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In many-body systems with U(1) global symmetry, the charge fluctuations in a subregion reveal
important insights into entanglement and other global properties. For subregions with sharp corners,
bipartite fluctuations have been predicted to exhibit a universal shape dependence on the corner
angle in certain quantum phases and transitions, characterized by a “universal angle function” and
a “universal coefficient.” However, we demonstrate that this simple formula is insufficient for charge
insulators, including composite fermi liquids. In these systems, the corner contribution may depend
on the corner angle, subregion orientation, and other microscopic details. We provide an infinite
series representation of the corner term, introducing orientation-resolved universal angle functions
with their non-universal coefficients. In the small-angle limit or under orientation averaging, the
remaining terms’ coefficients are fully determined by the many-body quantum metric, which, while
not universal, adheres to both a universal topological lower bound and an energetic upper bound.
We also clarify the conditions for bound saturation in (anisotropic) Landau levels, leveraging the
generalized Kohn theorem and holomorphic properties of many-body wavefunctions. We find that
a broad class of fractional quantum Hall wavefunctions, including unprojected parton states and
composite-fermion Fermi sea wavefunctions, saturates the bounds.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Understanding the universal properties of quantum
phases and phase transitions is a primary goal of con-
densed matter physics. Many physical quantities are gov-
erned by universal numbers that are insensitive to the
microscopic details of the systems. A well-known exam-
ple is the Hall conductivity of integer or fractional quan-
tum (anomalous) Hall insulators, which is determined by
a topological invariant known as the many-body Chern
number [1, 2]. Similarly, various dynamical and static
response functions at conformal quantum critical points
are determined by the universality class of the transition
(see e.g. [3, 4] for a review).

In recent years, with the aid of the concept of quantum
geometry [5], it has become apparent that some physical
quantities, while typically taking non-universal values in
gapped phases, are actually universally bounded by the
topological properties. There is a class of examples in-
volving the Chern number that stem from the positive
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semi-definiteness of the quantum geometric tensor [6],
which has quantum metric and Berry curvature as its
real and imaginary parts, respectively. A notable exam-
ple is the lower bound on the superfluid weight in multi-
band superconductors [7, 8], which has applications in
twisted bilayer graphene [9–11]. Additionally, it was re-
cently shown that the energy gap in Chern insulators is
subject to a fundamental upper bound [12–14]. Besides
bounds related to Chern numbers, an earlier foundational
result discussed in Ref. [15], called the Haldane bound,
bounds the measure of quadrupolar fluctuations in frac-
tional QH systems. This result links the quantum metric
in the parameter space of linear area-preserving diffeo-
morphisms to the Hall viscosity. It was recently shown
that the universal bound is not generally saturated [16].

On a different front, recent studies have emphasized
the growing importance of non-local characterizations of
phases of matter, such as symmetry disorder operators
and bipartite fluctuations of local observables1. This
is partly motivated by the conceptual developments of
topological defects and generalized symmetries [17–22],
as well as the experimental proposals for measuring en-
tanglement entropy [23–29]. The disorder operators, or
bipartite fluctuations, are associated with a spatial sub-
manifold of the entire system and can exhibit universal
shape dependence in certain scenarios. For instance, when
the boundary of the subsystem is not smooth and in-
cludes a sharp corner, as depicted in FIG. 1, a subleading
corner contribution is generally present. This occurs in
systems such as non-interacting Dirac systems [30], con-
formal field theories (CFTs) [17, 18, 31], gapped quantum
Hall (QH) states [31], composite Fermi liquid states [32],
and certain non-Fermi liquids [32] associated with exotic
phase transitions out of Fermi liquids. Remarkably, the
corner contributions in various systems share the same
“super-universal angle function” [31] (as given in Eq. (4)),
with the coefficient determined by a “universal number”
specific to each phase of matter. Corner contributions
in several examples of critical points and QH states have
been examined numerically using Monte Carlo simula-
tions [31, 33–37].

In this work, we reveal an intriguing relationship be-
tween the corner contribution of bipartite fluctuations
and the many-body quantum geometry defined by adia-
batic flux insertion (or twisted boundary conditions). We
highlight that in charge insulators2, the corner contribu-
tion is generally non-universal. Even in the special case
of Landau levels (LLs) with continuous translational and

1 In systems with global U(1) symmetry, the bipartite fluctuations
of the conserved U(1) charges can be identified as the U(1) dis-
order operator under the small-angle limit [17, 18].

2 Here, a charge insulator is defined by finite polarization fluctua-
tions (or a finite localization tensor) [38–41].

rotational symmetries, certain conditions must be met
for the coefficient to match the previously predicted uni-
versal number [31, 32], even though the “super-universal
angle function” still holds. More generally, for anisotropic
continuous systems or long-wavelength descriptions of
lattice models, we demonstrate that the corner contribu-
tion consists of a series of universal corner functions along
with their non-universal coefficients. These corner func-
tions typically depend on both the corner angle and the
absolute orientation of the subsystem. Furthermore, we
show that, in the small-angle limit or under orientation
averaging, only a few terms remain in the series summa-
tion. The full corner contribution is then governed by a
universal angle dependence and a coefficient determined
entirely by the many-body quantum metric (or polariza-
tion fluctuations), as described in Eq. (14) and Eq. (16).
We confirm these expectations by numerically comput-
ing the corner term in tight-binding lattice models and
through analytical results for an exactly solvable case. In
the context of non-interacting fermions, the small-angle
limit was first discussed in Ref. [42].

In charge insulators, the quantum metric is known to
satisfy a lower bound set by the Chern number [6] and an
upper bound related to the energy gap [39]. Recently, the
topological bound has also been understood through op-
tical absorption, where the absorbed power must be non-
negative [14]. In this work, we refine our understanding
by providing specific conditions for bound saturation. We
establish a generalized version of the Kohn theorem [38]
for systems invariant under continuous translations and
Galilean boosts without assuming continuous rotational
symmetry. The theorem guarantees that the quantum
metric is fixed by the filling factor and the (unimodular
and generally anisotropic) mass tensor in the UV and is
independent of the interactions. When considering the
coefficient in Eq. (16), the energetic upper bound is al-
ways saturated, while the lower bound is saturated only
when the mass tensor is isotropic. By examining po-
larization fluctuations in anisotropic Landau levels, we
additionally provide an understanding of bound satura-
tion from the perspective of the holomorphic properties
of many-body wavefunctions in a wider set of scenarios.

The outline of the rest of the paper is as follows. In
Sec. II, we begin by introducing existing results from
Refs. [17, 18, 30–32] and summarizing some of our key
findings, emphasizing their relation to many-body quan-
tum geometry. In Sec. III, we present a general frame-
work for understanding corner charge fluctuations in
both continuous and lattice models. Sec. IV explores ex-
amples of lattice models, providing a comparison between
analytical formulas and numerical results. In Sec. V, we
present general results on (anisotropic) Landau levels,
with a particular focus on understanding the bound sat-
uration of the quantum metric. Composite Fermi liquids
(CFLs) are also addressed in Sec. VI. Finally, in Sec. VII,
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we summarize our findings and suggest interesting future
research directions.

II. CORNER CHARGE FLUCTUATIONS

A. Preliminaries

For any quantum many-body system with a global
U(1) symmetry, the disorder operator is defined as

UA(α) = exp

(
iα

∫
A
ρ

)
. (1)

Here, α is a real-valued parameter, ρ represents the glob-
ally conserved charge density, and A is a spatial subregion
within the total system. The expectation value ⟨UA(α)⟩
can be viewed as a generating functional, the m-th cu-
mulant of which is given by

N [m]
A = lim

α→0
(−i∂α)m log⟨UA(α)⟩. (2)

The second cumulant N [2]
A is called the bipartite fluctu-

ations. In recent years, there has been significant theoret-
ical progress in understanding the behaviors of ⟨UA(α)⟩
and N [2]

A in two-dimensional many-body systems with
continuous translation and rotational symmetries, partic-
ularly concerning subregions with a corner, such as the
one depicted in FIG. 1.

Specifically, for conformally invariant quantum critical
points [17, 18, 30, 31], the scaling behavior is given by

N [2]
A = #LA − CJ

2
f0(θ) log(LA) + . . . (3)

where LA is the linear size of A, # is a non-universal
number depending on the UV cut-off and the angle de-
pendence is given by

f0(θ) = 1 + (π − θ) cot(θ). (4)

The overall coefficient CJ , known as the current central
charge [4], is a universal number associated with the crit-
ical point and relates to the longitudinal conductivity via
σxx = π2

2 CJ . In unitary CFTs, one generally has CJ > 0.
More recently, Ref. [32] pointed out that Eq. (3) holds

for a class of non-conformal continuous transitions [43–
47] out of Landau Fermi liquids, where the universal co-
efficient CJ is associated with the predicted universal re-
sistivity jump at the critical point.

Additionally, Ref. [31] showed that for an isotropic sys-
tem

N [2]
A = #LA − C0

π
f0(θ) + . . . (5)

where # is again non-universal, C0 is determined by the
static structure factor: S(q) ≈ C0|q|2. We see that the

FIG. 1. The real-space subsystem A (shaded area) with only
one corner angle θ. The absolute orientation of A is parame-
terized by another angle ϕ, and the linear size of A is denoted
by LA. The regions B, C, and D are introduced to cancel out
the boundary law and isolate the corner contribution.

angle dependence is governed by the “super-universal”
formula Eq. (4). Based on the wavefunctions for isotropic
integer QH and Laughlin states, Ref. [31] showed that in
these states C0 appears to be universal:

C0 =
|σxy|
2

, (6)

where σxy is the DC Hall conductivity. Ref. [32] recently
suggested that the same result also applies to certain
CFLs based on an isotropic field theory [48]3.

In this paper, we take a closer look at the corner charge
fluctuations. In particular, we examine how Eq. (5) as
well as Eq. (6) are modified in more general situations.

These issues will be discussed in detail in the following
sections. Here we start with a few general facts about
corner contributions. In general, we expect that

N [2]
A = #LA − γ + · · · . (7)

Here γ is a constant that generically depends on the sharp
corners of the region A. We parametrize a sharp coner
by two angles: the opening angle θ of the corner, and the
absolute orientation ϕ (see Fig. 1 for illustration). Then
we express γ as

γ =
∑
i

γ(ϕi, θi), (8)

3 The leading-order boundary law in Eq. (6) for CFLs was inde-
pendently confirmed in Ref. [49]. Both the boundary law and the
corner term were later verified through Monte Carlo simulations
based on wavefunctions in Ref. [37].
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where the sum is over the local contributions from all
sharp corners. If the system enjoys continuous rotation
symmetry, then γ is independent of ϕ: γ =

∑
i γ(θi). In

this case, Ref. [31] showed that γ(θ) is proportional to
the angle function Eq. (4). However, it is important to
note that the coefficient is not always given by σxy, as it
is in Eq. (6). A simple counterexample will be mentioned
in Sec. VC.

In the following sections, we systematically study
γ(ϕ, θ), analyzing both its universal and non-universal
features. In Sec. IIIA, we will demonstrate that when
γ(ϕ, θ) is expanded in harmonics of ϕ, each component
is a higher-order universal function of θ, generalizing the
super-universal function Eq. (4). For more details, see
Eq. (25) and Eq. (26). The intriguing properties of the
coefficients will also be discussed.

B. Quantum Geometry

In this subsection, we summarize some of our key re-
sults from later sections, particularly emphasizing their
connections to many-body quantum geometry.

By definition, the bipartite fluctuations are determined
by the equal-time density-density correlation S(r)

N [2]
A =

∫
A

d2r1

∫
A

d2r2 S+(r1 − r2), (9)

where S+(r) = (S(r) + S(−r))/2 denotes the inversion-
symmetric component of S(r). The static structure fac-
tor S(q) = (1/V )⟨ρqρ−q⟩ is given by the Fourier trans-
formation of S(r), where V =

∫
d2r denotes the total

volume of the system. It is clear that the large-scale
real-space scaling of N [2]

A is determined by the long-
wavelength behavior of S+(q) = (S(q)+S(−q))/2. Thus,
we are motivated to consider the expansion4

S+(q) = Sab2 qaqb + O(|q|4), (10)

where Sab2 is the symmetric part of the localization ten-
sor (i.e., polarization fluctuations) [38–41]. Recently,
Sab2 has also been referred to as the “quantum weight”
in Refs. [12–14]. Importantly, a general criterion that
distinguishes charge insulators from metals is given by
Sab2 , which is finite in insulators and divergent in con-
ventional metals. This can be understood through the
Souza-Wilkens-Martin (SWM) sum rule [39]

Sab2 =

∫ +∞

0

dω
π

Reσab+ (ω)

ω
, (11)

4 This analytical expansion applies to gapped systems. However,
gapless models of charge insulators, such as CFLs, may exhibit
non-analytical higher-order terms like |q|3 log(1/|q|). See Sec. VI
for more details.

where we use σab± = (σab ± σba)/2 to denote the longitu-
dinal and Hall conductivities respectively5. The sum rule
is a direct consequence of the Ward identity relating den-
sity response and current response. Clean metals6 have
a nonzero Drude weight Dab such that7

σab+ (ω) ⊃ Dab

(
δ(ω) +

i

πω

)
, (12)

which predicts a 1/ω divergence in Sab2 based on Eq. (11).
In fermi liquids, the identical scaling of frequency ω and
momentum q implies S(q) ∼ q, which is consistent with
the geometric interpretation [32] based on the LU(1)
anomaly [51]. On the other hand, when the Drude weight
vanishes, Sab2 has the chance of being finite. As discussed
below, this finite value is associated with a finite cor-
ner contribution to bipartite fluctuations. It is impor-
tant to note that in a clean system, a vanishing Drude
weight does not necessarily indicate an incompressible
state. As we will discuss in Sec. VI, the half-filled Lan-
dau level [38, 48, 52] serves as an example of this8.

A simple dimensional analysis of the conductivity re-
veals that σab ∼ (e2/2πℏ)L2−d, where L represents a
real-space length scale, and d is the spatial dimension.
Therefore, according to Eq. (11), both σab and Sab2 can be
dimensionless universal numbers (in the unit of e2/2πℏ)
only when d = 2. For convenience, we set e = 1 and
ℏ = 1 in most parts of the paper.

As reviewed in App. D, there is a standard relation-
ship [12, 39–41] between the localization tensor Sab2 and
the many-body quantum geometry defined by adiabatic
flux insertion (or twisted boundary conditions). For two-
dimensional systems with Dab = 0, Sab2 is directly iden-
tified as the following quantity

gab =
1

Ng

Ng∑
n=1

Gabnn, (13)

where Gabnm represents the (non-abelian) quantum metric
associated with the possibly degenerate ground states la-
beled by n and m, with 1 ≤ n,m ≤ Ng. If the ground
state is unique (i.e., Ng = 1), gab reduces to the abelian
quantum metric. The SWM sum rule Eq. (11) estab-

5 In Eq. (11), the conductivity σab is defined by the response to the
external electric field. To obtain the conductivity corresponding
to the current induced by the total (or screened) electric field,
σab needs to be rescaled by the dielectric constant.

