overwhelming evidence that the half-
integer FQH states in GaAs[34] are non-Abelian[35–43].
In this work, we are primarily interested in the edge

structure of the half-integer FQSH states, as the edge
modes are directly probed in transport-based experi-
ments. There are several possible Abelian and non-
Abelian half-integer FQSH states, which have different
bosonic and/or Majorana edge modes when the spin-up
and spin-down degrees of freedom are fully decoupled
from each other. Despite this, we find that when sz-
conserving interactions are included all the Abelian and
non-Abelian FQSH edges we consider here have a shared
“minimal” form. This minimal edge has a single non-
chiral pair of charged bosons, one per spin. Depend-
ing on the details of the interactions, the decoupled edge
can have a weak coupling instability towards forming the
minimal edge. This indicates that transport alone may
not be sufficient to differentiate Abelian and non-Abelian
FQSHs.
While the half-intger Abelian and non-Abelian FQSHs

have a shared minimal edge theory when sz conservation
is preserved, this is not true if we consider breaking sz-
conservation at the edge but preserving TRS. Previous
works have shown that the Abelian edge can be fully
gapped [22]. In contrast, we show that the non-Abelian
edges remain gapless as long as TRS is preserved.
It will be useful to distinguish between a “quantum

spin Hall insulator” and a “topological insulator”, as
the terms have been used synonymously is the litera-
ture. Here, we shall use “quantum spin Hall insulators”
for insulators with gapless edge modes that are stable
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in presence of charge conservation, sz conservation, and
time-reversal symmetry. We shall use “topological insu-
lators” for insulators with gapless edge modes that need
only charge conservation and time-reversal symmetry to
be protected from gapping. Since the half-integer non-
Abelian FQSHs with broken sz-conservation have pro-
tected gapless edges, they are non-Abelian FTIs [22].
Effective theories of the interacting edge.— The first

main result of this work is that the edges of all half-
integer FQSHs we consider in this work can be gapped
up to a single gapless pair of charged bosonic modes with
the effective Lagrangian

LFQSH =
ρsH
4π

∂xφR(∂t − v∂x)φR

+
ρsH
4π

∂xφL(−∂t − v∂x)φL − u∂xφR∂xφL

+
1

2π
ǫµν [∂µ(φR + φL)Aν + ∂µ(φR − φL)A

s
ν ].

(1)

Here φR and φL are chiral (right moving) and anti-chiral
(left moving) compact bosons with radius 2π, and ρsH =
σ−1
sH is the spin Hall resistance, which is detemined by the

bulk topological order. We work in units where e = ~ =
1, except when dimensionful quantities are relevant. The
bosons have the same charge but opposite spin, as evident
from the couplings to charge and spin probe gauge fields,
A, and As. Under time-reversal symmetry, φR → φL and
φL → φR + πσsH .
Since a FQSH must have at least one pair of bosons to

carry the charge and spin, Eq. 1 is the minimal edge the-
ory of a FQSH, i.e., the chiral and anti-chiral sectors have
the lowest possible central charges[44]. Eq. 1 is stable due
to charge and sz-conservation. To show this, consider the
dual bosons, ϕ = φR+φL and θ = φR−φL. Gapping the
edge amounts to condensing, ϕ or θ. However, since ϕ
carries spin and θ carries charge, gapping the edge nec-
essarily involves breaking charge or sz-conserving. Small
TRS breaking effects that do not break charge or sz con-
servation amount to a relative change of v for φR and φL,
and are therefore inconsequential.
Although the FQSH is a fermionic system, the minimal

edge does not have any local fermionic operators. Rather,
all local operators are bosons, indicating that there is a
gap for adding a single electron (see Ref. [45] for a similar
effect in quantum Hall systems). The local bosons with
the lowest (non-zero) charges are ei4φR , e−i4φL , both of
which carry even charge 4σsH .
If we consider breaking sz conservation of a non-

Abelian half-integer FQSH but preserving TRS (for ex-
ample, by adding Rashba spin-orbit coupling), we find
that the edge remains gapless. The state with broken
sz-conservation is therefore a non-Abelian FTI. However,
when sz-conservation is broken, the bosonic edge in Eq. 1
is no longer the minimal edge of the non-Abelian FTI.
Rather, the minimal edge consists of a single non-chiral
pair of Majorana fermions,

LFTI = iψR(∂t + vf∂x)ψR + iψL(∂t 9 vf∂x)ψL (2)

This is the second main result of this work. We establish
Eq. 2 by noting that the non-Abelian FTI edge can be
formulated in terms of a single non-chiral pair of charged
bosons, and an odd number of non-chiral pairs of Majo-
ranas. The charged bosons and an even number of Ma-
jorana pairs can be gapped out while preserving charge
conservation and TRS. This leaves a single gapless pair of
Majoranas that cannot be gapped out without breaking
TRS. Since Eq. 2 only has gapless neutral excitations,
the FTI can be an electrical insulator that may conduct
heat on its edges.

