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Quantum Hall states are characterized by a topological invariant, the many-body Chern num-
ber, which determines the quantized value of the Hall conductivity. Interestingly, this topological
property can also be accessed through a dissipative response, by subjecting the system to a circular
drive and comparing excitation rates obtained for opposite orientations of the drive. This quantized
circular dichroism assumes that only the bulk contributes to the response. Indeed, in a confined
and isolated system, the edge contribution exactly cancels the bulk response. This work explores
an important corollary of the latter observation: If properly isolated, the circular dichroic response
stemming from the edge of a quantum Hall droplet must be quantized, thus providing an appealing
way to probe the many-body Chern number. Importantly, we demonstrate that this quantized edge
response is entirely captured by low-energy chiral edge modes, allowing for a universal description
of this effect based on Wen’s edge theory. Its low-energy nature implies that the quantized edge
response can be distinguished from the bulk response in the frequency domain. We illustrate our
findings using realistic models of integer and fractional Chern insulators, with different edge geome-
tries, and propose detection schemes suitable for ultracold atoms. Edge dichroic responses emerge
as a practical probe for strongly-correlated topological phases, accessible in cold-atom experiments.

Introduction— Since the discovery of the quantum Hall
(QH) effects [1], the robust quantization of macroscopic
observables has been established as the emergence of
topology in physics [2–5], sparking tremendous atten-
tion in both solid state [6, 7] and quantum engineered
settings [8, 9]. This vast exploration of topological states
has revealed various quantized effects, accessible through
a rich variety of experimental probes, such as transport,
interferometry, spectroscopy and tomography [6–9].

Coupling light to topological matter can lead to novel
phenomena [10–12], and in particular, to quantized op-
tical responses [13–23]. As a prominent example, cir-
cular dichroism (CD) has been proposed as a power-
ful probe for extracting many-body topological invari-
ants and quantum geometry in a broad class of topo-
logical systems [15, 23–35]. This approach has been
demonstrated in ultracold atoms, where the CD response
was measured to evaluate the Chern number of Floquet-
engineered Bloch bands [36]; it was also applied in solid-
state qubit systems to extract the full quantum geomet-
ric tensor [37–40] and to reveal exotic monopoles [41, 42].
The quantized CD response of strongly-correlated frac-
tional Chern insulators, which reflects the underlying
many-body Chern number [34], was also demonstrated
through numerical studies [25].

Crucially, the relation between the many-body Chern
number of a 2D Chern insulator and its quantized CD
response implicitly assumes that the measured response
entirely emanates from the bulk [15, 34, 43, 44]. In fact,
in a confined and isolated system (e.g. a quantum gas
in a trap), the edge contribution to the CD response ex-

actly cancels the (quantized) bulk response [Fig. 1(a)],
which can be traced back to the absence of conductivity
in closed settings. Identifying schemes that isolate the
bulk response [15] has thus been essential in this quan-
tized CD framework.

In this work, we follow a different approach and set
the focus on the quantized CD response associated with
the edge of quantum Hall systems. We demonstrate that
this quantized CD response is entirely captured by low-
energy edge modes, as described by Wen’s chiral Lut-
tinger liquid (χLL) theory [45–48]. This result has mul-
tiple consequences: (i) the edge CD response is universal,
and can thus be extracted from the edge of any QH state;
(ii) the bulk and edge CD responses, which are both
quantized in insulating states, can be individually iso-
lated by resolving the dichroic response in the frequency
domain [Fig. 1(b)]. We argue that these quantized re-
sponses can be individually measured in cold-atom ex-
periments [36], in the presence of well-designed trapping
potentials [49, 50]. We illustrate our findings by employ-
ing realistic models of Chern insulator (CI) and fractional
Chern insulator (FCI) states, considering different edge
geometries and edge-mode configurations.

Quantized CD and low-energy edge theory— We con-
sider a general class of Chern insulators characterized by
the many-body Chern number, CMB. Such gapped many-
body states exhibit a quantized Hall response, σxy/σ0 =
CMB, where σ0 denotes the conductivity quantum [3].
Interestingly, one can relate this transport coefficient to
a dissipative optical response, using Kramers-Kronig re-
lations [51]: σxy = (2/π)

∫∞
0

ω−1σI
xy(ω)dω. Here, the op-
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tical Hall conductivity σI
xy(ω) can be expressed in terms

of excitation rates upon circular driving [15]

σI
xy(ω) = ℏω(Γ+ − Γ−)/8AE2, (1)

where E is the strength of the perturbing electric field
E±(r, t)=E (êx ± iêy) e−iωt + c.c., Γ±(ω) are the excita-
tion rates associated with polarization ± and frequency
ω, and A is the system’s area. Combining these results
indicates that the many-body Chern number can be di-
rectly related to integrated excitation rates [15, 25, 34]

ℏ2

2AE2

(
Γint
+ − Γint

−
)

= CMB, (2)

where we introduced the notation Γint
± =

∫∞
0

Γ±(ω)dω.
Quantized circular dichroism [Eq. (2)] was measured in
quantum engineered systems, where the excitation rates
upon circular driving can be finely monitored, e.g. us-
ing band-mapping techniques [36]. This quantization law
was also verified numerically for FCIs [25].

Crucially, Eq. (2) concerns a pure bulk response; it
implicitly neglects any contribution from edge modes to
the excitation rates. In fact, for any isolated and confined
system, the edge and bulk responses perfectly cancel each
other [15, 43, 44]

(
Γint
+ − Γint

−
)
edge

= −
(
Γint
+ − Γint

−
)
bulk

, (3)

which can be traced back to the vanishing Hall conduc-
tivity of any isolated setting with boundaries. For a
non-interacting system, this can be appreciated by not-
ing that the CD response in Eq. (2) can be expressed in
terms of the local (real-space) Chern marker [15, 52]

ℏ2

2E2

(
Γint
+ − Γint

−
)

=
∑

r

Cr. (4)

As illustrated in Fig. 1(a), the bulk contributes to the
quantized response in Eq. (2),

∑
bulk Cr =ACMB, which

is exactly compensated by the edge response,
∑

r Cr = 0.
As a corollary, isolating the edge CD response gives direct
access to the many-body Chern number, an intriguing
manifestation of the bulk-edge correspondence.