6 Here, we include Landau fermi liquids as well as non-fermi liquids
within the Hertz-Millis paradigm [50].

7 The notation A ⊃ B means that B is a term included in the full
expression of A.

8 Other examples of compressible states with vanishing Drude
weight include the quantum Lifshitz model [53] and the “bad
metal” constructed from a vortex fermi-liquid state [54].
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lishes a fluctuation-dissipation theorem that relates ex-
cited states to the properties of ground-state wavefunc-
tions on the manifold of twisted boundary conditions.

When Sab2 is finite, we will use the terminologies polar-
ization fluctuations, localization tensor, quantum weight,
and quantum metric interchangeably.

A key result for (generally anisotropic) continuous
models as well as lattice models9 is about the small-θ
singularity of bipartite fluctuations concerning the geom-
etry depicted in FIG. 1. We find the orientation-resolved
corner term generally satisfies

γ(ϕ, θ → 0) ≈ Sab2
θ
τ̂a(ϕ)τ̂b(ϕ), (14)

where τ̂(ϕ) = (− sinϕ, cosϕ) is the unit vector perpen-
dicular to the lower edge of the subregion. When the
system exhibits C3, C4, or C6 discrete rotational sym-
metry, the quantum metric becomes isotropic, meaning
Sab2 = S2δ

ab. As a result, Eq. (14) simplifies to S2/θ,
where S2 = Tr(Sab2 )/2 =

√
det(Sab2 ).

For continuous systems, we also define the orientation-
averaged corner term as follows

γ̄(θ) =

∫ 2π

0

dϕ
2π
γ(ϕ, θ). (15)

As demonstrated in Sec. III and Sec. V, the final result re-
sembles Eq. (6), but with the coefficient fully determined
by the many-body quantum metric

γ̄(θ) =
Tr(Sab2 )

2π
(1 + (π − θ) cot θ), (16)

where we define the trace with respect to the flat metric,
i.e. Tr(Sab2 ) = δabS

ab
2 . We once again find the small-θ

limit is governed by Sab2

γ̄(θ → 0) ≈ Tr(Sab2 )

2

1

θ
. (17)

This result is also applicable to continuous systems with-
out discrete rotational symmetry.

According to Refs. [6, 12, 39–41] (also see App. D
for a brief overview), the quantum metric Sab2 is subject
to a topological lower bound due to the positive semi-
definiteness of the quantum geometric tensor, which is
succinctly expressed as Sab2 − i

2σ
xyϵab ≥ 0. Addition-

ally, the standard f -sum rule leads to an energetic up-
per bound [12, 39–41], which, in general, should be rep-
resented by the positive semi-definiteness of the matrix
1
2∆Dab2 − Sab2 ≥ 0, where

Dab2 = lim
A→0

1

V

〈
∂2H

∂Aa∂Ab

〉
(18)

9 For lattice models, we assume that the direction with ϕ = 0 is
always aligned with one of the primitive vectors of the lattice.

comes from the diamagnetic term of the current response,
∆ denotes the energy gap of the many-body Hamiltonian
H, V is the volume of the system, A represents the back-
ground U(1) field10, and σxy is the DC Hall conductivity.
Therefore, the coefficient in Eq. (16) satisfies

|σxy|
2

≤ Tr(Sab2 )

2
≤ Tr(Dab2 )

4∆
. (19)

The topological lower bound was also obtained in Ref.
[14]. Here we elucidate its connection with quantum met-
ric. As will be shown below, the bound is saturated in
quantum Hall systems under certain conditions, as well
as certain non-interacting band insulators.

As we will explain in Sec. V A, the upper bound is sat-
urated for systems invariant under Galilean boosts and
continuous translations. If continuous rotational sym-
metry is also imposed, making the system invariant un-
der the full Galilean group, then the lower and upper
bounds become identical and must be saturated. We of-
fer two perspectives to understand this result: one based
on linear response theory using a generalized Kohn the-
orem, which we prove in App. B, and the other based on
wavefunction holomorphicity, as discussed in Sec. V C. In
more general situations, such as systems on a lattice or
with non-parabolic kinetic energy, the bounds are typi-
cally not expected to be saturated. Simple examples of
this will be mentioned in Sec. V C and Sec. IV.

In addition to the application to corner charge fluc-
tuations in Eq. (14), Eq. (16), and Eq. (17), where the
universal bounds are given in Eq. (19), there are other
related forms. In terms of determinants, the bounds can
be written as

|σxy|
2

≤
√
det (Sab2 ) ≤ 1

2∆

√
det (Dab2 ). (20)

Sometimes, the system is associated with an intrinsic uni-
modular metric ηab, which can generally be anisotropic.
The modified trace Tr(Sab2 ) ≡ ηabS

ab
2 satisfies

|σxy|
2

≤ Tr(Sab2 )

2
≤ Tr(Dab2 )

4∆
, (21)

which turns out to be useful in Sec. V for anistropic Lan-
dau levels.

As one approaches a quantum critical point from the
insulating phase, the upper bound in Eq. (19) may di-
verge due to the closing of the energy gap. In the case
where the critical point is conformal, the quantum metric
also diverges and follows this universal behavior

Tr(Sab2 )

2
=
πCJ
2

log(ξ). (22)

10 In quantum Hall systems, A should be understood as the probe
field in addition to the gauge field representing the background
magnetic field.
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where ξ is the correlation length of the system, and the
universal coefficient CJ is the current central charge. Less
singular terms are neglected here. This logarithmic di-
vergence results from the rigid form of the static struc-
ture factor in CFTs [4]. The special case of free Dirac
fermions has already been discussed in Refs. [12, 55].
Note that this universal behavior does not strictly require
conformal invariance; an example of this will be discussed
in Sec. VI B. The logarithmic divergence in Eq. (22) is
consistent with the logarithmic corner term in Eq. (3).
Quantum geometry clearly provides a unified framework
for understanding previous results [17, 18, 30–32], with
Eq. (3) and Eq. (6) as special cases.

III. HARMONIC EXPANSION

In this section, we investigate the universal and non-
universal features of corner charge fluctuations in both
continuous and lattice systems. For continuous sys-
tems, we show that the orientation-resolved corner term
γ(ϕ, θ) can be expressed as an infinite series, as shown
in Eq. (25). This series consists of generalized univer-
sal angle functions defined in Eq. (26), with coefficients
Eq. (28) determined by the harmonic expansion of the
static structure factor in Eq. (23). For lattice systems, we
present discrete formulas that apply under specific com-
mensurability conditions and are expected to recover the
continuous formulas in the long-wavelength limit, pro-
vided that the system’s correlation length is sufficiently
large. For both continuous and lattice models, we show
that the small-θ limit is fully governed by the quantum
metric, as described in Eq. (14).

A. Continuous Systems

In this subsection, we consider a continuous system
that may arise from the long-wavelength description of
certain lattice models. The inversion-symmetric part
S+(r) of the static structure factor generally has the fol-
lowing harmonic expansion

S+(r) =
∑
n∈Z

Sn(r)e
inNφ, (23)

where r = r(cosφ, sinφ), and the radial functions Sn(r)
are complex-valued. We introduce the integer N to ac-
count for systems with CN rotational symmetry. Even in
the absence of discrete rotational symmetry, the Fourier
series in Eq. (23) remains applicable with N = 2. Fol-
lowing the procedure introduced in Ref. [31] (also see
App. A), one can get rid of the boundary law and isolate
the corner term by

γ(ϕ, θ) = −
∫

B
d2r1

∫
D

d2r2 S+(r1 − r2), (24)

where B and D are the regions introduced in FIG. 1.
After substituting Eq. (23) into Eq. (24), the corner con-
tribution can be expanded as follows

γ(ϕ, θ) =
∑
n∈Z

Cnfn(θ)e
inNϕ. (25)

Here, we introduce a series of generalized universal angle
functions fn(θ) which capture the shape dependence of
the nN -th harmonics of the orientation angle ϕ on the
corner angle θ. These functions have the following gen-
eral expressions, as demonstrated in App. A

fn(θ) =
4

nN(n2N2 − 4)

[
2 cot(θ) sin

(nN
2

(θ − π)
)
− nN cos

(nN
2

(θ − π)
)]

exp
(
i
nN

2
(θ + π)

)
. (26)

The complex conjugate satisfies f∗n(θ) = f−n(θ). Notice
that for nN = 0 and nN = ±2 these expressions should
be understood through a limiting procedure, i.e.,

fn(θ) =

{
1 + (π − θ) cot(θ) nN = 0

− 1
2 (cos(θ) +

π−θ
sin(θ) )e

±iθ nN = ±2
. (27)

Therefore, limn→0 fn(θ) exactly reproduces the previ-
ously termed “super-universal corner function” [31], as
given in Eq. (4). The complex-valued non-universal co-
efficients Cn in Eq. (25) are given by

Cn =

∫ +∞

0

dr
−r3

2
Sn(r). (28)

where the radial functions Sn(r) are defined in Eq. (23).
It is clear that C0 is a real number, and generally, C∗

n =
C−n when |n| ≥ 1.

There are several other notable features of Eq. (26).
Firstly, all angle functions vanish at θ = π and exhibit
the following expansion around θ ≈ π

fn(θ) ≈
(−1)nN

3
(θ − π)2. (29)

Moreover, Eq. (26) can show a singularity of 1/θ as θ →
0. For nN ̸= 0,±2, the angle functions behave as

fn(θ) ≈ i
4((−1)nN − 1)

nN(n2N2 − 4)

1

θ
. (30)
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This expression vanishes when nN is even. Due to the
symmetry property S+(r) = S+(−r), even in systems
with C3 symmetry, the structure factor S+ effectively
has N = 6. Therefore, we can always assume N is even.
The 1/θ singularity appears only when nN equals 0 or
±2. The small-θ expressions in these cases are given by

fn(θ) ≈

{
+π/θ nN = 0

−π/(2θ) nN = ±2
. (31)

Furthermore, while the real part of Eq. (26) satisfies
Re[fn(θ)] = Re[fn(2π− θ)], the imaginary parts of fn(θ)
and fn(2π − θ) are generally different when n ̸= 0.

The coefficients Cn of a few leading-order angle func-
tions in Eq. (25) are entirely determined by quantum
geometry. As demonstrated in App. A, the zeroth term
for any N ≥ 1 satisfies

C0 =
Tr(Sab2 )

2π
. (32)

For the case of N = 2 and n = ±1, we find that

C±1 =
Sxx2 − Syy2 ∓ i2Sxy2

2π
. (33)

When nN > 2, the coefficients Cn become more compli-
cated and will be discussed in App. A.

It is noteworthy that the coefficients of terms exhibit-
ing small-angle singularities, as shown in Eq. (31), are
fully determined by the quantum metric Sab2 , as described
by Eq. (32) and Eq. (33). We can combine these terms
to find the total singular contribution. For instance, for
a system with C2 symmetry, we have

γ(ϕ, θ → 0) ≈ π

θ
C0 −

π

2θ
(C+1e

+i2ϕ + C−1e
−i2ϕ), (34)

which is equivalent to Eq. (14). In systems with C3, C4,
or C6 rotational symmetry, where the quantum metric
is isotropic (i.e., Sab2 = S2δ

ab), only the zeroth term in
Eq. (31) and Eq. (32) contribute. This results in

γ(ϕ, θ → 0) ≈ TrSab2
2θ

=
S2
θ
. (35)

The orientation-averaged bipartite fluctuations defined
in Eq. (15) turn out to be given by the simple formula
Eq. (16), due to

∫ 2π

0
dϕfn(θ)einNϕ = 0 for n ̸= 0. The

small-angle behavior described in Eq. (17) can be easily
verified using Eq. (16).

B. On Lattice Models

In this subsection, we examine lattice models more
carefully without taking the long-wavelength limit. We
still use S+(r) to denote the symmetrized equal-time

FIG. 2. The two configurations for square-lattice models with
C4 rotational symmetry. (1) When θ takes nonzero commen-
surate values, the number of bonds contributing to Eq. (37)
is given by Eq. (38). (2) In the small-θ limit, the number of
bonds that contribute to Eq. (37) is given by Eq. (40).

density-density correlation, where r takes discrete val-
ues on the lattice. In the following, we assume that the
lower edge of subsystem A (i.e., the direction with ϕ = 0)
is always aligned with one of the primitive vectors of the
Bravais lattice.

For the finite subsystems depicted in FIG. 1, one can
extract the summation of the following two corner terms

γ(ϕ, θ) = −
∑
r1∈B

∑
r2∈D

S+(r1 − r2),

γ(ϕ+ θ, π − θ) = −
∑
r1∈C

∑
r2∈A

S+(r1 − r2), (36)

by −(N [2]
A +N [2]

B +N [2]
C +N [2]

D −N [2]
AB −N [2]

CD −N [2]
BC −

N [2]
AD+N [2]

ABCD)/2, where the leading-order boundary-law
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terms cancel out [42]. The first corner term γ(ϕ, θ) can
be further simplified to∑

r1∈B

∑
r2∈D

S+(r1 − r2) =
∑
∆r

n(∆r)S+(∆r), (37)

where n(∆r) represents the number of bonds connecting
sites in B and D with a separation of ∆r = r1 − r2. The
second corner term can be determined similarly.

For systems with CN symmetry, we align the origin
with the symmetry axis of the rotations when cutting
the subsystems. At commensurate angles 0 < θ < π and
0 < ϕ < 2π (i.e., integer multiples of 2π/N), we find that

n(∆r) =
∆ra∆rb

Vcell
Λab(ϕ, θ), (38)

where Vcell is the volume of the unit cell and

Λab(ϕ, θ) =
1

sin θ

(
sinϕ sin(θ + ϕ) − 1

2 sin(θ + 2ϕ)
− 1

2 sin(θ + 2ϕ) cosϕ cos(θ + ϕ)

)
.

(39)

One example on the square lattice is illustrated in ex-
ample (1) in FIG. 2. The number of bounds n(∆r) for
r1 ∈ C and r2 ∈ A can be easily determined by not-
ing that Λab(ϕ + θ, π − θ) = −Λab(ϕ, θ). In principle,
the exact result for Eq. (36) can be determined for lat-
tice models on a case-by-case basis using the provided
formulas. To relate these results to the long-wavelength
results discussed in Sec. III A, it is necessary to ensure
that the subsystem size and the correlation length are
significantly larger than the lattice constant.

In addition to analyzing finite commensurate values
of θ, we can also gain insights into the small-θ limit.
When ∆r is small, the value of n(∆r) in Eq. (37) is
insensitive to small variations in θ when θ is relatively
large. In contrast, in the θ → 0 limit, the number of
bonds becomes very large even for a short separation ∆r,
as shown in example (2) in FIG. 2. In the thermodynamic
limit, this can be estimated as

n(∆r) ≈ 1

Vcell

(∆r · τ̂(ϕ))2

θ
, (40)

where τ̂(ϕ) = (− sinϕ, cosϕ) is the unit vector perpen-
dicular to the lower edge of region A. Another special
property of the θ → 0 limit is that ∆r is allowed to take
half of all possible values on the lattice, with its direc-
tion lying between 0 and π. Thanks to the symmetry
S+(∆r) = S+(−∆r), the summation in Eq. (37) can be
extended to the entire lattice. Thus, we find that

γ(ϕ, θ → 0) =
1

2

1

θ
lim
q→0

(τ̂(ϕ) · ∂q)2S+(q)

=
1

θ
(sin2(ϕ)Sxx2 + cos2(ϕ)Syy2 − sin(2ϕ)Sxy2 ), (41)

where S+(q) is obtained from the Fourier transformation
of S+(r) and follows the same convention as Eq. (10). In
other words, we have verified the general formula Eq. (14)
in lattice systems. The result in Eq. (41) has recently
appeared in Ref. [42] in the context of the band topol-
ogy and geometry of free fermions. Here, we empha-
size that it also applies to strongly correlated systems,
provided the quantum metric is properly defined using
twisted boundary conditions.