Before the technical discussion showing these results,
it will be useful to discuss the experimentally relevant
properties of the minimal FQSHI and FTI edges. For
the minimal FQSH edge the minimal charge that can be
injected into the edge at low energy is 4σsHe, instead of e.
This difference will manifest in tunneling measurements
from an outside source into the edge, and in particular in
shot noise measurements. Next, we consider the electric
conductance of the minimal FQSH edge, σ2. To model a
real setup, we consider a long section of the 1D edge in
Eq. 1 that is connected to two terminals. Since transla-
tion symmetry is broken in this geometry, the Luttinger
parameter, κ, and velocity v can be functions of posi-
tion. The conductance between two terminals can be
calculated with the Kubo formula. Following the results

of Ref. 46, σ2 = σsH
e2

h κ(xt), where κ(xt) is the value of
the Luttinger parameter at terminals. For Fermi-liquids,
the low-energy spin-up and spin-down degrees of freedom
that couple to the FQSH edge should be fully decoupled
from one another. This corresponds to κ(xt) = 1, leading

to a two-terminal conductance of σ2 = σsH
e2

h .

We also consider the thermal conductance of the FQSH
edge. For a system of length L that is much larger than
the thermal relaxation length ξ, the thermal conductance

of a non-chiral edge scales like |c|tot
1+L/ξκ0T , where |c|tot

is sum of the absolute values of the central charges of

all gapless edge modes, and κ0 =
π2k2

B

3h is the thermal
conductance quanta[41]. Clearly, the thermal conduc-
tance vanishes as L → ∞. However, in the opposite
limit L→ 0 (obtained by extrapolating backwards while
keeping L ≫ ξ), the thermal conductance approaches
|c|totκ0T . For the bosonic edge, |c|tot = 2, such that the
L→ 0 limit is 2κ0T . The minimal FTI also has thermal
transport signatures due to the presence of the gapless
Majorana fermions. Specifically, for minimal FTI edge
the L→ 0 limit of the thermal conductance is κ0T .

Generalized-Pfaffian FQSHs.— To begin, we consider
FQSHs with σsH = 1

2 . This state can be realized

by combining a spin-up ν = 1
2 FQH and its spin-

down counterpart. The FQH can be either Abelian or
non-Abelian. We present a general discussion of the
Abelain cases in Appendix A. The non-Abelian case is
more interesting and relevant, and will be the focus of
the rest of this work. Consider the non-Abelian Pfaf-
fian (Pf)[47], PH-Pfaffian (PH-Pf)[48], 221[49], and anti-
Pfaffian (aPf)[50, 51] FQHs. The edges of these states
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all have a chiral charged boson accompanied by a chi-
ral Majorana in the Pf state; an anti-chiral Majorana in
the PH-Pf state; three chiral Majoranas in the 221 state;
and three anti-chiral Majoranas in the aPf state. Mo-
tivated by this, we consider a class of FQSH made out
of generalized-Pfaffian (gPf) states with M Majoranas.
We shall show that if double spin-flip interactions are in-
cluded, the minimal edge theory in Eq. 1 with σsH = 1

2 is
a strong coupling fixed point of the edge. This is generi-
cally true for M ≥ 2, and also true for M = 1 if we allow
for edge reconstruction. In Appendix B we further show
that the gPF FQSH edges have a weak coupling instabil-
ity towards the minimal edge theory in Eq. 1, provided
there are significantly strong repulsive density-density in-
teractions between the up and down spins.
The Lagrangian for the gPf FQSH can be written in

terms of fermionic and bosonic contributions,

Lf,m =iψ↑m(∂t + vf∂x)ψ↑m + iψ↓m(∂t 9 vf∂x)ψ↓m,

Lb =
1
4π∂tΦ

TK∂xΦ− 1
4π∂xΦ

TV ∂xΦ

+ 1
2π ǫ

µν∂µ(t ·Φ)Aν + 1
2π ǫ

µν∂µ(s ·Φ)As
ν .

(3)

Lf,m is the Lagrangian for the ψ↑m, ψ↓m Majoranas. We
define vf such that the Majoranas co-propagate (counter
propagate) with the corresponding bosons when it is pos-
itive (negative). The bosonic Lagrangian Lb is written
in the K-matrix form[52], where K = diag(2,−2), Φ =
(φP↑, φP↓), and V encodes the velocity and Luttinger
parameter of the bosons. The charge vector t = (1, 1)
and spin vector s = (12 ,−

1
2 ) so the bosons carry the same

charge and opposite spin. We will focus on the case where
M is odd, as the even M gPF FQSHs are Abelian.
Local operators can be written in terms of the fol-

lowing 2M electron operators χ†
↑m = ψ↑mei2φ↑P , and

χ†
↓m = ψ↓me−i2φ↓ [53]. There are other local charge
e fermions in the theory that are combinations of the
above 2M operators. These electron operators are in-
variant under the following 2M parity transformations:
ψ↑/↓m → −ψ↑/↓m, φ↑/↓P → φ↑/↓P + π

2 (for eachm, ↑, and
↓ individually)[54–56]. Any local operator must also be
invariant under this transformation. Additionally, since
any physical state can be expressed in terms of local op-
erators operating on the vacuum, these transformations
indicate that the physical Hilbert space is smaller than
the expanded Hilbert space spanned by the Majorana
and bosonic sectors. Notably, the physical Hilbert space
only contains sectors where the Majorana fermion parity
is equal to the electric charge parity for each spin[57].
Here, we work in the expanded Hilbert space unless oth-
erwise specified, and implicitly project onto the physical
Hilbert space at the end. It is worth explicitly stating
that particles that are gapped (gapless) in the expanded
Hilbert space remain gapped (gapless) after projection.
A caveat of the existence of the parity transforma-

tions is that the TRS can be equivalently thought of
as acting non-trivially on the bosons or the Majoranas.