This latter observation brings us to further investigate
the CD response associated with edge modes, the na-
ture of which is a priori not obvious. Here, we show
that it is entirely associated with the low-energy gap-
less modes localized at the boundary of the system; see
Fig. 1(b,c). The quantized edge dichroism can indeed
be understood from the viewpoint of the χLL theory in
the large particle-number (N ≫ 1) limit. For simplicity,
we first consider a QH droplet with a circular bound-
ary and a single chiral edge mode, such as an integer
QH state [53, 54] or a Laughlin fractional QH state [55]
at filling fraction ν =−CMB in the lowest Landau level.
Generalizations to states with non-circular boundary [56]

x
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0 CMB Cr
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Γ
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FIG. 1. (a) The dichroic response of a QH state is quantized
in the bulk according to the many-body Chern number CMB

[Eq. (2)]. In a confined system, this bulk response is per-
fectly cancelled by the edge, as evidenced by the local Chern-
marker description [Eq. (4)]. (b) The bulk and edge dichroic
responses can be resolved in the frequency domain. (c) The
response associated with low-energy edge modes is quantized,
reflecting the many-body Chern number CMB of the topolog-
ical insulating state.

or with multiple edge modes (e.g. hierarchy [47, 57] or bi-
layer [58] states, or states with reconstructed edges [59–
61]) are presented in Ref. [62].

It is useful to introduce matrix elements

S± =
∑

n∈edge

∣∣∣∣
∫

(x± iy) ⟨n |ρ̂(r)| 0⟩ dr
∣∣∣∣
2

=
∑

n∈edge

Mn,0
± ,

(5)

where ρ̂(r) is the particle density operator, |0⟩ denotes
the ground state and the sum runs over the set of low-
energy collective edge modes [47]. These matrix ele-
ments can be related to the integrated rates entering
Eq. (3), (Γint

± )edge = 2πE2S±/ℏ2, using Fermi’s golden
rule [15, 44, 62, 63]. Since the bulk is incompressible, con-
tributions to S± can only come from a thin layer at the
edge of the system, at radius R, with a typical thickness
set by the magnetic length. We can thus approximate
S± ≃ R2

∑
n |⟨n |ρ̂±1| 0⟩|2, where ρ̂ℓ =

∫
eiℓθρ̂eff(θ)dθ is

the angular Fourier transform of a one-dimensional edge
density, ρ̂eff(θ) =

∫
ρ̂(r)rdr. Following Wen’s bosoniza-

tion [46, 47, 64, 65], we identify ρ̂+ℓ =
√
|CMB|ℓ b̂†ℓ, with

the operator b̂†ℓ creating a bosonic excitation along the

edge of the system, and ρ̂−ℓ = ρ̂†+ℓ as its annihilation;
here we explicitly used the relation between the filling
fraction and the many-body Chern number. The ground
state |0⟩ is naturally interpreted as the vacuum of bosonic
excitations and the excited states |n⟩ as the states that

can be obtained from it through the action of b̂†ℓ. Since
the edge mode carries a definite chirality, one obtains
S+ = |CMB|A/π, while the opposite orientation yields
S− = 0. As anticipated, we exactly recover Eqs. (2)-(3),
where the sum rule is entirely exhausted by the gapless
edge modes. In the presence of multiple edge channels, or
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FIG. 2. (a) Angular-momentum-resolved spectroscopy: Ma-

trix elements Mn,0
ℓ =

∣∣∫ d2r eiℓθ ⟨n|ρ̂(r|0⟩
∣∣2, as a function of

frequency, ωn,0 =(εn − ε0)/ℏ, and transferred (optical) angu-
lar momentum ℓ; εn is the energy of the nth eigenstate. The
single chiral gapless branch is indicated by a blue arrow. We
set ϕ = 2/7 and εF = −1.5J , considering circular hard walls
at rwall = 14.5. (b) CD matrix elements Mn,0

± [Eq. (5)], as a
function of ωn,0, with the inset zooming in on the low-energy
features. The numerically extracted Chern number contri-
butions, Cnum

MB = Cnum
+ − Cnum

− , are calculated by isolating
the low-energy response (ℏω≤1J). (e) Cnum

MB approaches the
quantized value for increasing system size, denoted by the to-
tal number of occupied sites, Ns. (c,d) Same as (a,b) but
with multiple edge modes induced by the addition of a ring-
shaped potential bump of strength 0.5J , centered two sites
away from the walls [62]. In (b,d), the matrix elements are
summed within a small frequency window (of width 0.05J/ℏ)
for visualization.

non-circular boundaries, the result S− =0 is generally no
longer valid. However, the difference S+−S− = |CMB|A/π
remains quantized [62], in agreement with Eqs. (2)-(3).
In fact, for non-circular boundaries, the ratio S+/S− can
be used to measure the droplet’s anisotropy [62].

Summarizing, we established that a quantized CD edge
response is expected at low frequencies [Fig. 1(b,c)]. The
bulk gap naturally leads to a frequency separation, which
can be exploited to isolate the quantized CD edge re-
sponse from the bulk one, as we now illustrate by con-
sidering realistic models of CI and FCI states.

Model— We consider the Harper-Hofstadter model on
a square lattice [8]. In the Landau gauge, the Hamilto-

nian is given by

H0 = −J
∑

m,n

(
ei2πϕm a†m,n+1am,n + a†m+1,nam,n + h.c.

)

+ Hint +
∑

m,n

Vm,n a
†
m,nam,n, (6)

which describes particles hopping on a lattice with
nearest-neighbour tunneling amplitude J , under the in-
fluence of a uniform magnetic field, with a flux ϕ per

plaquette. Here, a
(†)
m,n annihilates (creates) a particle at

the lattice site rm,n = mêx + nêy, where we set the lat-
tice constant to unity, and (m,n) ∈ Z. We also allow for
interactions (Hint), and an additional confining poten-
tial Vm,n, which will be used to control the edge-mode
configuration. We note that trapping potentials can
now be finely designed in ultracold atoms, using digital-
micromirror or spatial-light-modulator techniques [49].