IV. CHERN INSULATORS

In this section, we consider the quantum metric Sab2
and corner contribution in lattice realization of Chern
insulator. We start with a general two-band Hamiltonian
in two spatial dimensions

H =
∑
k

(
c†A,k c†B,k

)
H(k)

(
cA,k
cB,k

)
, (42)

where H(k) = d(k) ·σ and σ is the vector of Pauli matri-
ces. The static structure factor S(q) can be determined
after explicitly diagonalizing the Hamiltonian. We have

S(q) =
1

2

∫
BZ

d2k

(2π)2

(
1− d̂(k) · d̂(k + q)

)
. (43)

Here d̂ = d/|d| represents the normalized vector. For q
small, we can expand S(q) up to second order as

S(q) =
qaqb
4

∫
BZ

d2k

(2π)2
∂d̂(k)

∂ka
· ∂d̂(k)
∂kb

+ O(|q|4). (44)

In the presence of C3 or C4 rotational symmetry, the
quantum metric is proportional to the identity, i.e., Sab2 =
S2δ

ab, and the static structure factor simplifies to

S(q) =
1

8
q2
∫

BZ

d2k

(2π)2
(∇d̂)2 + O(|q|4)

= S2q
2 + O(|q|4). (45)

In Eq. (45), S2 exactly matches the Hamiltonian of an
O(3) sigma model defined in momentum space. The
Chern number C translates to the number of topological
charges in the system. And the topological lower bound
on S2 follows from the Bogomoln’yi inequality [56, 57],
which gives the lower bound on energy in the presence of
topological charges

E =
1

2

∫
d2k(∇d̂)2 ≥ ±1

2

∫
d2kϵµν d̂ · (∂µd̂× ∂ν d̂)

= ±4πC. (46)

To achieve equality in the bound, the integrands must
be equal at every point. It is helpful to introduce CP 1
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coordinate W (z, z̄) = d̂1+id̂2
1−d̂3

with z = kx + iky. Then
we have

S2 =
1

16π2

∫
|∂zW |2 + |∂z̄W |2

(1 + |W |2)2
dzdz̄, (47)

and

C =
1

4π

∫
|∂zW |2 − |∂z̄W |2

(1 + |W |2)2
dzdz̄. (48)

In the following discussion, we will focus on the case
where C > 0. S2 is minimized when ∂z̄W ≡ 0, which
means W = W (z) is a meromorphic function. Mean-
while, such a function automatically ensures that the off-
diagonal terms in Sab2 vanish, as

∂kx d̂ · ∂ky d̂ = 4i
∂z̄W∂z̄W̄ − ∂zW∂zW̄

(1 +WW̄ )2
. (49)

In the continuum, the simplest example is W (z) = λz,
where λ is a constant real parameter. The corresponding
model is

d̂(k) =

(
2λkx

1 + λ2k2
,

2λky
1 + λ2k2

,
1− λ2k2

1 + λ2k2

)
. (50)

This includes the special case with a parabolic spectrum
discovered in Ref. [14], where

d(k) =

(
∆pkx,∆pky,−

k2

2m
+
m∆2

p

2

)
. (51)

In lattice models, an additional requirement is that W (z)
is doubly periodic, i.e. W (z) = W (z + 2π) = W (z +
2πi). Consequently, W (z) is a elliptic function, whose
pole structure determines the Chern number C. Given
that there are at least two poles in the Brillouin zone, the
bound cannot be saturated for the C = 1 [58] case of the
two-band Hamiltonian. We note that ideal topological
bands recently studied in Refs. [59, 60] are known to
saturate the topological bounds.

It is worth noting that the same structure appears in a
different context in Ref. [58], where they consider the
maximally localized flat-band Hamiltonian. With the
flat-band restriction |d| = 1, the “mean hopping range”
they defined is proportional to S2 in Eq. (45), which then
has a topological lower bound for the same reason here.

In FIG. 3, we plot numerical results of S2 in the square-
lattice Haldane model, where

d(k) = (sin kx, sin ky,M − cos kx − cos ky). (52)

The bound is not saturated over the entire parameter
range. Moreover, near the topological transition, S2 di-
verges logarithmically. This divergence can be under-
stood from the long-wavelength continuous theory with

d(k) = (kx, ky,M − 2), (53)

FIG. 3. Comparison of the quantum metric 4πS2 (blue line)
and the Chern Number (red line) for the square-lattice Hal-
dane Model. The quantum metric diverges logarithmically
near the topological transition.

where we can show that S2 ≈ 1
16π log 1

|M−2| near the crit-
ical point M = 2.

Now we compare the corner term γ(ϕ, θ) extracted nu-
merically in the square-lattice Haldane model to the re-
sults of continuous system with CN rotational symmetry
in Sec. III A. Here N = 4, and later we will also consider
N = 2 by adding anisotropic hoppings. In our numerical
calculations the total system size is 50× 50, and the size
of the subsystem A is roughly 25. We use the strategy
discussed in Sec. III B to extract the summation of two
corner contributions in Eq. (36):

γ(ϕ, θ) + γ(ϕ+ θ, π − θ). (54)

The ϕ = 0 and M = 1 case is plotted in FIG. 4.
Here, we only consider θ ∈ [0, π/2], since the summa-
tion of two corner terms is symmetric with respect to
θ = π/2. When θ → 0, γ(ϕ, θ) is accurately represented
by C0f0 ≈ TrSab2 /(2θ), consistent with our earlier discus-
sion. For larger θ, the regions defined on the lattice is not
sensitive to small changes in θ except at certain special
values, resulting in plateaus and discontinuities in the θ
dependence of the γ(ϕ, θ). On average, the corner term
still follows the form determined by the quantum metric.

For general values of ϕ, the summation of two corner
terms is not symmetric with respect to θ = π/2. And
the discontinuities of lattice results are shifted. However,
the γ(ϕ, θ) still agrees well with our analytical result on
an average sense. It is also worth noting that, as we tune
the parameter M closer to the topological transition, the
approximation near θ ∼ π/2 improves. This is because
the correlation length and S2 diverges. We plot the ϕ =
π/6 and M = 1.9 case in FIG. 5 for a demonstration.

We can also reduce the C4 symmetry of the square-
lattice Haldane model to C2 by introducing different hop-
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FIG. 4. The corner term for ϕ = 0 and M = 1. Numerical
results are plotted using red dots, while the analytical pre-
diction from the quantum metric is shown by the gray line.
The origin is aligned the symmetry axis of the rotations when
cutting the subsystems. Jumps in the numerical results corre-
spond to special values of θ where the sites in the subsystems
change drastically with small variations in θ. Here, they are
determined by θ = arctan(1/n), where n = 1, 3, 5, · · · .

FIG. 5. The corner term for ϕ = π/6 and M = 1.9. For
ϕ ̸= 0, the corner term from lattice calculations are no longer
symmetric in general, and the jumps are also shifted.

ping amplitudes along different axes:

d(k) = (tx sin kx, ty sin ky,M − tx cos kx − ty cos ky).
(55)

For tx ̸= ty, the quantum metric Sab2 is still diagonal,
but Sxx2 ̸= Syy2 . The leading contributions to γ(ϕ, θ)
are C0f0 + C1f1e

2iϕ + C−1f−1e
−2iϕ where C±1 = (Sxx2 −

Syy2 )/(2π). In this case, the quantum metric causes non-
trivial ϕ dependence of the corner term through f±1. We
plot γ(ϕ, θ) as a function of ϕ for θ = 0.05 in Fig. 6. It
is clearly seen that the data points of γ(ϕ, θ) fluctuates
significantly with ϕ, most likely due to lattice effects, al-

FIG. 6. The corner term for tx = 0.8, ty = 1.2, M = 1 and
θ = 0.05. In this figure, we add the gaussian filtered numerical
data with standard deviation σ = 5 in blue, which shows that
the ϕ dependence of γ is described by our analytical formula
on average.

though the overall trend follows the analytical result. We
also perform Gaussian filtering on the data, which now
shows a reasonable agreement with the formula.

V. ANISOTROPIC LANDAU LEVELS

In this section, we discuss several general results re-
garding the (anisotropic) Landau levels of non-relativistic
particles. The original Kohn theorem [38] applies to sys-
tems that are invariant under the full Galilean group,
which includes continuous translations, Galilean boosts,
and continuous rotations. However, we emphasize that
Galilean boosts and translations alone are sufficient to
establish a generalized Kohn theorem, which we prove
in App. B. In Sec. VA, we describe how the theorem
ensures that the many-body quantum metric Sab2 is de-
termined by UV information, with a particular focus on
its implications for corner charge fluctuations.

Generalized rotation invariance, defined with respect
to the quantum metric, allows us to derive an exact ana-
lytical expression for the orientation-resolved corner term
in Eq. (24) without the need to sum the infinite series in
Eq. (25). We discuss its implications in Sec. V B, focusing
on the special case where the conditions for the general-
ized Kohn theorem are also fulfilled. In this scenario,
the bipartite fluctuations are given by Eq. (64). In the
isotropic limit, where the system becomes invariant under
the Galilean group, it is evident that this result reduces
to the previous formula Eq. (6) in the literature [31, 32].
Further details on the most general case of generalized
rotation invariance are provided in App. C.

In Sec. V C, we investigate the fractional QH states
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in anisotropic LLs in greater detail. Using a generating
function approach, we discuss several classes of examples
where Sab2 can be computed analytically. Holomorphic-
ity of the many-body wavefunction in the center of mass
coordinate is found to be a general condition that leads
to the saturation of the bound on Sab2 . We also illustrate
a set of examples where the bound is not saturated.

A. Generalized Kohn Theorem

We consider a system of Ne non-relativistic parti-
cles, each with unit electric charge and labeled by j =
1, 2, . . . , Ne, in a uniform perpendicular magnetic field
B. The many-body Hamiltonian is given by

H =

Ne∑
j=1

ηab

2m
πjaπ

j
b +

∑
j ̸=i

U(ri − rj). (56)

Here, πja = pja − Aa(rj) denotes the gauge-invariant
momentum where A is the background field such that
∇×A = B. The mass tensor is defined as mηab, where
ηab is an unimodular metric satisfying det(ηab) = 1,
and m > 0 controls the “size” of the mass. The mass
tensor is generally anisotropic and positive-definite. In
Eq. (56), the metric ηab is the inverse of ηab such that
ηabηbc = δac . We also include an inversion-symmetric in-
teraction term U(r) = U(−r). For the Coulomb poten-
tial at long distances, U(r) is typically a function of the
distance η̃abrarb, where η̃ab is another unimodular metric
that may be anisotropic due to the dielectric properties
of the materials. In Ref. [61], ηab is referred to as the
Galilean metric, while η̃ab is called the Coulomb metric.

The Hamiltonian Eq. (56) is invariant under Galilean
boosts, and the center of mass degree of freedom can still
be separated from the relative degrees of freedom. This
can be seen explicitly through the following change of
coordinates r′j = r̄ for j = Ne and r′j = rj−r̄ for 1 ≤ j ≤
Ne − 1, where r̄ = (1/Ne)

∑Ne
j=1 rj is the center of mass

coordinate. With this transformation, the Hamiltonian
in Eq. (56) can be simplified to H = HCoM+HRel, where

HCoM =
ηabπ̄aπ̄b
2mNe

(57)

depends only on the center of mass momentum π̄, which
is conjugate to r̄. The relative part HRel is completely
independent of r̄ and therefore commutes with π̄. The
decoupling of the center-of-mass degree of freedom re-
sults in the standard relation by Kohn [38], which states
that the cyclotron frequency is not renormalized by in-
teractions. Moreover, it constrains the quadratic term in
the static structure factor Eq. (10) to be

Sab2 =
|ν|
4π
ηab, (58)

where ν = 2πNe/(BV ) is the filling factor, and ηab is the
unimodular Galilean metric, characterizing the “shape”
of the mass tensor in the UV. Importantly, Sab2 is inde-
pendent of the “size” of the mass tensor represented by
m, and the specific form of the interaction U(r), pro-
vided that it depends only on the relative coordinates.
We prove Eq. (58) using two distinct approaches. In
App. B, we show that it follows directly from response
theory. Additionally, in Sec. V C 2, we will demonstrate
that the same conclusion can be drawn from the holomor-
phic properties of ground-state wavefunctions. This is a
general result for both compressible and incompressible
QH states realized by the UV Hamiltonian in Eq. (56).

Based on the Hamiltonian Eq. (56), and the separation
between center of mass and relative degrees of freedom,
the energetic upper bounds in Eq. (19), Eq. (20) and
Eq. (21) are given by the positive semi-definiteness

Sab2 ≤ 1

2ωc
Dab2 =

|ν|
4π
ηab, (59)

where the energy gap is given by the cyclotron frequency
ωc = 1/(mℓ2B). Therefore, the generalized Kohn theorem
implies that the upper bound is always saturated. The
topological lower bounds can be understood through the
properties of the unimodular metric ηab. We can see
that the determinant bound Eq. (20) is also saturated
due to det(ηab) = 1, while the trace bound in Eq. (19)
is saturated only in the isotropic case ηab = δab. This
can be understood using the inequality of arithmetic and
geometric means

Tr(Sab2 )

2
=

|ν|
4π

ηxx + ηyy

2
≥ |ν|

4π

√
ηxxηyy =

|ν|
4π

√
1 + (ηxy)2 ≥ |ν|

4π
. (60)

Also, note that if the modified trace is defined using the
Galilean metric ηab, then the lower bound in Eq. (21)
is still formally satisfied. When relating these results to

Eq. (19), Eq. (20) and Eq. (21), it is important to note
that the filling factor is proportional to the Hall conduc-
tivity, i.e., σxy = ν/(2π), which is ensured by continuous
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translational symmetry, as demonstrated in App. E.
The general formalism developed in Sec. III A (and

App. A) is applicable here. For systems without discrete
rotational symmetry, we can still consider the Fourier
transformation Eq. (23) with N = 2. After averaging
over orientation, only the zeroth term from Eq. (26) sur-
vives. Moreover, Eq. (32) remains valid in this case.
Therefore, we can make a general statement about the
orientation-averaged corner term Eq. (15) for anisotropic
Landau levels

γ̄(θ) =
|σxy|
2π

Tr(ηab)

2
(1 + (π − θ) cot θ), (61)

where Tr(ηab) ≥ 1 is saturated only when ηab = δab.

B. Generalized Rotational Invariance

In this subsection, we assume that the system possesses
a generalized rotational invariance, defined by the Hamil-
tonian commuting with the angular momentum operator

Lz =

Ne∑
j=1

1

2

(
BηabR

a
jR

b
j −

ηabπjaπ
j
b

B

)
, (62)

whereRaj = raj+ϵ
abπjb/B is the guiding center coordinate.

The nice property is that the system can be converted to
an isotropic one through coordinate transformations.