The bosonic TRS is ψ↑m ↔ ψ↓m, φ↑P → φ↓P and
φ↓P → φ↑P + π/2. The Majorana TRS is ψ↑m → ψ↓m,
ψ↓m → −ψ↑m and φ↓P ↔ φ↑P . These two definitions
are equivalent up to a parity transformation, and there-
fore have the same action on the physical Hilbert space.
Local operators that break (do not break) TRS are nec-
essarily odd (even) under both the bosonic and Majorana
TRS. Operators that are odd under only one of the TRS
definitions are not invariant under the parity transfor-
mation and are therefore non-local. Note that TRS is
only broken if a local time-reversal odd operator has an
expectation value.
We now consider adding interactions to Eq. 3. For

M ≥ 3, the following double spin-flip interaction induces
a Majorana gap,

J

2

∑

m,m′

χ†
↑mχ↑m′χ†

↓m′χ↓m = −
J

2
(
∑

m

iψ↑mψ↓m)2. (4)

This interaction is equivalent to that of the O(M) Gross-
Neveu model[58]. In the strong coupling limit of the
O(M) Gross-Neveu model with M ≥ 3, 〈iψ↑mψ↓m〉 6= 0,
which gaps out the Majoranas[59–61]. This can also
be confirmed by turning M − 1 of the Majoranas into
M−1

2 complex fermions, and then bosonizing the com-
plex fermions. The resulting interaction has the same
form as those we consider in Appendix C. Eq. 4 leads
to an edge that has gapped Majorana modes, while con-
serving both charge and spin. TRS is also unborken when
〈iψ↑mψ↓m〉 6= 0, as the Majorana bilinear is odd under
the parity transformation and is therefore a non-local
operator. The fact that TRS is unbroken can also be
confirmed by explicitly considering the action of TRS
on the projected states in the physical Hilbert space.
The remaining gapless fields are described by Eq. 1 with
φR = φ↑P , and φL = φ↓P .
For M = 1 the only sz preserving interaction we

can add to the gPF edge is χ†
↑1χ↑1χ

†
↓1χ↓1, which simply

changes the Luttinger parameter of bosons. However,
it is possible to gap out the Majoranas with symmetry
preserving interaction if we consider edge reconstruction
effects. Here, edge reconstruction amounts to adding a
purely 1+1D quantum wire (1DQW) to the edge. The

bosonized fermionic modes of the 1DQW are Ψ†
↑1 = eiφ↑1 ,

Ψ†
↑2 = e−iφ↑2 , and their time-reversed counterparts. Here

Ψ↑1 and Ψ↓2 are right moving fermions, while Ψ↑2 and
Ψ↓1 are left moving. Using the 1DQW fermions, we have
the double spin flip interactions

J ′

2
χ†
↑1χ↓1[Ψ

†
↓1Ψ↑1 +Ψ†

↓2Ψ↑2] + h.c.

= J ′iψ↑1ψ↓1[cos(2ϕP − ϕ1) + cos(2ϕP − ϕ2)].
(5)

where we have introduced the non-chiral boson, ϕα =
φ↑α + φ↓α with dual boson θα = φ↑α − φ↓α, for α =
P , 1, 2. In Appendix C we show that in the strong
coupling limit of Eq. 5, the Majorana bilinear and cosine
terms both acquire expectation values, gapping out the
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Majorana fermions, and four of the six bosonic fields.
Again, this does not break TRS, as the cosine terms and
Majorana bilinear are non-local. The remaining gapless
bosons realize the minimal edge in Eq. 1 with φR = φ↑P+
φ↑1 + φ↑2 and φL = φ↓P + φ↓1 + φ↓2.
Integer+Generalized-Pfaffian FQSHs.— We now ex-

tend our arguments to other non-Abelian half-integer
FQSH. We consider a state where the gPf FQSH modes
are in parallel with N integer quantum spin Hall modes,
leading to a spin Hall conductance of σsH = N + 1

2 .
The edge Lagrangian is L =

∑

mLf,m + Lb,. The
fermionic part Lf,m is identical to that in Eq. 3. The
bosonic part has now 2N + 2 bosonic fields Φ =
(φP↑, φ↑1..., φ↑N , φP↓, φ↓1..., φ↓N ), with K-matrix K =
diag(2, 1, ...,−2,−1, ...), and charge and spin vectors t =
(1...1) and s = (12 , ...,−