This model is known to host a plethora of CI and FCI
states, depending on the nature of the interactions and
particle statistics [66–78]. In the following, we consider
CI states of non-interacting fermions and Laughlin-type
FCI states of hard-core bosons. For simplicity, we will
mostly consider QH states with a single chiral edge mode;
however, by engineering the local edge potential Vm,n,
more complicated edge structures and dichroic responses
can be obtained, as will be analyzed below.
CI case— We set the flux ϕ=2/7 and focus on the CI

ground state (Hint = 0) with CMB =−1, obtained by fix-
ing the Fermi energy in the first bulk gap (εF =−1.5J).
Considering a circular confinement with infinite strength
(Vm,n→∞ for rm,n≥rwall), the system supports a single
topological edge mode. In practice, the chiral mode can
be revealed by a spectroscopic probe that injects ℓ units
of angular momentum in an energy-selective way, as pro-
vided by two interfering Laguerre-Gauss beams [79]. We
show the corresponding matrix elements Mℓ in Fig. 2(a),
where a single low-energy chiral branch, well-separated
from higher-frequency bulk responses, is clearly visible.

We now explore the CD response of the CI state in this
circular-box geometry. Figure 2(b) displays the coupling
matrix elements Mn,0

± , defined in Eq. (5), as a function
of the frequency ωn,0 = (εn − ε0)/ℏ, where εn denotes
the energy of the nth eigenstate. At low frequency, the
system strongly responds to the probe with positive chi-
rality, while it remains immune to the opposite orien-
tation, Mn,0

− = 0. This situation is reversed at larger

frequencies, above the bulk gap, where Mn,0
− is shown to

contribute to the (quantized) bulk response. The χLL
prediction S+ = |CMB|A/π is verified by integrating the
corresponding excitation rates Γ±(ω) up to a frequency
cut-off (ℏω ≤ 1J), which isolates the quantized response
of the chiral edge mode [62]. The Chern number ex-
tracted from this low-energy response is shown to con-
verge to |Cnum

MB | ≃ 1 in the large-size limit; see Fig. 2(e).
Next, we demonstrate that this quantized low-energy
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FIG. 3. Matrix elements Mn,0
± for a CD probe that acts lo-

cally on a annular region of width w (insets) [62], for the same
system parameters [Fig. 2(b)]. The local probe with (a) w=8
and (b) w = 4 couples to the chiral edge mode at low ener-
gies. The Chern number Cnum

MB extracted from the low-energy
response (ℏω ≤ J) remains quantized. (c) A probe localized
deep in the bulk yields a vanishing low-energy CD response.

response is indeed associated with the chiral mode that
propagates on the boundary. To do so, we now apply the
CD probe locally on the edge using a spatial mask [62].
The corresponding matrix elements and extracted Chern
numbers are displayed in Fig. 3(a,b), for two configura-
tions of the probe’s profile, showing robustness of the
quantized edge response. We show in Fig. 3(c) that this
low-energy response vanishes as soon as the local probe
departs from the edge.

Finally, we analyze how multiple (possibly counter-
propagating) edge modes can modify the CD response.
This situation can be engineered by modifying the shape
of the edge potential, e.g. by applying an additional
ring-shaped “bump” close to the boundary [62]. Doing
so, we obtain a pair of additional branches with oppo-
site chirality, as required by the bulk-edge correspon-
dence [80, 81]. This richer edge structure is confirmed
in Fig. 2(c) through angular-momentum-selective spec-
troscopy. In this case, the low-frequency CD response has
contributions from both driving orientations, M± ̸=0, as
we confirm in Fig. 2(d). The Chern number |Cnum

MB | is
then properly extracted from the differential integrated
rates Γint

+ − Γint
− , upon introducing a low-frequency cut-

off that isolates the edge response, hence confirming the
χLL prediction [62].

FCI case— We now consider the bosonic Laughlin
state at ν=1/2, hosted by the Harper-Hofstadter model
in Eq. (6) with hard-core interactions. Here, we add a
weak harmonic potential Vm,n =Uh(m2+n2), which helps
isolating a well-defined branch of edge-modes [50, 69, 82],
and stabilizes a Laughlin-like state with an approxi-
mately circular edge.

We study the CD response of this FCI state by calcu-
lating the coupling matrix elements M±; our results are
shown in Fig. 4 as a function of the flux ϕ. In agreement
with the χLL prediction for a single chiral edge mode,
we find M+ ̸= 0 and M− = 0 at low energy [Fig. 4(a,c)].
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FIG. 4. (a) Energy spectrum for N = 2 hardcore bosons on
a 12 × 12 square lattice, in the presence of a weak harmonic
confinement of strength Uh = 3.5 × 10−3J , as a function of
the flux ϕ. The points have been coloured according to the
magnitude of the matrix elements Mn,0

+ . The inset shows a
close-up on the low-energy features. (b) The same matrix ele-
ments, without energy resolution, and compared to the theory
prediction (black dashed line). (c,d) Same but for the matrix
elements Mn,0

− , associated with the bulk response.
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FIG. 5. Matrix elements Mn,0
+ for f(r) = 1 (see text) as a

function of the flux ϕ; points are coloured according to the
energy of the nth state, relative to the ground state. We
consider (a) N = 2, (b) N = 3 and (c) N = 4 bosons on a
12×12 lattice, in the presence of a weak harmonic confinement
of strength Uh = 0.002J . The points are compared with the
theoretical prediction ∆S= |CMB| (black line). The reported
values |Cnum

MB | are averages in the blue-shaded region.

Since a single edge mode couples to the CD probe, the
corresponding matrix element is directly related to the
many-body Chern number |CMB| = 1/2, as we demon-
strate in Fig. 4(b). We note that this result can be used
to identify the flux window within which the FCI state is
stabilized. From Fig. 4(a), we also find that the energy of
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the relevant low-energy mode decreases with increasing
magnetic flux, as expected from a semiclassical descrip-
tion of the edge mode.

In contrast, the probe with negative orientation cou-
ples to a single high-energy (bulk) mode, at the cyclotron
energy ℏωc ∝ ϕ [Fig. 4(c)]. In accordance with Eq. (3),
the corresponding matrix element is also related to the
many-body Chern number |CMB|, hence exactly compen-
sating the low-energy edge response. We note that it is
the cyclotron gap (and not the many-body gap, which
is much smaller) that sets the energy scale at which ab-
sorption of opposite angular-momentum quanta occurs.