We introduce a set of vielbeins eaI to diagonalize the
Galilean metric ηab = eaIe

b
Jδ
IJ . The coordinate transfor-

mations of the various vectors are given by

q̃I = eaIqa r̃I = eIar
a, ÃI = eaIAa, (63)

where eIa is the inverse of eaI , such that eaIe
I
b = δab and

eaIe
J
a = δJI . We first consider the special case of Eq. (56)

where the Galilean metric ηab and the Coulomb metric
η̃ab are identical. In the new isotropic system, the filling
factor ν retains its original value11 and the static struc-
ture factor satisfies S̃(q̃) = |ν|

4π |q̃|
2+ . . .. The calculations

in Ref. [31] are applicable here, and Eq. (6) holds for the
new system. The formalism for relating bipartite charge
fluctuations between the old and new coordinate systems
is developed in App. C. For the configuration shown in
FIG. 1, the result is

N [2]
A (ϕ, θ) = #L− |σxy|

2π
f0(θ̃(ϕ, θ)). (64)

11 In the new coordinate system, the magnetic field strength is
B̃ = εIJ∂ÃJ/∂r̃

I = B/
√
det ηab, where B = εab∂Ab/∂r

a is
the original magnetic field. We have used the fact that the
Levi-Civita symbol is a tensor density of weight −1, which sat-
isfies εab/

√
det ηab = εIJeaI e

b
J . Consequently, the filling factor

ν = 2πN/(B̃Ṽ ) remains invariant since the volume of the system
transforms as Ṽ = V

√
det ηab.

The new angle variable θ̃, defined for the subregion of
the new isotropic system, can be determined from the
original angles θ and ϕ using the relation

cos θ̃ =
ηabn̂

am̂b√
ηabn̂an̂b

√
ηabm̂am̂b

, (65)

where n̂ = (cosϕ, sinϕ) and m̂ = (cos(ϕ+ θ), sin(ϕ+ θ)).
It is evident that the “super-universal formula” given in
Eq. (6) is a special case of Eq. (64) when ηab = δab. More
generally, a Hamiltonian that commutes with Eq. (62)
does not need to have quadratic kinetic energy, as in
Eq. (56). As we demonstrate in App. C, the coeffi-
cient of f0(θ̃(ϕ, θ)) in Eq. (64) should be replaced by√
det(Sab2 )/π, which satisfies the universal bounds given

in Eq. (20).
Based on our previous discussions, the corner term is

expected to diverge as θ approaches zero. It is straight-
forward to show that the small-θ singularity of f0(θ̃(ϕ, θ))
is given by

f0(θ̃) ≈
π

θ
(sin2(ϕ)ηxx + cos2(ϕ)ηyy − sin(2ϕ)ηxy). (66)

Therefore, the exact expression Eq. (64) is consistent
with the general result in Eq. (14). For the orientation-
averaged corner term, we have numerically verified that∫ 2π

0

dϕ
2π
f0(θ̃(ϕ, θ)) =

Tr(ηab)

2
f0(θ), (67)

which confirms the result in Eq. (61).

C. Fractional Quantum Hall States

We now present a complementary approach to the lo-
calization tensor for quantum Hall states with continu-
ous translational invariance. We will then discuss several
conditions for the saturation of the topological bound on
Sab2 , with particular emphasis on the role of wavefunction
holomorphicity.

As discussed in section II B, in the presence of continu-
ous translational symmetry, the corner term at small an-
gles is determined purely by the fluctuations of electric
polarization Sab2 . Moreover, if we also have continuous
generalized rotational invariance, it determines the cor-
ner term for all angles and orientations. We only focus
on Sab2 for the purpose of this section since it plays an
important role in the corner term and the investigation
of bound on Sab2 is a general and fundamental problem
on its own.
Sab2 is a geometric property of the ground state mani-

fold in the twisted boundary conditions parameter space.
We follow Ref. [39], where a generating function of mo-
ments of polarization is introduced, to discuss it without
invoking a Hamiltonian unless necessary. One new ingre-
dient in interacting systems is the presence of ground
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state degeneracy. To account for this, it is useful to
generalize Ref. [39]’s generating function to C(q) =∏Ng
n=1 ⟨Ψn|e−iqar̄

aNe |Ψn⟩, where r̄a = 1
Ne

∑Ne

j=1 r
a
j is the

center of mass position that can also be interpreted as
dipole moment per particle. In App. E, we show how
translational symmetry can be exploited so that Sab2 can
be obtained using the following modified generating func-
tion:

C̃(q) =

Ng∏
n=1

⟨Ψn|eiϵ
abqaπ̄b/B |Ψn⟩

Sab2 = − 1

V Ng

∂2 log C̃(q)

∂qa∂qb

∣∣∣∣∣
q=0

π̄a =

Ne∑
j=1

πja (68)

where πja = pja − Aa(rj) is the kinetic momentum of the
jth particle.

Now we discuss some explicit examples where the topo-
logical bound of Eq. (D15), i.e. Tr(Sab2 )/2 ≥

√
detSab2 ≥

|σxy|/2, can be analytically investigated. These exam-
ples involve a unimodular metric ηab, using which we can
define Landau level ladder operators

αj = ℓBλ
aπja, (69)

where ℓB =
√
1/|B| is the magnetic length and λa along-

side ζa are complex vectors defined using the metric ηab
in App. B.

Using the ladder operators, the generating function can
be expressed as:

C̃(q) = e−NeNg
ηabqaqbℓ

2
B

4

×
Ng∏
n=1

⟨Ψn|e−(λ.q)ℓB
√
Neᾱ

†
e(λ̄.q)ℓB

√
Neᾱ|Ψn⟩

ᾱ =
1√
Ne

∑
j

αj . (70)

We emphasize that up to this point ηab is an arbitrary
metric.

It is evident from Eq. (70) that if ηab is such that ᾱ
annihilates the many-body wavefunctions, we get:

C̃(q) = e−NeNg
ηabqaqbℓ

2
B

4 , (71)

which implies

Sab2 =
|ν|
4π
ηab =

|σxy|
2

ηab. (72)

The equality ν = 2πσxy is a result of continuous transla-
tional invariance as discussed in App. E. This saturates

the topological bounds of Eqns. (20) and (21). How-
ever, the trace bound of Eq. (19) is saturated only when
ηab = δab.

As an interesting aside, the condition that ᾱ annihi-
lates the ground states determines not only the localiza-
tion tensor but also the higher moments of polarization,
via C̃(q). These moments appear in the longest wave-
length behavior of density operator correlations:

⟨ρ(q1) · · · ρ(qm)⟩c ≈ (2π)2δ(2)(q1 + · · ·+ qm)

× Ta1···amm qa1 · · · qam

Ta1···amm ∼ (−iNe)m

V
⟨r̄a1 · · · r̄am⟩c. (73)

The “∼” notation indicates the position operator’s am-
biguity on a torus, with moments of r̄a derived from the
modified generating function.

To understand the condition for saturation of bound
further, let us define a complex coordinate zj =

√
2ζar

a
j .

The ladder operators in symmetric gauge Aa(r) =
−ϵabBrb/2 take the following form:

αj =
1√
2i

(
2ℓB

∂

∂z∗j
+

zj
2ℓB

)
. (74)

When kinetic energy possesses generalized rotational in-
variance, one can express the single-particle wavefunction

as ψj(zj , z∗j ) = ϕj(zj , z
∗
j )e

−
|zj |

2

4ℓ2
B . The action of αj on ϕj

has a simple form:

αjψj(zj , z
∗
j ) = −i

√
2ℓB

(
∂

∂z∗j
ϕj(zj , z

∗
j )

)
e
−

|zj |
2

4ℓ2
b . (75)

For a many-body wavefunction, we get:

Ψ
(
{zj , z∗j }

)
= Φ

(
{zj , z∗j }

)
e
−

∑Ne
j=1

|zj |
2

4ℓ2
B

ᾱΨ = −i
√
2ℓB√
Ne

(
Ne∑
l=1

∂Φ

∂z∗l

)
e
−

∑
j

|zj |
2

4ℓ2
B

= −i
√
2ℓB√
Ne

∂Φ

∂z̄∗
e
−

∑
j

|zj |
2

4ℓ2
B . (76)

Thus, a ground state annihilated by the ladder operator
ᾱ, that saturates the bound, possesses holomorphicity or
maximal chirality in the center of mass coordinate z̄. In
other words, the center of mass coordinate occupies the
lowest LL and doesn’t mix LLs. The holomorphicity has
been recently discussed in band systems to give rise to
saturation of the topological bounds on quantum geom-
etry [60, 62–65]. Here, we focus on many-body states
with continuous translational symmetry and many-body
quantum metric where holomorphicity in the center of
mass coordinate is sufficient.

We now discuss a few examples where we can compute
the localization tensor analytically. Except for the last
one, all other cases saturate the bound.
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1. No Landau level mixing

The simplest scenario where the bound is saturated
is where only the uppermost Landau level is partially
filled in a fermionic model, i.e. no Landau level mixing is
present. To understand the physical situation where this
might arise, we assume continuous generalized rotational
invariance in the single-particle kinetic energy so that it
is purely a function of α†

jαj and doesn’t mix LLs, i.e.
it commutes with angular momentum (see Eq. (62)).
Moreover, the energy of nth Landau level is restricted to
be a monotonic function of n and interaction energy scale
is assumed to be small compared to the Landau level gap
at the Fermi level. One can then approximate the ground
state as being made up of completely filled and empty
Landau levels for n < n0 and n > n0 respectively. Only
the topmost LL labeled by n = n0 might be partially
filled.

In this special scenario, the ground state wavefunction
is annihilated by ᾱ since the LL index of none of the par-
ticles can be lowered due to Pauli principle. This would
lead to a saturation of the determinant and Tr bounds.
We require generalized rotational invariance only in the
kinetic energy part of the Hamiltonian, since the interac-
tion induced LL mixing is assumed to be negligible. Note
that “no LL mixing” is a stronger condition than needed,
because one only requires the center of mass position op-
erator to not mix LLs for saturating the bound.

Various model wavefunctions discussed in the litera-
ture satisfy this requirement. For example, Laughlin [66],
Moore-Read [67], Read-Rezayi [68], Jain wavefunctions
projected to uppermost Landau level [69], and the pro-
jected composite-fermion Fermi sea wavefunction [70]
would all saturate the bound.

An interesting comparison can be made here with the
Haldane bound [15], which provides a lower bound on
the fourth order term in projected static structure fac-
tor, i.e. S

abcd

4 , by the guiding center Hall viscosity. It was
found in Ref. [16] that one requires not just projection
to a Landau level, but also rotationally invariant model
wavefunctions obtained from CFT techniques for satura-
tion of Haldane bound [67, 70, 71]. Hence, it requires
even stronger notion of maximal chirality (the entangle-
ment spectrum must be completely chiral) than the one
discussed in this paper, and involves relative degrees of
freedom in addition to the center of mass.

2. Invariance under Galilean boosts

Beyond the strong condition discussed in previous sub-
section where Landau level mixing is absent completely,
the bound on Sab2 can also be saturated when the Hamil-
tonian is invariant under Galilean boosts. The results
have already been discussed in VA, here we provide a

proof elucidating the holomorphicity of the wavefunction.
As shown there, the center of mass degree of freedom de-
couples from the relative degrees and the corresponding
Hamiltonian is given by Eq. (57). In terms of the center
of mass ladder operators,

HCoM = ωc

(
ᾱ†ᾱ+

1

2

)
(77)

where ωc = |B|/m is the cyclotron frequency. The
ground state is thus annihilated by ᾱ saturating the
bound. This implies the presence of maximal chirality
or holomorphicity in the center of mass coordinates.

The Hamiltonian does not have to possess generalized
rotational invariance for this conclusion, in particular the
Coulomb metric can be different from the anisotropic
mass tensor. Moreover, the particles (can be either
fermions or bosons) may occupy multiple Landau levels.
Since the center of mass coordinate forms its own LLs, it
always occupies the lowest mode in the ground state.

3. Unprojected parton wavefunctions

Surprisingly, unprojected parton wavefunctions [72–77]
with generalized rotational invariance also have the min-
imum possible

√
det(Sab2 ), i.e., Sab2 = |ν|

4π η
ab, even though

they do not necessarily satisfy the criterion in Sec. V C 1.
We can write an unprojected parton wavefunction as:

Φpwf
({
zj , z

∗
j

})
=

Npf∏
γ=1

Θpγ
({
zj , z

∗
j

})
(78)

where Npf is the number of parton factors, Θp
({
zj , z

∗
j

})
is the Slater determinant wavefunction of p-filled parton
LLs (pLLs) without the Gaussian factors. Here p can
either be a positive or negative integer. The filling frac-
tion is ν−1 =

∑Npf

γ=1 p
−1
γ [78]. Using Eq. (76), it is easy to

see that the action of ᾱ simply distributes over the par-
ton factors so that each Θpγ

({
zj , z

∗
j

})
can be analyzed

independently.
For p > 0, ᾱ annihilates Θp

({
zj , z

∗
j

})
since it satisfies

the criterion discussed in Sec. V C 1. Essentially, αj acts
as a pLL lowering operator, but the pLL index of none
of the partons in Θp

({
zj , z

∗
j

})
can be lowered due to the

Pauli exclusion principle.
On the other hand, the p < 0 case is less obvious. To

this end, we notice that changing the sign of p is equiv-
alent to changing the sign of the effective magnetic field
for the parton and can also be expressed as complex con-
jugation, i.e., Θp

({
zj , z

∗
j

})
=
(
Θ−p

({
zj , z

∗
j

}))∗. The
LL lowering operator αj has a different interpretation
compared to the p > 0 case. Here, it corresponds to the
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intra-pLL angular momentum lowering operator bj :

αlΘp
({
zj , z

∗
j

})
=

(
i
√
2ℓB

∂

∂zl
Θ−p

({
zj , z

∗
j

}))∗

=
(
blΘ−p

({
zj , z

∗
j

}))∗
. (79)

Since the parton factor Θ−p
({
zj , z

∗
j

})
at p < 0 has the

minimum possible total angular momentum in each pLL
in the absence of quasi-hole excitations, we conclude that
ᾱ annihilates it as well. As a result, the unprojected
parton wavefunction of Eq. (78) is entirely annihilated
by the ᾱ operator, saturating the topological lower bound
for
√
det(Sab2 ).

This class of wavefunctions provides several useful
models for fractional quantum Hall states. A set of
prominent ones are unprojected Jain states [69] at ν =
m

mr±1 . These correspond to “r” number of parton factors
with p = 1 and one extra factor with p = ±m. Other
examples include non-abelian FQH states [74, 79–82]. It
would be interesting to confirm these expectations using
numerical techniques on geometries other than the plane,
especially the non-chiral cases that involve negative effec-
tive magnetic fields for at least some of the partons.

4. Composite-fermion Fermi sea wavefunctions

We can also analyze the composite-fermion Fermi sea
(CFFS) wavefunctions [70] that possess generalized rota-
tional invariance using the methods of this section. At
ν = 1/m, they are described by:

ΦCFFS
1
m

({
zj , z

∗
j

})
=

∏
i<j

(zi − zj)
m

 det

(
ei

kj∗zl+kjz∗l
2

)
.