1
2 ...). The local electron opera-

tors are χ†
↑m, χ†

↓m, Ψ†
↑n = eiφ↑n , and Ψ†

↓n = e−iφ↓n .
This integer+gPf FQSH is driven to the interacting

edge (Eq. 1) by the following double spin-flip operations,
in which the gPf state is coupled to each of the N pairs
of counter-propagating modes

J ′′

2

∑

mn

χ†
↑mχ↓mΨ†

↓nΨ↑n = J ′′
∑

mn

iψ↑mψ↓m cos(2ϕP − ϕn)

(6)

where ϕα is defined as before, with α = P , 1,... N .
All the Majorana fermions and 2N of the bosons will be
gapped out in the strong coupling limit (see Appendix C).
For the same reasons discussed before this term preserves
charge and spin conservation, as well as TRS. The re-
maining gapless bosons are φR = φ↑P +

∑

n φ↑n and
φL = φ↓P +

∑

n φ↓n, and are described by the minimal
edge theory, Eq. 1, with σsH = N + 1

2 .
Non-Abelian FTIs.— We now ask if Eq. 1 remains sta-

ble if sz-conservation is broken, but TRS is preserved. If
the edge is stable, the system with broken sz-conservation
is an FTI. To determine whether this is the case, we can
attempt to gap the bosons in Eq. 1 by condensing the ϕ
boson. For the half-integer FQSHs, ϕ can be condensed
by a local charge conserving and time-reversal symmetric
term ∝ cos(4ϕ). For an FTI, condensing ϕ must break
TRS spontaneously (i.e., there must be a local time-
reversal odd operator with an expectation value), since
the gapless modes of an FTI are protected against any
TRS perturbation. For the half-integer Abelian FQSH,
the only local operators that acquire expectation val-
ues are of the form, cos(4n(ϕ+ ϕ0)) where n ∈ Z, and
ϕ0 is an arbitrary constant offset. All these operators
are time-reversal even. Thus, the Abelian half-integer
FQSHs are not FTIs, in agreement with the results of
Ref. [22]. However, in the non-Abelian case, the opera-
tor iψ↑mψ↓m cos(2(ϕ+ ϕ0)) is a local time-reversal odd
operator and acquires an expectation value when ϕ is
condensed. Eq. 1 is therefore perturbatively stable to
breaking sz-conservation when time-reversal is preserved,
provided that the bulk state is non-Abelian. The state

with broken sz-conservation is a non-Abelian FTI. The
minimal edge theory for the non-Abelian FTI is Eq. 2.
We now construct this state by adding sz-non-conserving
terms to the decoupled edge of a gPf FQSH.
For an M = 1 gPF FQSH, the bosonic charge degrees

of freedom of the gPf FTI can be gapped out with the
following TRS invariant double electron tunneling term,

u

2
χ†
↑1χ

†
↑1χ↓1χ↓1 = u cos(4ϕP ), (7)

which condenses the ϕP boson at strong coupling. Unlike
before, the Majoranas remain gapless here, so condensing
ϕ does not break TRS. Indeed, the only local operators
with expectation values are of the form cos(4ϕP ), which
are time-reversal even. If we were to additionally gap out
the Majorana fermions, time reversal symmetry would

be broken, as the local operator χ†
↑1χ↓1 = iψ↑1ψ↓1ei2ϕP

would have a non-vanishing expectation value.
For M > 1, we have the following time-reversal sym-

metric combination of spin flips,

t

2

∑

mm′

[χ†
↑mχ↓m′ − χ†

↓mχ↑m′ ] + h.c.

= t
∑

mm′

(iψ↑mψ↓m′ − iψ↑m′ψ↓m) cos(2ϕP ).
(8)

In the strong coupling limit, this interaction condenses
the boson, and induces an effective Majorana mass ma-
trix, iψT

↑ Mψ↑, where ψ↑ = (ψ↑1, ..., ψ↑m) and ψ↓ =

(ψ↓1, ..., ψ↓m), and M = −M
T is aM×M skew matrix.

Since the spin-up Majoranas all propagate in the oppo-
site direction of the spin-down Majoranas, each non-zero
eigenvalue ofM gaps out a pair of Majorana. AnM×M
skew matrix must have at least one zero eigenvalue when
M is odd, and a corresponding pair of gapless Majoranas.
The fact that this edge preserves TRS is again confirmed
by the fact that there are no local time-reversal odd op-
erators with expectation values. In contrast, when M is
even and the state is Abelian, there is no guaranteed zero
mass, and the edge may be fully gapped.
We can also consider creating a non-Abelian FTI by

breaking sz-conservation at the edge of an integer+gPf
FQSH with N integer modes and M Majorana modes.
As we show in Appendix D such a system is actually
equivalent to a gPf FQSH with M + 2N Majoranas.
Symmetry Broken Gapped Edges.— The gPF