We finally comment on the possibility of exciting
the system with a generalized CD probe described
by a time-dependent potential of the form U±(r, t) =
Ef(r)ei(±θ−ωt) + c.c., where f(r) denotes a general pro-
file function. Since the bulk is incompressible at low-
energy, the spatial profile of the probe is irrelevant deep
in the bulk (r≈ 0). A straightforward generalization of
our calculations above [62] yields ∆S=

∑
n∈edge(M

n,0
+ −

Mn,0
− ) = |f(R)|2|CMB|: While the edge response encodes

the many-body Chern number, it is also sensitive to the
probe intensity at the edge (r = R). In particular, one
recovers ∆S = |CMB|A/π in the case of a uniform cir-
cular drive (f(r) = r). We explore this idea by choos-
ing a probe with a constant profile, f(r) = 1, which has
the advantage of providing direct access to the many-
body Chern number, without any prior knowledge of the
system’s size. We note that the probe is unphysical at
r = 0, but this does not affect the results since the bulk
remains inert at low-energy. We display the relevant ma-
trix elements M± in Fig. 5, as a function of the flux, for
various system sizes. Deep in the FCI region, a single
low-energy edge mode is shown to react to the gener-
alized CD probe, and leads to the quantized response
∆S ≃ |CMB|. As we increase the number of particles,
the value |Cnum

MB | that we extract from the plateau region
saturates towards |CMB| = 1/2. These results indicate
how the many-body Chern number of correlated insula-
tors can be directly extracted from the edge response,
using a Laguerre-Gaussian-type probe [50, 79].

Concluding remarks— Cold atoms in optical lattices [8]
appear as a natural platform to measure the quantized
edge response explored in this work: the edge-mode con-
figuration could be finely controlled by adjusting the con-
fining potential [49], and angular-momentum-sensitive
spectroscopy could be applied locally on the edge of the
cloud, using Laguerre-Gaussian beams [50, 79, 83]. These
methods could be directly applied to few-atom FCI states
recently realized in experiments [83, 84]. In these set-
tings, the edge spectrum is highly discretized, such that
the relevant matrix elements M± could be directly ex-
tracted from Rabi oscillations [44, 50, 85]. It would be
interesting to investigate extensions to non-Abelian topo-
logical matter, displaying exotic edge structures [86].
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[73] G. Möller and N. R. Cooper, Fractional chern insulators
in harper-hofstadter bands with higher chern number,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 126401 (2015).

[74] G. Murthy, Composite fermion hofstadter problem: Par-
tially polarized density wave states in the ν = 2/5 frac-
tional quantum hall effect, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 350
(2000).
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NUMERICAL CALCULATIONS

This Appendix provides more details on the numeri-
cal calculations presented in Figs. 2 and 3 in the main
text. For the CI case, we consider the Harper-Hofstadter
model with ϕ= 2/7-flux per plaquette confined by hard
walls in a circular box of radius rwall with the Fermi
energy εF = −1.5J lying in the first bulk gap. To ex-
tract the Chern number contributions from the matrix
elements Mn,0

± numerically calculated between the eigen-
states (see Fig.2b), one needs to factor in the area A
of the system carefully. For the circular box potential
(Fig. 2b) this is given by the total area A=πr2wall. Fig-
ures 2(c,d) however include a modified confining potential
to generate additional edge modes of opposite chirality.
Specifically, we employ a Gaussian potential of the form
V0 exp{−(r − r0)2/2σ2

0}, centered close to the hard-wall
edge at r0 = rwall−2 with width σ0 = 0.5. This Gaussian
potential bump naturally alters the system area since the
ground state density indeed depletes in this bump region.
We factor this in by considering A=πr2wall−Abump, where
Abump =

∫
d2r exp{−(r − r0)2/2σ2

0} in Fig. 2d.

In Fig. 3, the CI state is confined in a circular box
only, with no additional Gaussian bump potential. The
CD probe is then applied with a spatial mask with a
Heavyside-step profile. In Fig. 3(a) and (b), the probe is
considered locally acting on an edge region for rwall−8 ≤
r ≤ rwall and rwall − 4 ≤ r ≤ rwall, respectively. In
Fig 3c, the probe is instead localized in the bulk with
rwall − 13 ≤ r ≤ rwall − 5. We emphasise that in all cases
considered in Fig. 3, the numerically extracted Chern
number contributions are calculated by using the full sys-
tem area A=πr2wall as it relates to the Chern insulating
ground state independently from the area targeted by the
probe.

QUANTIZED CIRCULAR
DICHROISM: EXCITATION RATES AND

CONNECTION TO THE HALL CONDUCTIVITY

In this Appendix, we briefly review some of the key
concepts at the basis of the circular dichroism. We be-
gin by introducing the conductivity tensor for quantum
Hall systems. We then review the connection between
the power absorbed by a circularly polarized electric field
and the conductivity tensor. We highlight the connection
with quantum mechanical rates. We will take advantage
of the context to introduce in a more extensive manner
the relevant quantities used in the main text and the no-
tation employed therein.

The discussion here is mostly a re-elaboration of
Refs. [15, 34, 51].

Conductivity tensor

When an electric field E(r, t) is applied to a 2D ma-
terial, within linear response, a current will flow propor-
tional to the applied field. The current density Ji(r, t)
can be written as

Ji(r, t) =

∫
d2r′

∫
dt′
∑

j

σij(r− r′, t− t′)Ej(r
′, t′).

(S1)
σij is called the conductivity tensor, and under the as-
sumption of isotropy and time-independence it can only
depend on relative space-time displacements and must
take the general form

σ =

(
σxx σxy

−σxy σxx

)
. (S2)

We here introduce our Fourier conventions

Ẽi(k, ω) =
1

(2π)3

∫
d2r

∫
dt e−i(k·r−ωt) Ei(r, t),

Ei(r, t) =

∫
d2k

∫
dω ei(k·r−ωt) Ẽi(k, ω),

(S3)

in terms of which one can write Eq. (S1) as a completely
local relation in frequency-momentum space

J̃i(k, ω) = (2π)3
∑

j

σ̃ij(k, ω) Ẽj(k, ω). (S4)

In the quantum Hall regime (in the bulk), at very
long wavelengths, the current response is purely trans-
verse and local, and quantized in terms of the many-body
Chern number CMB. Namely,

σij(r− r′, t− t′) = −q2

h
CMB ϵij δ(t− t′)δ(r− r′), (S5)

with ϵij a totally antisymmetric tensor and q denotes the
charge of the carriers. From Eq. (S1), one recovers the
familiar quantized transverse response

Ji(r, t) = −q2

h
CMB

∑

j

ϵijEj(r, t). (S6)