(80)

The second factor is the Slater determinant that de-
scribes a filled Fermi sea of non-interacting CFs and
kj = kjx + ikjy are the corresponding complex wavevec-
tors. It is straightforward to see that:

ᾱΦCFFS
1
m

=
ℓB√
2Ne

 Ne∑
j=1

kj

ΦCFFS
1
m

= 0. (81)

The last line is obtained using the fact that in the pres-
ence of generalized rotational invariance, the sum of all
wavevectors is zero. Thus, CFFS wavefunctions also sat-
urate the topological bound for

√
det(Sab2 ). Our analyti-

cal derivation explains the recent numerical results of Ref.
[37] where both the projected and unprojected isotropic
CFFS wavefunctions were found to be consistent with
Eq. (6).

5. Decoupled Landau levels

We now discuss one explicit case where the bound
is not saturated. Consider a wavefunction of fermions
where multiple Landau levels are (partially) occupied
and a QH state is formed within each LL. Different
LLs are assumed to be decoupled, i.e. the many-body
wavefunction is a direct product of the QH states of
all LLs before anti-symmetrization. We further require
generalized rotational invariance so that the nth single-
particle LL wavefunction for jth particle |j;n, k⟩ satisfies
α†
jαj |j;n, k⟩ = n |j;n, k⟩. Here, k is taken to be the the

eigenvalue of magnetic momentum along x-direction on
the torus. Using second quantization representation, we
can write:

ᾱ =
1√
Ne

∞∑
n=1

∑
k

√
n c†n−1,kcn,k (82)

where cn,k annihilates a particle in the state |n, k⟩.
For the decoupled LLs case, particle number and mo-

mentum of each LL are independently conserved. The
following expectation value then takes a simple form:

⟨ᾱ†ᾱ⟩ = 1

Ne

∑
n,n′,k,k′

√
nn′

〈
c†n,kcn−1,kc

†
n′−1,k′cn′,k′

〉
=

1

Ne

∑
n,k

n ⟨n̂n,k⟩ ⟨1− n̂n−1,k⟩

=
1

|ν|

∞∑
n=1

n|νn|(1− |νn−1|) (83)

where νn is the filling fraction of nth LL such that∑
n νn = ν. The correlation function in second line has

only a disconnected contribution.
Using Eqns. (70), (68), we find that in the presence of

generalized rotational invariance:

Sab2 =

(
⟨ᾱ†ᾱ⟩+ 1

2

)
|ν|
2π
ηab

=

(
|ν|
2

+

∞∑
n=1

n|νn|(1− |νn−1|)

)
ηab

2π
(84)

If the second term is not zero, the topological lower
bounds on Sab2 are not satisfied with equality. A sim-
ple non-interacting realization of this is the ν = 1 state
with first Landau level filled and zeroth empty. It could
arise in a band-inverted system where the kinetic energy
has a Mexican-hat shape.

This class of examples demonstrates that the bound
saturation is achieved under special conditions. Since
they can be thought of as extreme cases of LL mixing,
we expect the same for more realistic situations where
interaction energy is not small compared to the Landau
level gap in either integer or fractional QH states and
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LL mixing is present (the Galilean boost invariant case
discussed in subsection V C 2 is an exception).

An important implication in the context of corner
term of bipartite fluctuations is that even when the sys-
tem possesses continuous translational and generalized
rotational symmetries, the coefficient of the corner an-
gle functions in Eqns. (6), (64) is not |σxy|/2π, but is
bounded below by it.

At present, we are not aware of other cases that sat-
urate the bound on Sab2 . It is however clear that our
examples are fine tuned such that the ground state is
annihilated by a suitably defined Landau level lowering
operator and thus possesses holomorphicity in the center
of mass coordinate. It would be especially interesting to
find examples where neither Galilean boost nor general-
ized rotational invariance is present.

As already discussed in section IV, non-interacting
Chern insulators, that lack continuous translational in-
variance, do not saturate the bound generally. Similarly,
we do not expect generic fractional QH states to do so in
such settings either. Nevertheless, at the non-interacting
level, ideal bands recently studied in literature are known
to saturate the topological bounds [59, 60]. Exploring
FQH states, both projected and not projected to these
bands, is an interesting problem in this context when
Berry curvature is not uniformly distributed over the
Brilloin zone.

VI. COMPOSITE FERMI LIQUIDS

In this section, we turn our attention to the compress-
ible QH state at half-filling. The physical properties
of this gapless state can be understood by considering
the Fermi surface state of composite fermions [48, 83],
which form by attaching two flux quanta to each elec-
tron. Recently, similar physics has been proposed for
the half-filled Chern band in TMD Morié materials with-
out a magnetic field [84, 85]. Bipartite fluctuations
in such non-Fermi liquid states have been studied in
Refs. [32, 37, 49].

Conventional electron metals, as described by Landau
Fermi liquid theory, are characterized by finite compress-
ibility, finite Drude weight in the clean limit, and a di-
vergent localization tensor [38–41]. Composite Fermi liq-
uids (CFLs), while also compressible, exhibit dramatic
differences compared to conventional Fermi liquids. The
vanishing of the Drude weight can be easily understood

using the Ioffe-Larkin decomposition rule

σ−1
e = σ−1

cf + σ−1
cs , (85)

where σabe is the electron conductivity tensor, σabcf is the
conductivity of composite fermions, and σabcs = (ν/2π)εab

comes from the Chern-Simons term [48]. Although the
mean-field state of composite fermions may exhibit a sin-
gularity at low frequency, i.e., σxxcf ⊃ Dcf(δ(ω) +

i
πω ),

the longitudinal conductivity of electrons behaves as
σxxe ∼ iω, which vanishes in the limit ω → 0. This
property has recently been highlighted in the context of
the half-filled Chern band in Ref. [52].

Another remarkable feature of CFLs is their finite lo-
calization tensor, i.e., a finite many-body quantum met-
ric. This is linked to a finite corner term in bipartite
charge fluctuations. As first pointed out in Ref. [32], the
formula in Eq. (6) holds for the original Halperin-Lee-
Read (HLR) theory [48]. Recently, this has been numer-
ically verified by Monte Carlo simulations in Ref. [37]
using the Rezayi-Read wavefunction, considering CFLs
for fermions at ν = 1/2 and ν = 1/4, as well as CFLs for
bosons at ν = 1 and ν = 1/3 fillings. Here, we further
clarify the results of previous studies [32, 37]. The angle
function in Eq. (4) is guaranteed by continuous rotational
invariance, as higher-order terms in Eq. (25) vanish au-
tomatically. In Ref. [37], the bound on the coefficient
is saturated due to the fulfillment of the holomorphic-
ity condition for the CF wavefunctions as described in
Sec. V C 4. However, unsaturated cases are expected to
occur in the absence of Galilean invariance when Landau-
level mixing is also present. In Ref. [32], the bound sat-
uration is verified using the random phase approxima-
tion (RPA) based on the HLR theory [48] for isotropic
systems. Nevertheless, as we will examine in detail in
Sec. VI A, the standard RPA is generally insufficient for
anisotropic systems.

A. Anisotropic CFLs

We extend the discussions from Ref. [32] to anisotropic
systems with continuous translation. We begin by con-
sidering the half-filled Landau level with the generalized
rotational symmetry described in Sec. VB. Such a system
can be realized by the UV Hamiltonian given in Eq. (56),
where the Galilean metric ηab and the Coulomb metric
η̃ab are identified. Let us consider an anisotropic version
of the HLR theory [48] for ν = 1/2

L = ψ†
(

Dτ −
η̂ab

2m∗
DaDb − µ∗

)
ψ − 1

2

iεµνρ

4π
(aµ −Aµ)∂ν(aρ −Aρ) + (interactions), (86)
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where Dµ = ∂µ − iaµ is the gauge covariant derivative.
Another unimodular metric η̂ab is introduced to describe
the mass anisotropy of the composite fermions ψ, and
its inverse is denoted by η̂ab. The effective mass m∗
generally differs from the bare mass m of the electrons,
and the chemical potential µ∗ ensures that the density of
composite fermions matches that of the electrons. It is
convenient to introduce a spacetime unimodular metric

η̂µν =

 1 0 0
0 η̂xx η̂xy
0 η̂xy η̂yy

 , (87)

and consider the coordinate transformations

q̃I = êµI qµ, r̃I = êIµr
µ,

ãI = êµI aµ, ÃI = êµIAµ. (88)

Here, the vielbeins êµI and êIµ are introduced to diag-
onalize η̂µν = êµI ê

ν
Jδ
IJ and its inverse η̂µν = êIµê

J
ν δIJ .

Following the coordinate transformation in Eq. (63), the
isotropic UV system described by Eq. (56) should corre-
spond to an isotropic CFL theory. This is presumably
related to the HLR theory Eq. (86) after the coordinate
transformation in Eq. (88). As we will demonstrate self-
consistently below, setting the UV and IR unimodular
metrics equal ηab = η̂ab satisfies the result in Eq. (58), as
required by the generalized Kohn theorem.

In the new coordinate system, the first term in Eq. (86)
becomes isotropic, while the Chern-Simons term remains
invariant. The standard RPA approach [48] results in

S̃(q̃) =

∫
dq̃τ
2π

1

Πττψ (q̃)−1 − U(q̃)− (4π)2

|q̃|2 ΠTTψ (q̃)
, (89)

where the longitudinal and transverse components of the
response function for composite fermions are

Πττψ (q̃) = −DF

(
1− |q̃τ |√

q̃2τ + (ṽF q̃)2

)
,

ΠTTψ (q̃) = DF
|q̃τ |
√
q̃2τ + (ṽF q̃)2 − q̃2τ

|q̃|2
. (90)

Here, ṽF is the fermi velocity, and DF = k̃F /(2πṽF ) rep-
resents the density of states at the fermi level. The value
of the fermi momentum k̃F is determined by the Lut-
tinger theorem ṼFS/(2π) = ν(2πℓ2B), where the fermi-
surface volume is ṼFS = πk̃2F . Considering the Coulomb
potential U(q̃) ∼ 1/|q̃|, the dipolar interaction U(q̃) ∼
|q̃|, and the Gaussian potential U(q̃) ∼ e−s

2|q̃|2/2, we find
the static structure factor

S̃(q̃) =
|ν|
4π

|q̃|2 − cU |q̃|3 log(1/|q̃|) + O(|q̃|4), (91)

where the coefficient cU is given by

cU =


1/(8π2k̃F ), Coulomb U(q̃) ∼ 1/|q̃|
1/(4π2k̃F ), Dipolar U(q̃) ∼ |q̃|
1/(4π2k̃F ), Gaussian U(q̃) ∼ e−

s2|q̃|2
2

(92)

Since Aτ = Ãτ in Eq. (88), the density response in the
original coordinate system gives S(q) = (ν/4π)η̂abqaqb.
Identifying η̂ab with ηab ensures that Eq. (58) is satis-
fied. Additionally, as discussed in Ref. [32] the contribu-
tion |q̃|3 log(1/|q̃|) from gapless modes affects only the
leading-order boundary-law term and does not influence
the corner term in Eq. (64).

More generally, when the Galilean metric ηab and the
Coulomb metric η̃ab differ in the Hamiltonian Eq. (56),
the interaction potential U(q̃) in Eq. (89) becomes
anisotropic and is a function of η̃abêIaêJb q̃I q̃J . Revisit-
ing the RPA calculation in Eq. (89), one finds the same
leading term (ν/4π)|q̃|2 as in Eq. (91), which is indepen-
dent of the Coulomb metric η̃ab. From the constraint in
Eq. (58) imposed by the Kohn theorem, one may again
conclude that η̂ab = ηab, indicating that the composite
fermion Fermi surface is identical to the anisotropic elec-
tron Fermi surface. This result is similar to the earlier
findings in Ref. [86], which were based on the asymptotic
Ward identities of Chern-Simons theory. However, it con-
trasts with later studies that carefully incorporate the
Landau-level projection. Considering the Hamiltonian
Eq. (56) with ηab = diag(ve, 1/ve) and various forms of
isotropic interactions U(r) (i.e., η̃ab = δab), it was found
that η̂ab = diag(vcf, 1/vcf) satisfies [87–90]

vcf =


v0.493e , Coulomb U(r) ∼ 1/r

v0.795e , Dipolar U(r) ∼ 1/r3(
ℓ2Bve+s

2

ℓ2B/ve+s
2

) 1
2

, Gaussian U(r) ∼ e−
r2

2s2

, (93)

where the Gaussian potential result can be derived an-
alytically [87], and the results for Coulomb and dipolar
interactions are determined by density matrix renormal-
ization group (DMRG) simulations [89, 90]. Assuming
the validity of the RPA calculation in Eq. (89), only the
terms starting from the second in Eq. (91) are affected by
the different forms of U(r) as described in Eq. (92). We
aim to explore in future studies how to modify Eq. (86) to
account for the fact that η̂ab is generally less anisotropic
than ηab. One may need to consider the anisotropic gen-
eralization of the modified RPA [91], which takes into
account the Landau parameter.

B. Periodic Potentials

Another type of interesting model involves adding a
periodic background potential to the (isotropic) Hamil-
tonian in Eq. (56). This serves as a simplified model
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FL CFL
Drude weight finite zero

Localization tensor divergent finite
Corner charge fluctuation N/A finite

TABLE I. The distinct behaviors of the Drude weight [52],
the localization tensor, and the corner charge fluctuations [32]
across the bandwidth-tuned transition between a Landau
Fermi liquid (FL) and a composite Fermi liquid (CFL).

for the physics of periodically modulated Landau levels,
inspired by TMD Moiré materials [92, 93]. The peri-
odic potential typically breaks the continuous rotational
symmetry down to a discrete one, and the formalism for
corner charge fluctuations developed in Sec. IIIA and
Sec. III B is applicable in this context. Unlike flat Lan-
dau levels, the energy levels in this model are dispersive,
and the bandwidth can be tuned by adjusting the pe-
riodic potential (i.e., changing the displacement field in
the experiment). It is theoretically understood that this
will drive a transition between fermi liquids and compos-
ite fermi liquids [32, 46, 47, 52, 94]. The distinct be-
haviors of the Drude weight across this transition have
recently been discussed in Ref. [52]. Here, we empha-
size the different behaviors of bipartite charge fluctua-
tions [32, 49] in both the leading term as well as the
corner term, which are related to transport properties
through the value of the localization tensor Sab2 , deter-
mined by the fluctuation-dissipation theorem-type sum
rule in Eq. (11). As explained in Ref. [31, 32, 49], the
charge correlation in the FL phase decays too slowly in
space, resulting in a leading term ∼ LA log(LA), along
with a subleading term ∼ LA that is sensitive to the en-
tire geometry of the real-space subregion (in FIG. 1) and
the shape of the fermi surface. Consequently, a local cor-
ner contribution like Eq. (24) is no longer well-defined.
This non-local feature is linked to the power-law diver-
gence of the localization tensor Sab2 ∼ 1/q at long wave-
lengths. The different behaviors across the transition are
summarized in TABLE. I.

An intriguing possibility is that this transition is actu-
ally continuous [46, 47, 94]. We predict that the localiza-
tion tensor exhibits the universal behavior

Tr(Sab2 )

2
=
π

2
CJ(−υ∗) log |w − wc|, (94)

when approaching the critical point from the CFL phase,
where w denotes the bandwidth, and wc is its critical
value. The universal numbers υ∗ and CJ are identified as
the correlation length exponent and the current central
charge associated with the transition [94] between the
superfluid and the bosonic Laughlin state at ν = 1/2.
Their values, determined under the large-N expansion,
are available in Refs. [94, 95]. Despite the lack of confor-
mal symmetry in the entire system, the bipartite fluctu-

ations at the critical point are expected to follow Eq. (3),
as a consequence of Eq. (94) (see also Ref. [32]).