FQSHs/FTIs edges can only be gapped out by
breaking a symmetry. This can involve, for example,
breaking U(1) symmetry, with superconducting (SC)

proximity effect, χ†
↑mχ

†
↓m = iψ↑mψ↓m cos(2θP ), or by

breaking U(1)s and TRS with an inplane magnetic

field, χ†
↑mχ↓m = iψ↑mψ↓m cos(2ϕP ). For the SC edge,

〈iψ↑mψ↓m〉, 〈cos(2θP )〉 6= 0, while for the magnetic edge
〈iψ↑mψ↓m〉, 〈cos(2ϕP )〉 6= 0 (see Appendix C).
An interface between SC and magnetic edges binds

a Z4 parafermion and a Majorana zero mode. The
Z4 parafermion is associated with the bosonic sector.
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For a domain at xDW between a SC (x < xDW) and
magnetic (x > xDW) region, the operator γ(xDW) =

ei
1
2
θP (xDW−δ)ei

1
2
ϕP (xDW+δ) commutes with the Hamil-

tonian, where δ → 0+ is small distance[62, 63]. If
there are multiple such domain walls, these operators
satisfy the Z4 parafermion algebra, γ(xDW)γ(x′DW) =

γ(x′DW)γ(xDW)ei
π
2
sgn(xDW−x′

DW). The Majorana zero
mode is associated with a change in the value of
〈iψ↑mψ↓m〉 across the domain wall[64]. Any integer
QSH/TI edge modes will also bind an additional Ma-
jorana zero modes at a SC and magnetic interface[65].
For a FQSH, a magnetic domain wall where the angle

of the inplane magnetic field changes by ϕB will bind a
charge of σsH

ϕB

2π . This can be confirmed by direct cal-
culation. Alternatively, we can “unfold” along the edge,
turning the FQSH into a single sheet of spin-up FQH
with σH = σsH . The unfolding turns the magnetic do-
main wall into a bulk ϕB magnetic flux, which binds
charge σsH

ϕB

2π due to the bulk Hall effect. A case worth
remarking upon is a domain wall that flips the sign of
the magnetic field, ϕB = π, which binds a charge of 1/4.
Relevance to twisted MoTe2—Ref [21] showed evidence

that tMoTe2 has an edge conductance of 3e2

2h at filling
ν = 3, with no accompanying Hall conductance. This
implies that tMoTe2 is a FQSH with quantized spin Hall
conductance of σsH = 3

2 . If true, the spin-resolved Streda
formula indicates that the spin Hall conductance also
manifests as constant magnetic susceptibility in tMoTe2.
In this case, our findings also indicate that if edge in-
teractions are sufficiently strong, tMoTe2 will realize the
minimal bosonic edge, with a gap to single electron tun-
neling. The single electron gap may be detectable via the
variation of the Fano factor in shot noise of the tunnel-

ing current. Analogous reasoning indicates that strong
interactions will also lead to an edge that is gapped to
single electrons in the double (triple) quantum spin Hall
state that was observed at filling ν = 4 (6). If interac-
tions are very weak at the edge of tMoTe2, then spin-up
and down edge modes would decouple from each other,
and there would be no single electron edge gap. For half-
integer FQSH, adding strong Rashba spin-orbit coupling
via a proximity effect should make the edge electrically
insulating. If tMoTe2 is a non-Abelian FQSH, there will
be a remaining pair of Majorana modes that can conduct
heat, provided TRS is not spontaneously broken.

It is worth remarking on the possibility that MoTe2 is
not fully gapped, but rather has a neutral Fermi surface,
as proposed in Refs. [66] and [67]. Provided there is a
bulk charge and spin gap, it is still possible to have well-
defined edge modes that carry charge and are described
by a Luttinger liquid[68–70]. Due to the gapless neutral
fermions in the bulk, this edge will have local fermion
operators. The presence of gapless bulk fermions will
also lead to different heat transport signatures compared
to a system with only gapless edge excitations.
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Appendix A: Interacting Edges of Abelian FQSHs

Here we consider the edge theory of a generic Abelian
FQSH with U(1) charge conservation, sz-spin conserva-
tion and time-reversal symmetry. We are mainly inter-
ested in systems where the spin-Hall conductance is a
half-integer in this appendix, but the results here apply
to arbitrary Abelian FQSHs. The Abelian FQSH edge
theory can be written in terms of 2N bosonic degrees of
freedom, N per spin. The bosonic edge Lagrangian in
the K-matrix form is

L = 1
4π∂tΦ

TK∂xΦ− 1
4π∂xΦ

TV ∂xΦ

+ 1
2π ǫ

µν∂µ(t ·Φ)Aν + 1
2π ǫ

µν∂µ(s ·Φ)As
ν .