The Fourier transform of the conductivity tensor there-
fore reads, with the conventions we adopted,

σ̃ij(k, ω) = − 1

(2π)3
q2

h
CMB ϵij . (S7)

Circular dichroism

We here consider a monochromatic, uniform and cir-
cularly polarized electric field E = E± given by

E±(r, t) = 2Ee−iωt (êx ± iêy), (S8)



2

impinging on a 2D material in the x − y plane, of area
A. For convenience, we use the complex electric field
framework [51]; the physical electric field is the real part
of E±, and can be seen to equal Ee−iωt (êx ± iêy) + c.c.,
i.e. the same electric field that we introduced in the main
text. For notational convenience we also introduce

ϵ̂± = êx ± iêy. (S9)

The electric field of Eq. (S8) enters the Schrödinger
equation through an additional scalar potential of the
form U±(r, t) = −2qE(x cos(ωt) ± y sin(ωt)), or, equiv-
alently, in the form of an additional vector potential
A±(r, t) = 2E

ω (sin(ωt)êx ∓ cos(ωt)êy). In this article, we
generally adopt the first approach. We note that such a
circular drive can also be implemented in cold-atom se-
tups through a circular shaking of the optical lattice [36].

The time-averaged (over a period 2π/ω) power ab-
sorbed by the material,

P±(ω) =

∫
d2rℜJ · ℜE± =

1

2
ℜ
∫

d2r J ·E∗
±, (S10)

can be related to the conductivity tensor Eq. (S2) by
using the current density expression Eq. (S1); after few
algebraic manipulations one obtains

P±(ω) = (2π)3 4E2A
(
σ̃R
xx(ω) ∓ σ̃I

xy(ω)
)
. (S11)

Here, σ̃ij(ω) = σ̃ij(k = 0, ω) and the R(I) superscript
indicate the real(imaginary) part. Importantly the trans-
verse part of the conductivity tensor, σxy, is related to
circular dichroism: the power absorbed P± associated
with opposite circular polarizations ϵ̂± can be different.
By taking the difference one indeed obtains a non-zero
result,

∆P (ω) = −8(2π)3 E2A σ̃I
xy(k = 0, ω). (S12)

In an isotropic system σij(r, t) = σij(−r, t) the real and
imaginary parts of the conductivity tensor can be related
by the famous Kramers-Kronig realations,

σ̃R
xy(ω) =

2

π
−
∫ ∞

0

ω′ σ̃I
xy(ω′)

(ω′)2 − ω2
dω′, (S13)

which, in the ω → 0 limit, yield a sum-rule through which
one relates the circular dichroism in Eq. (S12) to the Hall
transverse response,

2

π
−
∫ ∞

0

∆P (ω)

ω
dω = −8(2π)3 E2A σ̃R

xy(0). (S14)

Connection to quantum mechanical rates

The absorbed power can be related to quantum-
mechanical rates: Since the absorbed power at the given

frequency is the energy absorbed per unit time, and the
energy is absorbed in quanta ℏω, we can write

P±(ω)

ℏω
= Γ±(ω), (S15)

where Γ±(ω) is the transition rate from the system’s
ground state |0⟩ to any other state. We point out that the
rate difference ∆Γ(ω) = Γ+(ω) − Γ−(ω) is the quantity
that appears in the left hand side of Eq. (S14).

The rates can be computed within the scope of pertur-
bation theory. One can indeed see the impinging electric
field Eq. (S8) as a time-dependent external potential,

U±(r, t) = ℜ
[
−2qEe−iωt (x± iy)

]
, (S16)

being applied to the system. Using Fermi’s golden rule
one obtains

Γ±(ω > 0) = 4π
q2E2

ℏ2
∑

n

Mn,0
± δ(ω − ωn,0). (S17)

Here, ωn,0 = εn−ε0
ℏ ≥ 0 are the (many-body) Bohr’s

frequencies and the matrix elements Mn,0
± are the same as

those we introduced in the main text in Eq. (5), namely

Mn,0
± =

∣∣∣∣
∫

(x± iy) ⟨n | ρ̂(r) | 0⟩ d2r
∣∣∣∣
2

, (S18)

with ρ̂(r) =
∑N

j=1 δ
(2)(ri − rj) being the particle density

operator.
When, in the spirit of Eq. (S14), the rates are inte-

grated over all the (positive) frequencies, one obtains

Γint
± =

∫ ∞

0

∆Γ(ω)dω = 4π
q2E2

ℏ2
S±, (S19)

S± =
∑

n

Mn,0
± . (S20)

These equations link the frequency integrated transition
rates Γint

± to the summation of all the possible transition

matrix-elements, S± =
∑

n M
n,0
± .

Using this result in conjunction with Eq. (S14), we can
write

ℏ2

2q2E2A

(
Γint
+ − Γint

−
)

= −(2π)3
σ̃R
xy(0)

q2/h
. (S21)

If the system is infinite (pure bulk), then σ̃R
xy(0) is given

by Eq. (S7), yielding

ℏ2

2q2E2A

(
Γint
+ − Γint

−
)
bulk

= +CMB, (S22)

which is the same formula we quoted in the main text
[see Eq. (2)], when setting the charge q=1.

Importantly, if the system is finite, then no net current
can be present at any time. Namely, it must hold true
that

∫
Ji(r, t)d

2r = 0. (S23)
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This, together with Eq. (S2), implies that
∫
σij(r −

r, t)d2r = 0, since the applied electric field is generic.
Equivalently,

σ̃ij(k = 0, ω) = 0, (S24)

which implies (see Eq. (S21)) that

ℏ2

2q2E2A

(
Γint
+ − Γint

−
)

= 0. (S25)

This means that the frequency integrated transition rates
for a clockwise and anticlocwise polarized electric field
exactly cancel out.

Expressed differently, one can state that the bulk
dichroic response given by Eq. (S22) must be exactly
canceled by a second contribution, which must originate
from the presence of an edge in a finite system; namely,

(
Γint
+ − Γint

−
)
bulk

= −
(
Γint
+ − Γint

−
)
edge

, (S26)

as we discussed in the main text; see Eq. (3).

QUANTIZED CIRCULAR-DICHROIC
RESPONSE OF EDGE MODES

Here, we provide a more detailed derivation of the low-
energy dichroic response, obtained from the viewpoint
of the χLL theory, which is sketched in the main text.
We also take this opportunity to present two natural ex-
tensions, considering situations involving multiple edge-
mode branches, and QH droplets with non-circular ge-
ometry.