VII. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this paper, we present a comprehensive study of cor-
ner charge fluctuations in general anisotropic many-body
systems. The special cases of isotropic systems discussed
in Refs. [17, 18, 30–32] are understood within a unified
framework from the perspective of many-body quantum
geometry. We demonstrate that, in general, the corner
term depends on the corner angle, the absolute orienta-
tion of the subregion, and other microscopic details of
the system. For continuous (long-wavelength) models,
we provide a harmonic expansion representation, given
by Eq. (25), which consists of generalized universal an-
gle functions Eq. (26) and their non-universal coefficients
Eq. (28). In the limit of small opening angle, we find that
the corner term is fully determined by the quantum met-
ric (see Eq. (14)). Various properties of the corner term,
as understood from the harmonic expansion in Sec. III,
are further confirmed by numerical studies of lattice mod-
els in Sec. IV and by the analytical results for an exactly
solvable case in Sec. VB (also see App. C).

We further clarify the saturation of the universal
bounds for the quantum metric, a fundamental prob-
lem in its own right, which is also related to the small-
angle limit in Eq. (14) and the orientation-averaged ex-
pression in Eq. (16). Our understanding is based on an
anisotropic generalized version of the Kohn theorem and
the holomorphic properties of many-body wavefunctions
(see Sec. V, App. B, and App. E for more details).

For simplicity, we focused on examples with electric
charge conservation in Sec. IV, Sec. V, and Sec. VI. How-
ever, the general discussions concerning bipartite fluctua-
tions discussed in Sec. II, Sec. III, and App. C rely solely
on the existence of a global U(1) symmetry. These results
are directly applicable to systems where the total spin in
one direction is conserved, such as quantum spin Hall
insulators and chiral topological superconductors, where
the quantum metric is defined through the insertion of
spin-U(1) flux (see App. D). Additionally, our findings
in Sec. V could provide insight into the conditions for
bound saturation of the spin quantum metric in certain
correlated systems analogous to Landau levels, such as
chiral spin liquids [96, 97]. Furthermore, the universal
behavior described by Eq. (94) finds its analog in the
spin structure factor at continuous Mott transitions [32].

In the context of free fermions, it is well-known that
entanglement entropies are entirely determined by charge
fluctuations N [2]

A and higher-order cumulants [23–29].
Given that the corner term in N [2]

A generally exhibits
non-universal dependence on the opening angle and the
orientation, it is plausible that similar results hold for the
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entanglement entropy. See Ref. [42] for a numerical anal-
ysis of the corner contribution to entanglement entropies
in band insulators. Additionally, see Ref. [98] for recent
related discussions that do not involve corners.

The corner contributions to the U(1) disorder opera-
tor (as defined in Eq. (1)), also known as full-counting
statistics, have been investigated for integer QH and
Laughlin states in Ref. [99]. The higher-order cumu-
lants N [m]

A , as defined in Eq. (2), have been found to
exhibit distinct common features when m is even and m
is odd. According to our generating function approach
discussed in Sec. V C, wavefunction holomorphicity im-
poses strong constraints on multi-point density correla-
tions in the long-wavelength limit. We hope that future
studies will further elucidate the role of spacetime sym-
metries and wavefunction properties in higher-order cu-
mulants, particularly in distinguishing between universal
and non-universal structures, as we have done for bipar-
tite fluctuations.

The boundary-bulk correspondence has proven valu-
able in understanding various aspects of gapped phases in
2+1 dimensions. Notably, the entanglement spectrum in
many topological phases corresponds to the energy spec-
trum of the edge CFT [100]. This relationship has led to
the prediction of a universal subleading term for discrete-
symmetry disorder operators without corners [101]. How-
ever, it remains unclear whether our results can be fully
explained within the framework of edge theory. Despite
the efforts made in Ref. [102], accurately reproducing the
universal angle function in the edge CFT approach re-
mains an open question.

Exploring fluctuations of ordinary and generalized
symmetry charges in three spatial dimensions presents

intriguing possibilities. On one hand, there are various
singular geometries to examine, including corners, cones,
and trihedral vertices. Some interesting angle dependen-
cies for non-interacting Dirac systems have already been
discussed in Ref. [30]. On the other hand, nontrivial
gapped phases offer even richer possibilities, such as frac-
tons and 3D topological orders. It would be interesting
to understand the universal and non-universal features of
shape dependence and to investigate whether there are
constraints from topological properties.
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quantum metric) were also obtained in Ref. [14]. The
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Appendix A: Harmonic Expansion

In this appendix, we provide additional technical details regarding the results discussed in Sec. III A. The static
structure factor Eq. (10) has the harmonic expansion

S+(q) =
∑
n∈Z

Sn(q)e
inNφ, (A1)

where q = q(cosφ, sinφ), and the complex-valued coefficients are

Sn(q) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dφS+(q)e
−inNφ. (A2)

Under Fourier transformations, Sn(r) in Eq. (23) are related to Sn(q) as follows

Sn(q) = 2πinN
∫ +∞

0

dr rSn(r)JnN (qr),

Sn(r) =
1

2πinN

∫ +∞

0

dq qSn(q)JnN (qr), (A3)

where Jm(z) are the Bessel functions.
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FIG. 7. Geometric interpretation of n(r) as the area of the blue region.

1. Universal Angle Functions

Considering the subsystem shown in FIG. 1, we utilize the method described in Ref. [31] to isolate the corner term.
We start by noting that the bipartite fluctuations in systems with global charge conservation can be rewritten as

N [2]
A = −

∫
A

d2r1

∫
Ā

d2r2 S+(r1 − r2), (A4)

where Ā denotes the complement of region A. The corner term can then be extracted using the expression

γ(ϕ, θ) = −1

2
(N [2]

A +N [2]
C −N [2]

AB −N [2]
AD), (A5)

which leads to Eq. (24). According to Eq. (23), it has the following series expansion

γ(ϕ, θ) = −
∑
n∈Z

∫
d2r n(r)Sn(r)e

inNφ, (A6)

where r = r(cosφ, sinφ), and the function n(r) is given by

n(r) =

∫
B

d2r1

∫
D

d2r2 δ
2(r1 − r2 − r). (A7)

As shown in FIG. 7, n(r) has the geometric interpretation as measuring the overlap area between region B and region
D after translating region D by r. It is not hard to show that the area of the region is

n(r) = r2
sin(ϕ− φ) sin(θ − φ+ ϕ)

sin(θ)
. (A8)

The generalized universal angle functions in Eq. (26) are obtained from the following integrals

fn(θ) = 2

∫ ϕ+π

ϕ+θ

dφ
sin(ϕ− φ) sin(θ − φ+ ϕ)

sin(θ)
einN(φ−ϕ). (A9)

2. Role of Quantum Metric

We are interested in the role of the quantum metric Sab2 in the expansion Eq. (25) of corner charge fluctuations. We
first examine its contribution to different Sn(q) in Eq. (A1). By substituting Sab2 qaqb into Eq. (A2), we find that∫ 2π

0

dφ
2π

(Sab2 qaqb)e
−imφ =

(
δ0,m

Sxx2 + Syy2
2

+ δ+2,m
Sxx2 − Syy2 − i2Sxy2

4
+ δ−2,m

Sxx2 − Syy2 + i2Sxy2
4

)
q2, (A10)
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where (qx, qy) = q(cosφ, sinφ) and m = nN . There are two interesting scenarios to consider: (1) n = 0 for arbitrary
N ≥ 1, and (2) n = ±1 for N = 2. We then obtain the values of Cn using the following trick. Utilizing the properties
of Bessel functions, one can verify that

lim
q→0

d2

dq2
Jm(qr) = lim

q→0

r2

4
(Jm−2(qr)− 2Jm(qr) + Jm+2(qr)) = −r

2

2
δ0,m +

r2

4
δ+2,m +

r2

4
δ−2,m, (A11)

where m = nN . Based on the Fourier relations in Eq. (A3), the two interesting scenarios satisfy

N ≥ 1 : lim
q→0

d2

dq2
S0(q) = −2π

∫ +∞

0

dr
r3

2
S0(r),

N = 2 : lim
q→0

d2

dq2
S±1(q) = −2π

∫ +∞

0

dr
r3

4
S±1(r). (A12)

3. High-Order Harmonics

For illustration purposes, we will discuss the case where N = 2. The results for N ≥ 3 can be easily derived from
the N = 2 case by relabeling any coefficient labeled by n as 2n/N .

We assume the static structure factor of an insulator generally has the following expansion

S(q) = Sab2 qaqb + Sabcd4 qaqbqcqd + Sabcdef6 qaqbqcqdqeqf + . . . , (A13)

where Sab2 represents the quantum metric, Sabcd4 ,Sabcdef6 , . . . are higher-order symmetric tensors. After plugging S(q)
into Eq. (A2), we find a series of radial functions

Sn(q) = un1q
2 + un2q

4 + un3q
6 + un4q

8 + . . . (A14)

As shown previously, we have u0,1 = (Sxx2 + Syy2 )/2 and u±1,1 = (Sxx2 − Syy2 ∓ i2Sxy2 )/4. All the other coefficients
unm can be obtained similarly. Notably, unm ̸= 0 only when m ≥ |n|. The precise values of these coefficients are not
crucial for our subsequent discussion.

For regularization purposes, we rewrite Sn(q) as

Sn(q) = un1(1− e−q
2

) +
(
un2 +

un1
2

)
(1− e−q

4

) +
(
un3 −

un1
6

)
(1− e−q

6

)

+

(
un4 +

7un1
24

+
un2
2

)
(1− e−q

8

) + . . . (A15)

We aim to understand the coefficient Eq. (28) through the following expansion

Cn = un1Cn1 +
(
un2 +

un1
2

)
Cn2 +

(
un3 −

un1
6

)
Cn3 +

(
un4 +

7un1
24

+
un2
2

)
Cn4 + . . . (A16)

We adopt a regularization scheme similar to dimensional regularization and derive the general expression for Cnm

Cnm =

∫ +∞

0

dr
−rα

2

∫ +∞

0

dq
2π(−1)n

q(−e−q
2m

)J2n(qr)

=

∫ +∞

0

dq
2π(−1)n

q(e−q
2m

)
2α−1Γ( 2n+1+α

2 )

qα+1Γ( 2n+1−α
2 )

=
2α−3Γ( 1−α2m )Γ( 2n+1+α

2 )

(−1)nπmΓ( 2n+1−α
2 )

, (A17)

where the limit α→ 3 will be taken at the end of the calculation. The results can be summarized as follows

C01 =
1

π
, C02 = C03 = C04 = . . . = 0,

C11 =
2

π
, C12 = C13 = C14 = . . . = 0,

Cnm =
(−1)n+1n(n2 − 1)Γ(m−1

m )

π
̸= 0 for all m ≥ n where n ≥ 2. (A18)
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Additionally, when n < 0, one has Cn,m = C−n,m.
For n = 0 and n = ±1, we find that the coefficients in Eq. (28) are fully determined by the quantum metric

C0 =
u0,1
π

=
Sxx2 + Syy2

2π
,

C±1 =
2u±1,1

π
=

Sxx2 − Syy2 ∓ i2Sxy2
2π

, (A19)

which are consistent with Eq. (A12). When n ≥ 2, each Cn is represented as the summation of an infinite series.

Appendix B: Generalized Kohn Theorem

In this Appendix, we present two complementary approaches to prove the generalized Kohn theorem for systems that
are invariant under Galilean boosts and continuous translation, without assuming continuous rotational symmetry.
The first one is based on the microscopic Hamiltonian in Eq. (56), while the second relies solely on Ward identities.

1. Hamiltonian Approach

We extend the original Kohn theorem [38] (also see Ref. [103]) to anisotropic Landau levels described by the
Hamiltonian Eq. (56). The canonical commutation relations between pj and rj lead to

[rai , π
j
b ] = iδji δ

a
b , [πia, π

j
b ] = iδijεabB, (B1)

where εab = εab denotes the Levi-Civita symbol, and ℓB =
√

1/|B| is the magnetic length. Following Ref. [104], we
decompose ηab and ηab in terms of complex vectors ζa and λa

ηab = ζ∗aζb + ζ∗b ζa, ηab = λ∗aλb + λ∗bλa. (B2)

In terms of the components of the unimodular metric, we can express the complex vector ζa as

(ζx, ζy) =
1√
2
(
√
ηxx,

√
ηyye

iγχ), (B3)

where γ = arccos(ηxy/
√
ηxxηyy) and χ = sgn(B). The complex vector λa is related to ζa via

λa = −iχεabζb, λ∗a = +iχεabζ∗b , ζa = −iχεabλb, ζ∗a = +iχεabλ
∗b. (B4)

It is straightforward to verify the following properties

Im(ζ∗aζb) =
χ

2
εab, Im(λ∗aλb) =

χ

2
εab,

Re(ζ∗aλ
b) =

1

2
δba, Re(λ∗aζb) =

1

2
δab ,

ζ∗aλ
a = ζaλ

∗a = 1, ζaλ
a = ζ∗aλ

∗a = 0. (B5)

In the isotropic case ηab = δab, one has ζ = λ = 1√
2
(1, iχ). We introduce the Landau orbit ladder operators as

ᾱ =
ℓBλ

a

√
Ne

Ne∑
j=1

πja, ᾱ† =
ℓBλ

∗a
√
Ne

Ne∑
j=1

πja, (B6)

where Ne is the particle number. These operators satisfy the commutation relations

[ᾱ, ᾱ†] =
ℓ2B
Ne

Ne∑
i,j=1

λaλ∗b[πia, π
j
b ] =

χ

Ne

Ne∑
i,j=1

λaλ∗biδijεab = ζ∗aλ
a = 1,

[H, ᾱ] =
λ∗aλb + λ∗bλa

2m

ℓBλ
c

√
Ne

Ne∑
i,j=1

[πiaπ
i
b, π

j
c ] =

λ∗aλb + λ∗bλa

mℓB

(−ζb)√
Ne

Ne∑
j=1

πja = −ωcᾱ,

[H, ᾱ†] =
λ∗aλb + λ∗bλa

2m

ℓBλ
∗c

√
Ne

Ne∑
i,j=1

[πiaπ
i
b, π

j
c ] =

λ∗aλb + λ∗bλa

mℓB

(+ζ∗b )√
Ne

Ne∑
j=1

πja = +ωcᾱ
†, (B7)
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where ωc = 1/(mℓ2B) is the cyclotron frequency. The interaction term in Eq. (56) conserves the total momentum and
therefore commutes with both ᾱ and ᾱ†. It is evident that the center-of-mass degree of freedom forms its own Landau
levels and is insensitive to interactions.