(A1)

whereK is a 2N × 2N integer valued symmetric matrix,
V is the velocity matrix, and Φ, t, and s are the bosonic,
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http://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031115-011559
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.86.115131
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charge, and spin vectors respectively. In the last line of
Eq. A1, we have included couplings to probe electromag-
netic U(1) gauge field A, and a probe spin U(1)s gauge
probe As. The anyons of the edge correspond to ver-
tex operators, eil·Φ where l is a 2N -component integer
vector. The commutation relationship for bosons l · Φ
and l′ ·Φ is [l ·Φ(x), l′ ·Φ(x′)] = πlTK−1l′sgn(x − x′).
The quantum Hall (QH), and quantum-spin Hall (QSH)
conductances are given by σH = tTK−1t, and σsH =
sTK−1t respectively. For a time-reversal symmetric sys-
tem σH = 0. Without loss of generality, we take σsH > 0
such that the spin-up modes carry charge upstream (i.e.,
the +x-direction).
For a fermionic system with charge conservation, sz-

conservation, and TRS, the matrix K can be written as

K =

[

K↑ 0N×N

0N×N K↓

]

(A2)

with t = 12N , s = 1
2 (1N ,−1N) where 1N is the N com-

ponent vector of all ones. We label the bosonic fields
as Φ = (φ↑1, ..., φ↑N , φ↓1, ..., φ↓N ). The N × N matrix
blocks satisfy K↑ = −K↓. TRS acts on the bosons as
φ↑n → φ↓n, φ↑n → φ↑n + π[eTnK

−1t] where 1 ≤ n ≤ N ,
and eTm is the 2N -component vector where the mth ele-
ment is 1 and all other elements are 0.
The local electrons are given by vertex operators

Ψ†
↑n = eie

T
nKΦ, Ψ†

↓n = eie
T
N+nKΦ. (A3)

These operators carry charge 1 and spin ± 1
2 . Further-

more, the electrons form Kramer’s pairs under TRS,

Ψ†
↑n → Ψ†

↓n Ψ†
↓n → −Ψ†

↑n. In principle, it is also nec-
essary to include Klein factors in this definition, such
that the different fermions anti-commute with each other.
However, the inclusion of these terms does not change our
results, and so we will omit them for brevity.
The quadratic bosonic Lagrangian in Eq A1 can be

supplemented with additional interactions. In a local
theory, any interactions must be written in terms of the
local electron operators in Eq. A3. Here, we consider the
following double-spin flip operations,

Ψ†
↑1Ψ↑nΨ

†
↓nΨ↓1 + h.c.,= 2 cos

(

Λ
T
nKΦ

)

, (A4)

for 2 ≤ n ≤ N . Here Λn = e1 − en − eN+1 + eN+n.
These interactions conserve charge and sz, and are time-
reversal symmetric. As is usual in K-matrix theories,
these interactions are relevant for an appropriate choice
of the velocity matrix V .
At strong coupling, these interactions will gap out all

the bosons, except for two. This can be directly con-
firmed by noting that the N − 1 linearly independent
vectors Λn satisfy the null vector criteria ΛnKΛn′ = 0.
Each null vector will remove two bosonic fields from the
spectrum, the field in the cosine terms, and its dual field.
The reamining two gapless bosons are

φR = [ 12t+ s] ·Φ, φL = [ 12t− s] ·Φ. (A5)

These bosons commute will all the interactions in Eq. A4.
They are also not condensed by the cosine terms, since
φR and φL carry spin and charge, while all the con-
densed bosons are charge and spin neutral. φR and φL
are therefore non-trivial gapless degrees of freedom at
the edge. The Lagrangian for these bosons is Eq. 1 with
σsH = tTKs.
Adding additional interactions of the form

Ψ†
↑nΨ↑n′Ψ†

↓n′Ψ↓n to Eq. A4 does not change this
result. As discussed in the main text, the effective edge
theory is stable, and cannot be gapped out without
breaking charge or spin conservation.
Finally, we would like to determine the local operators

in the theory. Specifically, we are looking for the lowest
non-zero p ∈ Z such that exp(ipφR) is a local operator.
In the K-matrix formalism, this means that exp(ipφR) =
exp

(

ilTKΦ
)

for some integer valued vector l. Using that

φR = (12t+ s) ·Φ, we have that pK−1(12t+ s) = l, and

p[eTnK
−1(12t+ s)] = en · l ∈ Z. (A6)

Since 1
2t + s = (1N ,0N ), where 0N is a N -component

vector of zeros, eTnK
−1(12t + s) is the electric charge of

the vertex operator exp(iφ↑n) for 1 ≤ n ≤ N .
Based on this, the lowest p such that exp(ipφR) is

local is also the lowest p such that p times any anyon
charge is an integer. In a topologically ordered system,
every anyon charge is an integer multiple of the low-
est non-zero anyon charge e∗. The lowest p such that
exp(ipφR) is local is therefore p = 1/e∗ where e∗ is the
lowest anyon charge in units of the electron charge e.
The local operators in the theory are then exp(iφR/e

∗),
exp(−iφL/e

∗), and fusions thereof. The main cases of
interest in this appendix are the states with half-integer
spin Hall conductance. In all these theories, the low-
est anyon charge 1/4[22]. The local operators in such a
theory are exp(i4φR), and exp(−i4φL). These operators
carry charge 4σsH , indicating that they are combinations
of 4σsH -electron operators. Since 4σsH ∈ 2Z, these op-
erators are all bosonic. In the simplest case of σsH = 1

2 ,
both exp(i4φR), and exp(−i4φL) are two electron oper-
ators.