First, we will assume that the fractional quantum Hall
liquid has an approximately circular shape, with con-
stant density throughout ρ0 = ν/(2πl2B), occupying an

area πR2, with R =
√

2N/νlB . Here ν = −CMB is the
(fractionally) quantized filling fraction of the system and
lB =

√
ℏ/qB the magnetic length.

In the following, we will thus be computing S± [see
Eq. (5)] from a low-energy perspective. For the sake of
generality, we will be considering a perturbing poten-
tial of the form U±(r, t) = −qE (f(r)ei(±θ−ωt) + c.c.)
which has an arbitrary radial profile f(r) but still car-
ries one unit of angular momentum. The relevant matrix
elements [compare to Eq. (S19)] then read

S± =
∑

n∈edge

∣∣∣vn,0±

∣∣∣
2

, (S27)

vn,0± =

∫
f(r)e±iθ ⟨n |ρ̂(r)| 0⟩ dr, (S28)

which generalize those presented in Eq. (5) for the
more standard circular-dichroic setting (i.e. a uniform
circularly-polarized electric field). Contrary to Eq. (S19),

here the summation is taken over the low-energy edge-
modes only, so as to isolate the edge contribution from
the bulk one.

Since the bulk is incompressible, contributions to the
integral appearing in Eq. (S28) can only come from the
edge region, located at r ≃ R, with a typical width set
by the magnetic length lB . As a consequence, one can
approximate

vn,0± = f(R)

∫
dθ e±iθ ⟨n | ρ̂eff(θ) | 0⟩ , (S29)

where

ρ̂eff(θ) =

∫
ρ(r) r dr, (S30)

is a one-dimensional (edge) density operator obtained by
integrating out the direction orthogonal to the edge. As
R → ∞, i.e. when the number of particles N is large,
the approximation becomes more and more accurate pro-
vided f(r) varies slowly over the edge width ∝ lB .

We now recognize the ℓ = ±1 Fourier components

ρ̂ℓ =

∫
dθ eiℓθρ̂eff(θ),

of the edge density operator, and rewrite Eq. (S29) as

vn,0± = f(R) ⟨n | ρ̂±1 | 0⟩ . (S31)

In the following, we will first discuss the simplest case
of a single edge-mode, and then discuss the case of mul-
tiple edges.

The case of a single edge

Following Wen [47, 87], the excess density along the
edge of a QH droplet fails to commute, and leads to a
U(1) Kac-Moody algebra,

[ρ̂ℓ, ρ̂ℓ′ ] = νℓδℓ,−ℓ′ . (S32)

As previously, ν represents the (fractionally quantized)
filling fraction defined in the bulk of the QH droplet, and
it naturally comes into play through the average bulk
density, ρ0 = ν/(2πl2B).

As a consequence of Eq. (S32), the operators ρ̂ℓ can be
identified as bosonic annihilation (/creation) operators

{
ρ̂ℓ>0 =

√
ν|ℓ| b̂†ℓ

ρ̂ℓ<0 =
√

ν|ℓ| b̂ℓ,
(S33)

[b̂ℓ, b̂
†
ℓ] = δℓ,ℓ′ . (S34)

The ground state |0⟩ is identified as the vacuum of
bosonic excitations, while the excited states are obtained
by acting on it with the creation operators b̂†ℓ.
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It follows immediately that, for every possible edge
state |n⟩, the matrix elements vn,0− = 0 entering Eq. (S31)
must vanish. The ground state |0⟩ is indeed annihilated
by ρ̂−1; it follows that S− = 0. This can be easily seen
as a consequence of the presence of a single chiral edge
mode: ρ̂−1 aims at lowering the ground state angular
momentum, but there is no gapless edge mode (with the
corresponding angular momentum) that can be excited.

Therefore, in the case of a single chiral branch of edge
modes, only vn,0+ can be non-zero. By inspection of
Eqs. (S31)- (S33) it is straightforward to realize that
the only state contributing to the sum in Eq. (S27) is

|1⟩ = b̂†1 |0⟩, and thus

S+ = v1,0+ = |f(R)|2ν. (S35)

By identifying the quantized filling fraction ν with the
many-body Chern number, ν = −CMB, the previous
equation can equivalently be written as

S+ − S− = S+ = |f(R)|2|CMB|. (S36)

In the conventional circular-dichroism case (uniform
circular drive), f(R)=R and the result can be rewritten
as

S+ − S− =
A

π
|CMB|, (S37)

which is the result quoted in the main text.

The case of multiple edges

Considering the case of multiple (spatially separated)
edges, potentially displaying modes of different nature,
S− can now be finite. Indeed, in this case, the action
of ρ̂ℓ<0 on the ground state can be non-trivial and con-
tribute to the total excitation rate.

When multiple edge modes are present, the effective
one-dimensional edge density ρ̂eff(θ) can be split into sev-
eral density operators, each associated with a different
edge channel,

ρ̂eff(θ) =
∑

e

ρ̂e(θ). (S38)

Here, the sum runs over all the edge modes and ρ̂e(θ) is
the density operator associated to a given channel. It is
useful to introduce the Fourier transform of each compo-
nent ρ̂e(θ) as

ρ̂e,ℓ =

∫
dθ eiℓθρ̂e(θ). (S39)

Analogously to Eq. (S33), these operators fail to com-
mute. When the edges are well separated (by a dis-
tance much larger than the magnetic length lB), they
satisfy [47]

[ρ̂e,ℓ, ρ̂e′,ℓ′ ] = νe δe,e′δℓ,−ℓ′ . (S40)

Here νe is the (signed) difference between the filling frac-
tions of the fluids sitting on the opposite sides of the
edge, the vacuum corresponding to zero filling. As a con-
sequence, these numbers fulfill the constraint

∑
e νe = ν,

where ν is the bulk filling fraction, i.e. the many-body
Chern number.

As a consequence of Eq. (S40), provided νe > 0, one
can introduce bosonic operators as

{
ρ̂e,ℓ>0 =

√
νe|ℓ| b̂†e,ℓ,

ρ̂e,ℓ<0 =
√

νe|ℓ| b̂e,ℓ.
(S41)

In the other case, i.e. when νe < 0, we instead have
{
ρ̂e,ℓ>0 =

√
−νe|ℓ| b̂e,ℓ,

ρ̂e,ℓ<0 =
√
−νe|ℓ| b̂†e,ℓ.