2. Density Response

In the following, we examine the electromagnetic responses Πµν(q) of the system. According to the Ward identity
for charge conservation, the (retarded) density response Πtt can be related to the current response Πab as follows

Πtt(ω, q) =
qaqb
ω2

Πab(ω, q), (B8)

From the Hamiltonian in Eq. (56), the response current operator is given by

Ja(rj) =
∂H

∂Aa(rj)
= −λ

∗aλb + λ∗bλa

m
πjb . (B9)

The Fourier transform of this operator, in the small-q expansion, is

Ja(q) =

Ne∑
j=1

Ja(rj)e
iq·rj = −

√
NeℓBωc(λ

∗aα+ λaα†) + . . . (B10)

Thus, the density response in the long-wavelength limit is

Πtt(ω, q) = qaqb
1

V

∑
n,m

⟨ψn|Jaq |ψm⟩⟨ψm|Jb−q|ψn⟩
Z(En − Em)2

e−βEn − e−βEm

ω + En − Em + i0+

=
|ν|
2π

∑
n,m

e−βEn − e−βEm

Z
ω2
c

(En − Em)2
|⟨ψn|qa(λ∗aα+ λaα†)|ψm⟩|2

ω + En − Em + i0+
+ . . . (B11)

Here, |ψn⟩ are the complete eigenstates of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (56), with H|ψn⟩ = En|ψn⟩. The partition function
is Z =

∑
n e

−βEn , and the filling factor ν satisfies |ν| = 2πℓ2BNe/V , where V is the volume of the system. Due to the
properties of the ladder operators, only the terms with En −Em = ±ωc contribute. At zero temperature (β → +∞),
the long-wavelength result has the following real and imaginary parts

ReΠtt(ω, q) = qaqb
|ν|
2π

λ∗aλb + λ∗bλa

2

2ωc
ω2 − ω2

c

+ . . .

ImΠtt(ω, q) = qaqb
|ν|
2π

λ∗aλb + λ∗bλa

2
(πδ(ω + ωc)− πδ(ω − ωc)) + . . . (B12)

This is valid for systems with degenerate or non-degenerate ground states. For the isotropic case, we have λ∗aλb +
λ∗bλa = δab, and the standard Kohn theorem [38] is recovered.

The quadratic term in the static structure factor S(q) = Sab2 qaqb + . . . is therefore given by

Sab2 =
|ν|
4π

(λ∗aλb + λ∗bλa) =
|ν|
4π
ηab, (B13)

which is determined by the filling factor |ν| and the unimodular metric ηab. The fact that the many-body quantum
metric Sab2 is not renormalized by interactions can also be understood from the decoupling of the center-of-mass coor-
dinate r̄ = (1/Ne)

∑
j rj , since the static structure factor can be expanded as S(q) ∼ ⟨ρ(q)ρ(−q)⟩ − ⟨ρ(q)⟩⟨ρ(−q)⟩ ∼

qaqb(⟨r̄ar̄b⟩ − ⟨r̄a⟩⟨r̄b⟩) + . . . where ρ(q) =
∑
j e

iq·rj is the density operator.

3. Ward-Identity Approach

The generalized Kohn theorem can also be understood through symmetries and Ward identities. Let us extend the
discussion in Ref. [105] to systems in flat spacetime with an anisotropic mass tensor mηab. Invariance under Galilean
boosts connects the momentum density Tta to the current density through the relation

Tta = mηabJ
b, (B14)
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where Tµν represents the stress tensor. In the presence of an external electromagnetic field Fµν , the Ward identity
for momentum conservation is given by

∂µTµa = FaνJ
ν . (B15)

The combination of Eq. (B14) and Eq. (B15) leads to the Ward identity

∂bTba = FatJ
t + FabJ

b −mηab∂
tJb, (B16)

where Fta = −Ea and Fab = Bεab. After performing the Fourier transform to frequency-momentum space and setting
the momentum to zero, we have

0 = − 1

m
Ea(ω)J

t(x) + (ωcεab + iωηab)J
b(ω)

=⇒ Ja(ω) =
J t(x)

m

−iωηab + ωcε
ab

ω2 − ω2
c

Eb(ω), (B17)

where we have used ηabηbc = δac and det(ηab) = 1. On the one hand, the optical conductivity can be derived from
the response of ⟨Ja(ω)⟩ to Eb(ω). On the other hand, it is related to the density response through the U(1) Ward
identity in Eq. (B8). Consequently, the density response satisfies

ReΠtt(ω, q) = qaqb
⟨J t⟩
m

ηab

ω2 − ω2
c

+ O(|q|3) = qaqbη
ab |ν|
2π

ωc
ω2 − ω2

c

+ O(|q|3), (B18)

where ν = (2π/B)⟨J t⟩ is the filling factor. Furthermore, the value of ImΠtt(ω, q) can be determined from ReΠtt(ω, q)
using the Kramers-Kronig relations. Note that the Ward identity in Eq. (B16) contains much more information than
just the Kohn theorem. Specifically, it can also be used to relate Hall conductivity and Hall viscosity in anisotropic
systems by extending the discussion in Ref. [105].

Appendix C: Generalized Rotational Invariance

In this appendix, we examine how bipartite fluctuations behave under coordinate transformations. To place our
discussion in a broader context, we assume only the generalized rotational invariance, where the static structure factor
S(q) is a function of the “quantum distance” gabqaqb. This approach does not require invariance under Galilean boosts,
making it more general than Landau levels described by Eq. (56).

We begin by recalling that bipartite fluctuations can be calculated as

N [2]
A =

∫
d2q

(2π)2
S(q)|ΘA(q)|2, (C1)

where the spatial geometry dependence is encapsulated in the function

ΘA(q) =

∫
A

d2xeiq·x. (C2)

For a gapped insulator, the Taylor expansion of the static structure factor can generally be expressed as

S(q) = gabqaqb +

+∞∑
m=2

am(gabqaqb)
m, (C3)

where am are a series of constants. We denote the inverse of the quantum metric by gab satisfying gabgbc = δca. Then
we introduce a set of vielbeins, or frame fields, eIa to diagonalize the quantum metric

gab = eIae
J
b δIJ . (C4)

It would be more convenient to work in a new coordinate system defined by

x̃I = eIax
a, q̃I = eaIqa, (C5)
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where eaI is defined such that eIaebI = δba. Now, Eq. (C1) can be carefully rewritten as

N [2]
A =

1√
det(gab)

∫
d2q̃

(2π)2
S̃(q̃)|Θ̃A(q̃)|2,

Θ̃A(q̃) =
√

det(gab)
∫

Ã
d2x̃eiq̃·x̃,

S̃(q̃) = δIJ q̃I q̃J +

+∞∑
m=2

am(δIJ q̃I q̃J)
m (C6)

where Ã represents the real-space subregion after the coordinate transformation. The Jacobians of the integrals satisfy
det(eaI ) = 1/ det(eIa) =

√
det(gab). Compared to Eq. (C1), the final result in Eq. (C6) has the form

N [2]
A√

det(gab)
=

∫
d2q̃

(2π)2
S̃(q̃)

∣∣∣∣∫
Ã

d2x̃eiq̃·x̃
∣∣∣∣2 . (C7)

The right-hand side describes the bipartite fluctuations associated with a subregion Ã, for a system with the static
structure factor S̃(q̃). The gapped modes of this new system are isotropic, and according to calculations in Ref. [31],
they contribute to a corner term of (−1/π)(1 + (π − θ̃) cot θ̃), where θ̃ is the corner angle of Ã.

In conclusion, the bipartite fluctuations of the original system are given by

N [2]
A (ϕ, θ) = #L−

√
det(gab)

π
f0(θ̃(ϕ, θ)) (C8)

where f0 is given by Eq. (4) (i.e., the zeroth angle function f c0 in Eq. (26)). The coefficient
√
det(gab) has the geometric

interpretation as quantum volume, which satisfies the determinant bounds of Eq. (20). The new angle variable θ̃ can
be determined from the original angles θ and ϕ using the relation

cos θ̃ =
gabn̂

am̂b√
gabn̂an̂b

√
gabm̂am̂b

, (C9)

where n̂ = (cosϕ, sinϕ) and m̂ = (cos(ϕ + θ), sin(ϕ + θ)). Concerning the small-θ singularity of the corner term
discussed in the main text, it can be shown that

f0(θ̃(ϕ, θ → 0)) ≈ π

θ

sin2(ϕ)gxx + cos2(ϕ)gyy − sin(2ϕ)gxy√
det(gab)

. (C10)

Additionally, for the orientation-averaged corner term, we have numerically verified that∫ 2π

0

dϕ
2π

√
det(gab)

π
f0(θ̃(ϕ, θ)) =

Tr(gab)
2π

f0(θ). (C11)

Appendix D: Response Theory and Quantum Geometry

In this Appendix, we briefly review the standard relations [39, 41] between linear response theory and many-
body quantum geometry. To formally express the Källén-Lehmann spectral representation of response functions, we
introduce the complete eigenstates |ψn⟩ of a many-body Hamiltonian H in d spatial dimensions, such that H|ψn⟩ =
En|ψn⟩. To simplify the notation, we also define

Rab
nm =

1

V
Re[⟨ψn|J a|ψm⟩⟨ψm|J b|ψn⟩],

Iabnm =
1

V
Im[⟨ψn|J a|ψm⟩⟨ψm|J b|ψn⟩], (D1)

where J a =
∫

ddxJa(t = 0,x) is the integrated current operator, and V =
∫

ddx represents the total spatial volume
of the system. The longitudinal conductivity σab+ = (σab + σba)/2 can be written as

σab+ (ω) = Dab

(
δ(ω) +

i

πω

)
+ σabreg(ω). (D2)
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The Drude weight, which is transpose-symmetric (Dab = Dba), is obtained as

Dab = lim
A→0

π

V

〈
∂2H

∂Aa∂Ab

〉
+
∑
n,m

e−βEn − e−βEm

Z
πRab

nm

En − Em
. (D3)

Here, Aa denotes the background U(1) field, En are energy levels of the many-body Hamiltonian H, and Z =∑
n e

−βEn represents the partition function. The regular term in Eq. (D2) has the real and imaginary parts

Reσabreg(ω) =
∑
n,m

e−βEn − e−βEm

Z
πRab

nm

ω
δ(ω + En − Em), (D4)

Imσabreg(ω) =
∑
n,m

e−βEn − e−βEm

Z
−Rab

nm

(ω + En − Em)(En − Em)
. (D5)

In addition, the Hall conductivity σab− = (σab − σba)/2 has the spectral representation

Reσab− (ω) =
∑
n,m

e−βEn − e−βEm

Z
Iabnm
ω

−1

ω + En − Em
, (D6)

Imσab− (ω) =
∑
n,m

e−βEn − e−βEm

Z
πIabnm
ω

δ(ω + En − Em). (D7)

In the literature, the absorptive part of the conductivity is defined as

σababs(ω) =
σab(ω) + [σba(ω)]∗

2
= Reσab+ (ω) + iImσab− (ω). (D8)

In the following, we assume that the Drude weight vanishes, as in the cases of quantum Hall insulators and composite
fermi liquids. Let us consider a d-dimensional periodic system with a linear size L (i.e., on a d-dimensional torus).
In the presence of background fluxes Φa such that Aa = Φa/L in the x̂a direction, the many-body Hamiltonian is
perturbed by ∆H = J aAa = J aΦa/L. At zero temperature β → +∞, one can easily verify the following sum rule
using the previously discussed spectral representations∫ +∞

0

dω
π

σababs(ω)

ω
=

1

Ng

Ng∑
m=1

∑
n̸=m

Rab
mn + iIabmn

(En − Em)2
=

1

Ld−2

Ng∑
m=1

Qab
mm

Ng
, (D9)

where m labels the possibly degenerate ground states, and n runs over all energy levels. The so-called many-body
quantum geometric tensor Qab is defined by

Qab
mn =

〈
∂ψm
∂Φa

∣∣∣∣(1− P )

∣∣∣∣∂ψn∂Φb

〉
, (D10)

where m,n label the ground states, and P =
∑Ng
n=1 |ψn⟩⟨ψn| denotes the projection to the ground-state manifold. It

can be written as Qab = Gab − i
2F

ab, where Fab is the (non-abelian) Berry curvature and Gab is the (non-abelian)
quantum metric. Therefore, the localization tensor Eq. (11) is given by the real part of the sum rule Eq. (D9)

Sab2 =

∫ +∞

0

dω
π

Reσababs(ω)

ω
=

1

Ld−2

Ng∑
n=1

Gabnn
Ng

. (D11)

In d = 2, the geometric interpretation of Sab2 holds independent of the system size L.

1. Topological Lower Bound

For convenience, we define the geometric quantities

Qab =
1

Ng

Ng∑
n=1

Qab
nn, gab =

1

Ng

Ng∑
n=1

Gabnn, Ωab =
1

Ng

Ng∑
n=1

Fab
nn. (D12)
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When the ground state is non-degenerated (i.e., Ng = 1), they reduce back to the abelian quantum geometric tensor,
quantum metric, and Berry curvature. Several useful inequalities can be established by utilizing the positive semi-
definiteness of the complex metric Qab = gab − i

2Ω
ab. In d = 2, det(Q) ≥ 0 is equivalent to

det(gab) ≥ 1

4
|Ωxy|2. (D13)

Furthermore, the quantum metric satisfies the inequality

(Tr(gab))2 − 4det(gab) = 4gxygyx + (gxx − gyy)2 ≥ 0, (D14)

where the bound is saturated only when gab ∝ δab. Therefore, we generally have the inequality (Tr(gab))2 ≥
4det(gab) ≥ 0. This, combined with Eq. (D13), establishes the universal bounds for Sab2 in d = 2

Tr(gab) ≥ 2
√

det(gab) ≥ |Ωxy| =⇒ Tr(Sab2 ) ≥ 2
√

det(Sab2 ) ≥ |σxy|. (D15)

The DC Hall conductivity σxy = (2π)−2
∫ 2π

0
dΦx

∫ 2π

0
dΦyΩxy is obtained through the many-body Chern number.

2. Energetic Upper Bound

Based on the spectral representation of Eq. (D2), one can easily verify the standard f -sum rule∫ +∞

0

dω
π

Reσab+ (ω) = lim
A→0

1

2V

〈
∂2H

∂Aa∂Ab

〉
=

1

2
Dab2 . (D16)

For gapped phases, Reσab+ (ω) is nonzero only above the energy gap, which we denote by ∆. According to the
Souza-Wilkens-Martin sum rule, we have

Sab2 =

∫ +∞

0

dω
π

Reσab+ (ω)

ω
≤
∫ +∞

0

dω
π

Reσab+ (ω)

∆
=

1

2∆
Dab2 . (D17)

Here, the inequality means that the difference between the right-hand side and the left-hand side is a positive semi-
definite matrix. This energetic upper bound applies to the localization tensor Sab2 in general dimensions.

We can use this matrix inequality to derive the right side of the determinant bounds of Eq. (20). To this end, let us
consider two real, symmetric and positive semi-definite matrices Mab, Nab such that Mab −Nab ≥ 0. We can rewrite
Mab =

√
det(M)M̃ab where M̃ab has unit determinant. We have:

M̃ab −
√
det(N)√
det(M)

Ñab ≥ 0 =⇒ δab −
√
det(N)√
det(M)

Õab ≥ 0 (D18)

where Õ =
√
M̃−1Ñ

√
M̃−1 is unimodular and positive semi-definite. Positivity of the eigenvalues on the left-hand

side leads to the inequality √
det(M)√
det(N)

≥ Tr(Õ)

2
+

√
Tr(Õ)2

4
− 1 ≥ 1 (D19)

where we have used Tr(Õ) ≥ 2
√
det(Õ) = 2. This then gives rise to the upper bound in Eq. (20).