Appendix B: Scaling dimensions of interactions

In this section, we will discuss the scaling dimensions
of the various operators considered in the main text.
First, we consider the Gross-Neveu interaction Eq. 4.

This interaction is marginally relevant for J < 0 with β

function, adJ
da = −J2

4π , representing a weak coupling insta-
bility. Here J < 0 corresponds to an anti-ferromagnetic
coupling between the up and down spins. It is also possi-
ble to make this term relevant if we break the O(M) sym-
metry of the Majorana sector. Let us consider this for
M = 3 for simplicity, and bosonize the complex fermions,

ψ↑2 + iψ↑3 = exp
(

iφ′↑

)

and ψ↓2 − iψ↓3 = exp
(

−iφ′↓

)

. In
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terms of the new bosons, the Gross-Neveu interaction
is[59]

J

2
(

3
∑

m=1

iψ↑mψ↓m)2

= Jiψ↑1ψ↓1 cos(ϕ
′) +

J

2
cos(ϕ′)

2
,

(B1)

where we have defined the non-chiral boson ϕ′ = φ′↑+φ
′
↓

with Luttinger factor κ′. The two operators have scaling
dimension 1 + κ′ and 2κ′ respectively. O(3) symmetry
requires that κ′ = 1, making both terms marginal. How-
ever, if O(3) symmetry is broken, we can set κ′ < 1
making both terms relevant, independent of the sign of
J .
Second, we consider the interactions in Eqs. 5, 6, 7 and

8. For simplicity, we will assume that V is chosen such
that it only couples fields of the same α, with α = P, 1, ..,
i.e., its terms are of the form ∂xφ↑α∂xφ↓α, ∂xφ↑α∂xφ↑α or
∂xφ↓α∂xφ↓α for α = P, 1, 2, .... In this case the velocity
matrix V is block diagonal, and we can define the Lut-
tinger parameters κα of the boson ϕα = φ↑α + φ↓α. The
terms we have neglected here lead to more complicated
scaling relationships for the bosonic vertex operators. It
is straightforward (albeit tedious) to include these terms.
The scaling dimension of the two terms in Eq. 5 are 1+

4κP+κ1 and 1+4κP+κ2. If 4κP+κ1 < 1, and 4κP+κ2 <
1 then the operators are relevant. This condition can be
satisfied by adding repulsive density-density interactions

of the form χ†
↑1χ↑1χ

†
↓1χ↓1, and Ψ†

↑nΨ↑nΨ
†
↓nΨ↓n for n =

1, 2. Notably, repulsive interactions are required for the
1DQW electrons, as these are not present, κ1 = κ2 = 1,
and the interaction is irrelevant for any value of κP . The
remaining edge interactions we consider in the main text
have similar forms and analysis to those listed above. The
interactions in Eq. 6 have scaling dimension 1+4κP +κn,
and are relevant when 4κP + κn < 1. The interaction in
Eq. 7 is purely bosonic and has scaling dimension 8κP .
It is relevant when κP < 1

4 . The interactions in Eq. 8
has scaling dimension 1+ 4κP , and is also relevant when
κP < 1

4 .

Appendix C: Mass generation from Majorana

bilinears and bosonic vertex operators

In this section we will discuss mass generation from
terms of the form

Hint = giψRψL cos(ϕ) (C1)

where Hint is an Hamiltonian density, ψR(x) and ψL(x)
are left and right moving Majorana fermions, and ϕ(x) is
some non-chiral boson that commutes with itself at differ-
ent positions. If the Luttinger parameter of ϕ is κ, then
this term has scaling dimension 1 + κ, and is therefore
relevant for κ < 1. When this term is relevant, and flows

to strong coupling, we assume that all bosonic operators
take on classical expectation values. This motivates the
following mean field decomposition[55, 56],

Hint = giψRψL cos(ϕ) → miψ↑ψ↓ + h cos(ϕ) (C2)

where m = g〈cos(ϕ)〉 and h = g〈iψ↑ψ↓〉. In the strong
coupling limit, g → ±∞, and κ → 0 such that g has
scaling dimension 1. In the strong coupling limit, the
self-consistent solutions are 〈cos(ϕ)〉 = ±1, 〈iψ↑ψ↓〉 =

±π |g|
vf

log
(

Λ2

v2
f
g2

)