(S42)

Using these identifications together with Eq. (S38), one
can thus rewrite the ℓ = ±1 Fourier components of ρ̂eff(θ)
as

ρ̂1 =
∑

e,νe>0

√
νeb̂

†
e,1 +

∑

e,νe<0

√−νeb̂e,1,

ρ̂−1 =
∑

e,νe>0

√
νeb̂e,1 +

∑

e,νe<0

√−νeb̂
†
e,1.

(S43)

Analogously to the single-edge case, only a single state
(for every edge mode e) |e⟩ = b†e,1 |0⟩ contributes to the

relevant matrix elements vn,0± in Eq. (S29). Namely,

ve,0+ = f(R)
√
νe,

ve,0− = f(R)
√−νe.

(S44)

The contributions from the two chiralities S± [see
Eq. (S27)] can therefore be evaluated as,

S+ = |f(R)|2
∑

e,νe>0

νe,

S− = |f(R)|2
∑

e,νe<0

−νe.
(S45)

Here, we note that none of these individual contributions
is robustly quantized in terms of the many-body Chern
number. However, the difference S+ − S− is quantized,
since

∆S = S+ − S−

= |f(R)|2
( ∑

e,νe>0

νe +
∑

e,νe<0

νe

)

= |f(R)|2
∑

e

νe = |f(R)|2ν,

(S46)

which is precisely the result quoted in the main text.
In the case of conventional circular dichroism (uniform

circular driving), one sets f(R)=R and the result can be
written as

∆S =
A

π
|CMB|. (S47)
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We conclude this section with a series of comments and
remarks. Here, we explicitly assumed that: (i) the var-
ious edges are sufficiently close to each other, such that
they are all located at r ≃ R; and (ii) we assumed that
these edges are well separated one from the other. The
first assumption (i) should not be harmful in the thermo-
dynamic limit, provided the confinement is steep, since
the particle density can be expected to suddenly drop
from its bulk value ρ0 = ν

2πl2B
to zero. However it must

be noticed that this is not always the case, especially in
the case of smooth confining potentials, where “wedding-
cakes” of different filling fractions can be expected [88].
On the other hand, we do not expect the second assump-
tion (ii) to be crucial, provided that when the edges are
brought together there exists a unitary mapping between
the two sets of modes (i.e. those associated to the “far-
away” edges and the ones of the “close-by” case).

The case of non-circular boundaries

We finally demonstrate that the total circular dichroic
response in Eq. (S37) does not rely on the boundary being
circular. Specifically, we will now consider QH droplets
whose shape is determined by some externally imposed
confinement potential, of arbitrary shape [56]. In this
case, the boundary of the QH system will follow one of the
equipotential lines of the confinement, provided the QH
droplet is large enough (N ≫ 1) and the equipotential
does not have “too sharp” features (on the scale set by
the magnetic length lB). For the sake of simplicity, we
hereby consider the case of a single chiral edge mode
propagating along this non-trivial geometry.

We consider a convenient set of (action-angle [56]) co-
ordinates (K,Θ) in terms of which we express the Carte-
sian coordinates

{
x = F (K,Θ)

y = G(K,Θ).
(S48)

Curves at constant K describe, at least locally at the
position of the system’s boundary, equipotential lines for
the confinement, i.e. they follow the system’s boundary.
Notice that the angle variable Θ does not necessarily cor-
respond to the polar angle [56].

The boundary will thus be parameterized by a curve
described by a specific value of K, say K = Kedge. We
decompose the parametric representation of the bound-
ary in Fourier modes as

{
x = F (Kedge,Θ) =

∑
ℓ e

iℓΘfl,

y = G(Kedge,Θ) =
∑

ℓ e
iℓΘgl.

(S49)

Here, since F (Kedge,Θ) and G(Kedge,Θ) are real valued,
f−ℓ = f∗

ℓ and g−ℓ = g∗ℓ .

We now compute the relevant transition matrix ele-
ments [see Eq. (S18)],

vn,0± =

∫
(x± iy) ⟨n |ρ̂(r)| 0⟩ dr. (S50)

On the system’s boundary, one can approximate x ± iy
using Eq. (S49) and obtain

vn,0± =
∑

ℓ

(fℓ ± igℓ)

∫
eiℓΘ ⟨n |ρ̂eff(Θ)| 0⟩ dΘ, (S51)

where, in analogy with Eq. (S30), we identify the K in-
tegral of the two-dimensional particle density operator
ρ̂(r),

ρ̂eff(Θ) =

∫
ρ̂
(
x(K,Θ), y(K,Θ)

)
dK, (S52)

as the effective one-dimensional density operator of the
χLL theory. Therefore, (analogously to Eq. (S33) and
Eq. (S34)), the Fourier components ρ̂ℓ =

∫
eiℓΘρ̂eff(Θ)dΘ

can be identified with bosonic creation/annihilation oper-
ators, and the excited edge-states |n⟩ as states in which
χLL quanta have been inserted by acting with bosonic
creation operators on the vacuum state |0⟩. With these
identifications, we obtain

vn,0± =
√
νn(fn ± ign), (S53)

and thus

S± = |CMB|
∑

n>0

n |fn ± ign|2 . (S54)

Here, we again identified |CMB| = ν. Importantly, in
contrast with the circular-geometry case, S− does not
necessarily vanish in the presence of an arbitrary edge
geometry.

After simple algebraic manipulations, the differential
rate ∆S = S+ − S− can finally be written as

∆S = |CMB|
1

π

(
−2πi

∑

n>0

n(fng
∗
n − f∗

ngn)

)
. (S55)

We notice that the area of the quantum Hall system
coincides with the area enclosed by the parametric curve
in Eq. (S49) and can be written as

A =
1

2

∮
(xdy− ydx) = −2πi

∑

ℓ>0

ℓ (fℓg
∗
ℓ − f∗

ℓ gℓ) , (S56)

which is the same expression appearing on the right hand
side of Eq. (S55). We therefore recover the general result,

S+ − S− =
A

π
|CMB|. (S57)

This demonstrates that the edge-dichroic response is en-
tirely low-energy in nature and it is quantized, even for
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general boundary shapes. In this case, both S± con-
tribute to the response, and their specific values are dic-
tated by the shape of the system’s boundary. However,
their difference depends on the geometry only through
the system’s area, A. In fact, and as we further discuss
below, their ratio S−/S+ measures the anisotropy of the
boundary.

Examples and numerical results

Here, we consider the anisotropic droplets described in
Ref. [56] as a concrete example. In particular, we consider
a confinement potential given by

Vk,λ(r, θ) =
u0

2
r2(cosh(2λ) + cos(kθ) sinh(2λ)), (S58)

with polar coordinates r, θ, and k is an integer, while u0

and λ set the scale and deformation’s magnitude of the
confinement, respectively. We point out that the spe-
cific analytical form of the confinement, deep in the in-
compressible bulk, is irrelevant for the results; all that
matters, indeed, is the shape of the edge.

In terms of the angle coordinate Θ, the polar angle θ
reads

θ(Θ) =
1

k
arg

(
sinh(λ) − eikΘ cosh(λ)

− cosh(λ) + eikΘ sinh(λ)

)
+2π

n

k
, (S59)

where n = 0, 1, . . . k − 1. The shape of the boundary in
Eq. (S49) can then be expressed as




x/lB√
2Kedge

=
√

cosh(2λ) − cos(kΘ) sinh(2λ) cos(θ(Θ)),

y/lB√
2Kedge

=
√

cosh(2λ) − cos(kΘ) sinh(2λ) sin(θ(Θ)),

(S60)
which allows for the numerical computation of S± as
given in Eq. (S54).

We notice that, in the present case, Kedge only
appears as a scale factor for the boundary shape. As a
consequence, the only dependence of fl and gl on Kedge

is of the form
√

Kedge and thus in the thermodynamic
limit (when the low-energy edge description holds)
the ratio S−/S+ depends only on the geometry of the
boundary.

We now discuss the two cases k = 2 and k = 3.

The k = 2 case — In this case, the potential in
Eq. (S58) has a simple quadratic form,

V2,λ(r, θ) =
u0

2
(e2λx2 + e−2λy2). (S61)

This deformed potential is relevant for rapidly rotating
atomic gases [89].

The boundary shape in Eq. (S60) simplifies to
{
x/lB =

√
2Kedge e

−λ cos(θ),

y/lB =
√

2Kedge e
+λ sin(θ),

(S62)
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FIG. S1. (a) Ground state density for a non-interacting
fermionic CI, confined by an elliptically-shaped box; the ra-
tio between the two semiaxis of the trap, ∆x and ∆y, was
fixed to ∆x/∆y = 1.97. The flux per plaquette has been
fixed to ϕ = 2/7, and the Fermi energy approximately in
the middle of the first gap, εF = −1.5J . (b) CD matrix el-
ements Mn,0

± [Eq. (5)], as a function of the excitation fre-
quency ωn,0, with the inset zooming in on the low-energy
features. The numerically extracted Chern number contribu-
tions, Cnum

MB = Cnum
+ − Cnum

− , are calculated by isolating the
low-energy response (ℏω≤1J).

which is an ellipse with an enclosed area A = 2πKedge l
2
B .

Furthermore, from Eq. (S54), we obtain

S+ = |CMB| 2Kedge l
2
B cosh2(λ),

S− = |CMB| 2Kedge l
2
B sinh2(λ),

(S63)

which, as expected on the more general grounds exposed
above, satisfies ∆S = |CMB| 2Kedgel

2
B = |CMB|A/π.

Furthermore, the ratio

S−
S+

= tanh2(λ), (S64)

is indeed Kedge independent, and thus also independent
of the number of particles; rather, it reflects the boundary
ellipticity.

We show in Fig. S1 the results obtained in the case
of a CI on the lattice [see Eq.(6)], without the ellipti-
cal harmonic trap Eq. (S61) but rather with an elliptical
box potential. It can be seen that the results we pre-
sented do hold also in this case. In particular, (i) S−
does not vanish; (ii) the difference S+ − S− is quantized
in terms of the many-body Chern number, in agreement
with Eq. (S57); (iii) the ratio S−/S+ ≈ 0.08 is accu-
rately described by Eq. (S64); λ can indeed be obtained
from the ratio between the two semi-axes of the ellipse
according to Eq. (S62). For the elliptical box confine-
ment we considered, ∆x

∆y = e−2λ ≃ 1.97; Eq. (S64) then

gives S−/S+ ≃ 0.1, which approximately agrees with the
value we numerically extract. We attribute the difference
to finite size effects on the lattice, but postpone more ex-
tensive and systematic investigation to future studies.
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FIG. S2. (a) Numerically computed χLL value of the ratio of
S−/S+ as a function of the trap deformation factor λ, for k =
3 (see Eq. (S58)). The red circle identifies the value λ = 0.3
used in the other panels. (b) Ground state density ρ(r) for
an integer quantum Hall system of N = 80 fermions in the
non-circularly symmetric potential in Eq. (S58). The density
ρ(r) has been normalized to the bulk one, ρ0 = 1

2πl2
B

. (c) The

circular dichroic response ∆S as a function of the number N
of particles in the two-dimensional trap. (d) The ratio S−/S+

as a function of the number of particles is compared with the
value computed in panel (a). The red line S−/S+ ≃ 0.114 is
approached ∝ 1/N as the size of the system is made larger;
in the scaling limit (orange dashed line) we extract S−/S+ ≃
0.114, in accordance with the theory.

The k = 3 case — In this case, to the best of our
knowledge, it is not possible to rewrite Eq. (S49) in sim-
ple terms. However, as anticipated, we can use these re-
lations to compute the ratio S−/S+ numerically (through
the use of Eq. (S54)) and compare it with numerical re-
sults obtained by performing exact-diagonalization for a
system of non-interacting fermions in the lowest-Landau
level confined by Eq. (S58).

In Fig. S2(a), we show the numerically computed the-
oretical ratio S−/S+ as a function of λ. In Fig. S2(b), we
show the ground state density ρ(x, y) for N = 80 non-
interacting fermions, for a fixed value of λ = 0.3. For the
same value of λ, in Fig. S2(c,d) we show as a function of
the number of particles N that ∆S is quantized in ac-
cordance with Eq. (S57) and that as the system is made
larger the theoretical prediction for the ratio S−/S+ is
approached.
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