, where Λ is the UV cutoff for the Ma-

jorana fermions. The expectation value of the Majorana
bilinear and the cosine term must have the same sign if
g is negative, and opposite signs if g is positive.
Based on this logic, if we were considering a theory

with a Hilbert space that were spanned by the Majorana
and bosonic sectors, then this term will have two degener-
ate ground states. However, for the systems considered in
the main text, there is a parity constraint which restricts
the Hilbert space. The parity constraint flips the sign of
one of the Majoranas and shifts the phase of one of the
bosons. For the Majoranas and bosons used in Eq. C1,
the two parity transformation that leaves the physical
Hilbert space invariant are ψR → −ψR, ϕ → ϕ + π, and
ψL → −ψL, ϕ→ ϕ+π (individually for the left and right
Majoranas).
With this in mind, let us consider the ground state

of Eq. C1 in the physical Hilbert space that is invariant
under the parity transformation. We begin by assuming
g < 0 in Eq. C1 (the g > 0 interaction can be under-
stood analogously). With this interaction, there are two
degenerate ground states in the expanded Hilbert space
(i.e., the Hilbert space that is spanned by the bosonic
and Majorana sectors individually). We label these de-
generate states |+,+〉 and |−,−〉 where 〈iψ↑ψ↓〉 > 0, and
〈cos(ϕ)〉 > 0 in |+,+〉 and 〈iψ↑ψ↓〉 < 0, and 〈cos(ϕ)〉 < 0
in |−,−〉. Based on this, the both of the two parity trans-
formation exchange |+,+〉 and |−,−〉. The ground state
in the physical Hilbert space corresponds to the super-
position of the two degenerate ground states in the ex-
panded Hilbert space 1√

2
(|+,+〉+ |−,−〉).

In the physical Hilbert space, the Majorana bilinear
and cosine terms both do not have expectation values,
reflecting the fact that they are not invariant under the
parity transformation and are therefore non-local. How-
ever, the combination of the terms iψRψL cos(ϕ) has a
non-vanishing expectation value as it is local and invari-
ant under the parity transformation. Note that although
the Majorana bilinear and cosine term no longer have
expectation values in the physical Hilbert space, the Ma-
joranas and boson ϕ are still operatots that couple only
to gapped excitations. This can be understood by first
observing that the Majorana and bosons are both mas-
sive in the expanded Hilbert space, as is directly evident
from the mean field decomposition. Projecting onto the
physical Hilbert space only removes states from the ex-
panded Hilbert space, and therefore preserves the gapped
nature of the excitations.
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Appendix D: Integer and Majorana modes in

integer+gPf FTIs

Here we will show that if we allow for breaking of sz
conservation, then a integer+gPf FTI with M Majorana
edge modes, and N integer modes is equivalent to a gPF
FTI with M + 2N Majorana edge modes. Here we will
only consider the case where M = N = 1 integer+gPf
FTI, as the other cases can be understood inductively.

The edge Lagrangian for the M = N = 1 inte-
ger+gPf FTI edge takes the same form as in Eq. A1,
with K = diag(2, 1,−2,−1), Φ = (φ↑P , φ↑1, φ↓P , φ↓1),
t = (1, 1, 1, 1). Since we are breaking sz conservation,
we will not include the spin vector s. To proceed we
transform the bosons as

Φ
′ =









φ′↑P
φ′↓P
φ′↑σ
φ′↓σ









=WΦ ≡







1 0 0 1
0 1 1 0
2 0 0 1
0 2 1 0













φ↑P
φI↑
φ↓P
φI↓






. (D1)

Since W is a integer valued Matrix with det(W ) = 1,
this corresponds to an exact rewritting of the bosonic
part of the Lagrangian. The new K-matrix and charge
vector are K ′ = diag(−2, 2, 1,−1), t′ = (1, 1, 0, 0). The
vertex operators exp(iφ↑σ) and exp(−iφ↓σ) are charge

nuetral fermions that be decomposed into two new Ma-
joranas each, exp(iφ↑σ) = ψ↑2 + iψ↑3 and exp(−iφ↓σ) =
ψ↓2−iψ↓3. TheM = N = 1 integer+gPf FTI andM = 3
gPf FTI therefore have equivalent anyons.
To confirm that the M = N = 1 integer+gPf FTI and

M = 3 gPf FTI are equivalent we also need to show that
the theories have equivalent local operators. Here, lo-
cal operators must have a vertex part that is written as
exp

(

il′TK ′
Φ

′), and must be invariant under the parity
transformation. In the original basis the parity transfor-
mation is ψ↑1 → −ψ↑1, φ↑P → φ↑P + π

2 , and similar for
the spin-down operators. In the transformed basis, the
parity transformations become

ψ↑1 → −ψ↑1, φ′↑P → φ↑P +
π

2
,

φ′↑σ → φ↑σ + π
(D2)

and similarly for the spin-down operators. Based on this,
we have the following fermionic operators,

χ†
↑1 = ψ↑1e

iφ′
↑P , χ†

↓1 = ψ↓1e
−iφ′

↓P

χ†
↑2 = cos(φ↑σ)e

iφ′
↑P = ψ↑2e

iφ′
↑P ,

χ†
↓2 = cos(φ↓σ)e

−iφ′
↓P = ψ↓2e

−iφ′
↓P ,

χ†
↑3 = sin(φ↑σ)e

iφ′
↑P = ψ↑3e

iφ′
↑P ,

χ†
↓3 = sin(φ↓σ)e

−iφ′
↓P = ψ↓3e

−iφ′
↓P .

(D3)

These are the same local operators as in the M = 3 gPf
FTI edge. From this we conclude that the M = N = 1
integer+gPf FTI and M = 3 gPf FTI are equivalent.
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