Appendix E: Polarization Fluctuations and Translational Symmetry in Landau Levels

In this appendix, we discuss the translational symmetry in continuum models and its consequences on the polar-
ization fluctuations. We focus on interacting many-body states that have non-trivial ground state degeneracy on the
torus. Translations for the jth particle are generated by the magnetic momentum

P ja = −BϵabRbj (E1)
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where a = x, y, B is the transverse magnetic field and we have set electron charge e = 1. Moreover, Raj = raj +ϵ
abπjb/B

is the guiding center position, raj is the coordinate, and πja = pja−Aa(rj) is the kinetic momentum for jth particle. The
magnetic momenta do not commute, i.e. [P ja , P

k
b ] = −iℏBδjkϵab owing to [Raj , R

b
k] = −iℏδjkϵab/B. Using magnetic

translation operators, we can define twisted boundary conditions as follows:

eiP
j
aL

a/ℏ |ψ⟩ = eiϕa |ψ⟩ (E2)

where the indices a, j are not summed over.
Along the lines of Ref. [39], we consider the following generating function of polarization fluctuations in the case

where there are multiple degenerate ground states:

C(q) =

Ng∏
n=1

⟨Ψn|e−iqar̄
aNe |Ψn⟩

r̄a =
1

Ne

Ne∑
j=1

raj (E3)

where Ng is the ground state degeneracy on the torus of dimension Lx × Ly and Ne is the number of electrons.
Moreover, qa is taken to be an integer multiple of 2π/La so that e−iqar̄

aNe |Ψn⟩ obeys the same boundary conditions
as |Ψn⟩. The localization tensor can be obtained using

Sab2 = − 1

V Ng

∂2 logC(q)

∂qa∂qb

∣∣∣∣
q=0

. (E4)

Using r̄a = 1
Ne
ϵab(P̄b − π̄b)/B, we can write:

C(q) =

Ng∏
n=1

⟨Ψn|eiϵ
abqaπ̄b/Be−iϵ

abqaP̄b/B |Ψn⟩

π̄a =

Ne∑
j=1

πja, P̄a =

Ne∑
j=1

P ja (E5)

The first exponential operator gives rise to transitions between different Landau levels. The second operator, on the
other hand, generates the translation raj → raj + B

ℏ ϵ
abqb for each electron. We will show below that the latter does

not contribute to Sab2 .
To deal with degenerate ground states, we notice that the minimal unitary translation operators which do not alter

boundary conditions of Eq. (E2) are Ty = e−i2πP̄y/BL
x

and Tx = ei2πP̄x/BL
y

. They do not commute and satisfy
TyTx = eiℏNe/BLxLyTxTy. In terms of the filling fraction ν ≡ hNe/BLxLy, we can write the phase factor as ei2πν .
Expressing ν = p/q where p, q are co-prime integers with q > 0, it is evident that Tx and T q

y form a minimal set of
operators that commute with each other and can be diagonalized simultaneously.

A translationally invariant Hamiltonian commutes with P̄a. Thus, we can find an orthonormal basis for ground
state manifold labeled by |k̄x, k̄y⟩ such that Tx |k̄x, k̄y⟩ = ei2πℏk̄x/BL

y |k̄x, k̄y⟩, and T q
y |k̄x, k̄y⟩ = e−i2πℏqk̄y/BL

x |k̄x, k̄y⟩.
Here, k̄a = 2πn̄a/L

a + Neϕa/L
a for a = x, y and n̄a ∈ Z since T Nϕ

a = eiNeϕa . Since Ta are minimal translations,
n̄x ↔ n̄x+Nϕ. Moreover, Ty |k̄x, k̄y⟩ = e−i2πℏk̄y/BL

x |k̄x − νBLy/ℏ, k̄y⟩, that amounts to n̄x → n̄x−Ne and gives rise
to a state orthogonal to |k̄x, k̄y⟩. Thus the action of Ty generates a manifold of ground states that has a dimension of
“q”, giving rise to a ground state degeneracy that is an integer multiple of “q”.[106]

Finally, notice that a fractional power of the minimal translation modifies boundary conditions, i.e. |ψ′⟩ = (Tb)β |ψ⟩
obeys:

eiP
j
aL

a/ℏ |ψ′⟩ = ei(ϕa−ϵab2πβ) |ψ′⟩ (E6)

where a, b are not summed over. On the other hand, it does not alter a Hamiltonian with continuous translational
invariance. Hence |ψ′⟩ is an eigenstate of the Hamiltonian if |ψ⟩ is as well, but with modified boundary conditions.
Center of mass translations are thus equivalent to flux-threading, with one flux-quantum in ath-direction corresponding
to a center of mass displacement of magnitude 2πℏ/BLa in the direction orthogonal to a. Therefore, Hall conductivity
σxy = νe2/h, is fully determined by the filling fraction.
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In summary, in our chosen basis, Tx gives rise to an overall phase while an integer power of Ty either modifies k̄x
or gives rise to an overall phase. Neither of these contribute to Sab2 since it is real (notice the log in Eq. (E4)) and
the definition of C(q) only involves diagonal elements between ground states. Thus, we can restrict ourselves to the
following generating function of polarization fluctuations:

C̃(q) =

Ng∏
n=1

⟨Ψn|eiϵ
abqaπ̄b/B |Ψn⟩

Sab2 = − 1

V Ng

∂2 log C̃(q)

∂qa∂qb

∣∣∣∣∣
q=0

(E7)

[1] D. J. Thouless, M. Kohmoto, M. P. Nightingale, and
M. den Nijs, Quantized Hall conductance in a two-
dimensional periodic potential, Physical review letters
49, 405 (1982).

[2] Q. Niu, D. J. Thouless, and Y.-S. Wu, Quantized Hall
conductance as a topological invariant, Physical Review
B 31, 3372 (1985).

[3] S. Sachdev, Quantum Phase Transitions (Cambridge
University Press, 2011).

[4] D. Poland, S. Rychkov, and A. Vichi, The conformal
bootstrap: theory, numerical techniques, and applica-
tions, Reviews of Modern Physics 91, 015002 (2019).

[5] J. Provost and G. Vallee, Riemannian structure on man-
ifolds of quantum states, Communications in Mathe-
matical Physics 76, 289 (1980).

[6] R. Roy, Band geometry of fractional topological insula-
tors, Physical Review B 90, 165139 (2014).

[7] S. Peotta and P. Törmä, Superfluidity in topologically
nontrivial flat bands, Nature communications 6, 8944
(2015).

[8] L. Liang, T. I. Vanhala, S. Peotta, T. Siro, A. Harju,
and P. Törmä, Band geometry, Berry curvature, and
superfluid weight, Physical Review B 95, 024515 (2017).

[9] P. Törmä, S. Peotta, and B. A. Bernevig, Superconduc-
tivity, superfluidity and quantum geometry in twisted
multilayer systems, Nature Reviews Physics 4, 528
(2022).

[10] F. Xie, Z. Song, B. Lian, and B. A. Bernevig, Topology-
bounded superfluid weight in twisted bilayer graphene,
Physical review letters 124, 167002 (2020).

[11] J. Herzog-Arbeitman, V. Peri, F. Schindler, S. D. Hu-
ber, and B. A. Bernevig, Superfluid weight bounds from
symmetry and quantum geometry in flat bands, Physi-
cal review letters 128, 087002 (2022).

[12] Y. Onishi and L. Fu, Fundamental bound on topological
gap, Physical Review X 14, 011052 (2024).

[13] Y. Onishi and L. Fu, Quantum weight, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2406.06783 (2024).

[14] Y. Onishi and L. Fu, Topological bound on structure
factor, arXiv preprint arXiv:2406.18654 (2024).

[15] F. D. M. Haldane, "hall viscosity" and intrinsic met-
ric of incompressible fractional hall fluids (2009),
arXiv:0906.1854 [cond-mat.str-el].

[16] P. Kumar and F. D. M. Haldane, A numerical study of
bounds in the correlations of fractional quantum Hall
states, SciPost Phys. 16, 117 (2024).

[17] X.-C. Wu, C.-M. Jian, and C. Xu, Universal features
of higher-form symmetries at phase transitions, SciPost
Physics 11, 033 (2021).

[18] Y.-C. Wang, M. Cheng, and Z. Y. Meng, Scaling of the
disorder operator at (2 + 1)d U(1) quantum criticality,
Physical Review B 104, L081109 (2021).

[19] Z. Nussinov and G. Ortiz, A symmetry principle for
topological quantum order, Annals of Physics 324, 977
(2009).

[20] D. Gaiotto, A. Kapustin, N. Seiberg, and B. Willett,
Generalized global symmetries, Journal of High Energy
Physics 2015, 1 (2015).

[21] J. McGreevy, Generalized symmetries in condensed
matter, Annual Review of Condensed Matter Physics
14, 57 (2023).

[22] C. Cordova, T. T. Dumitrescu, K. Intriligator, and S.-
H. Shao, Snowmass white paper: Generalized symme-
tries in quantum field theory and beyond, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2205.09545 (2022).

[23] I. Klich, G. Refael, and A. Silva, Measuring entangle-
ment entropies in many-body systems, Physical Review
A 74, 032306 (2006).

[24] I. Klich and L. Levitov, Quantum noise as an entan-
glement meter, Physical Review Letters 102, 100502
(2009).

[25] B. Hsu, E. Grosfeld, and E. Fradkin, Quantum noise
and entanglement generated by a local quantum quench,
Physical Review B 80, 235412 (2009).

[26] H. F. Song, S. Rachel, and K. Le Hur, General relation
between entanglement and fluctuations in one dimen-
sion, Physical Review B 82, 012405 (2010).

[27] H. F. Song, S. Rachel, C. Flindt, I. Klich, N. Lafloren-
cie, and K. Le Hur, Bipartite fluctuations as a probe
of many-body entanglement, Physical Review B 85,
035409 (2012).

[28] P. Calabrese, M. Mintchev, and E. Vicari, Exact rela-
tions between particle fluctuations and entanglement in
fermi gases, Europhysics Letters 98, 20003 (2012).

[29] H. F. Song, C. Flindt, S. Rachel, I. Klich, and K. Le Hur,
Entanglement entropy from charge statistics: Exact re-

https://arxiv.org/abs/0906.1854
https://arxiv.org/abs/0906.1854
https://arxiv.org/abs/0906.1854
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.16.5.117


30

lations for noninteracting many-body systems, Physical
Review B 83, 161408 (2011).

[30] L. Herviou, K. Le Hur, and C. Mora, Bipartite fluctua-
tions and topology of Dirac and Weyl systems, Physical
Review B 99, 075133 (2019).

[31] B. Estienne, J.-M. Stéphan, and W. Witczak-Krempa,
Cornering the universal shape of fluctuations, Nature
Communications 13, 287 (2022).

[32] X.-C. Wu, Bipartite fluctuations of critical fermi sur-
faces, arXiv preprint arXiv:2404.04331 (2024).

[33] W. Jiang, B.-B. Chen, Z. H. Liu, J. Rong, F. F. As-
saad, M. Cheng, K. Sun, and Z. Y. Meng, Many versus
one: The disorder operator and entanglement entropy
in fermionic quantum matter, SciPost Physics 15, 082
(2023).

[34] Z. H. Liu, W. Jiang, B.-B. Chen, J. Rong, M. Cheng,
K. Sun, Z. Y. Meng, and F. F. Assaad, Fermion disorder
operator at Gross-Neveu and deconfined quantum crit-
icalities, Physical Review Letters 130, 266501 (2023).

[35] Z. H. Liu, Y. Da Liao, G. Pan, W. Jiang, C.-M. Jian, Y.-
Z. You, F. F. Assaad, Z. Y. Meng, and C. Xu, Disorder
operator and Rényi entanglement entropy of symmet-
ric mass generation, arXiv preprint arXiv:2308.07380
(2023).

[36] M. Song, J. Zhao, L. Janssen, M. M. Scherer, and
Z. Y. Meng, Deconfined quantum criticality lost, arXiv
preprint arXiv:2307.02547 (2023).

[37] C. Voinea, S. Pu, A. C. Balram, and Z. Papić, En-
hanced entanglement scaling and area-law charge fluc-
tuations in a non-fermi liquid of composite fermions,
arXiv preprint arXiv:2407.11119 (2024).

[38] W. Kohn, Theory of the insulating state, Physical re-
view 133, A171 (1964).

[39] I. Souza, T. Wilkens, and R. M. Martin, Polarization
and localization in insulators: Generating function ap-
proach, Physical Review B 62, 1666 (2000).

[40] R. Resta, Why are insulators insulating and metals con-
ducting?, Journal of Physics: Condensed Matter 14,
R625 (2002).

[41] R. Resta, The insulating state of matter: a geometri-
cal theory, The European Physical Journal B 79, 121
(2011).

[42] P. M. Tam, J. Herzog-Arbeitman, and J. Yu, Quantum
geometry and entanglement in two-dimensional insula-
tors: A view from the corner charge fluctuation, arXiv
preprint arXiv:2406.17023 (2024).

[43] T. Senthil, Critical fermi surfaces and non-fermi liquid
metals, Physical Review B 78, 035103 (2008).

[44] T. Senthil, Theory of a continuous mott transition in
two dimensions, Physical Review B 78, 045109 (2008).

[45] Y. Xu, X.-C. Wu, M. Ye, Z.-X. Luo, C.-M. Jian,
and C. Xu, Interaction-driven metal-insulator transi-
tion with charge fractionalization, Physical Review X
12, 021067 (2022).

[46] M. Barkeshli and J. McGreevy, Continuous transitions
between composite fermi liquid and landau fermi liq-
uid: A route to fractionalized mott insulators, Physical
Review B 86, 075136 (2012).

[47] X.-Y. Song, Y.-H. Zhang, and T. Senthil, Phase tran-
sitions out of quantum Hall states in Moiré materials,

Physical Review B 109, 085143 (2024).
[48] B. I. Halperin, P. A. Lee, and N. Read, Theory of

the half-filled landau level, Physical Review B 47, 7312
(1993).

[49] K.-L. Cai and M. Cheng, Disorder operators in 2d
fermi and non-fermi liquids through multidimensional
bosonization, arXiv preprint arXiv:2404.04334 (2024).

[50] Z. D. Shi, H. Goldman, D. V. Else, and T. Senthil, Gifts
from anomalies: Exact results for landau phase transi-
tions in metals, SciPost Physics 13, 102 (2022).

[51] D. V. Else, R. Thorngren, and T. Senthil, Non-fermi liq-
uids as ersatz fermi liquids: general constraints on com-
pressible metals, Physical Review X 11, 021005 (2021).

[52] A. Abouelkomsan, N. Paul, A. Stern, and L. Fu, Com-
pressible quantum matter with vanishing drude weight,
arXiv preprint arXiv:2403.14747 (2024).

[53] D. V. Else and T. Senthil, Critical drag as a mechanism
for resistivity, Physical Review B 104, 205132 (2021).

[54] N. Myerson-Jain, C.-M. Jian, and C. Xu, Vortex fermi
liquid and strongly correlated quantum bad metal,
arXiv preprint arXiv:2209.04472 (2022).

[55] T. Thonhauser and D. Vanderbilt, Insulator/Chern-
insulator transition in the haldane model, Physical Re-
view B—Condensed Matter and Materials Physics 74,
235111 (2006).

[56] E. Bogomol’Nyi, The stability of classical solutions, Sov.
J. Nucl. Phys.(Engl. Transl.);(United States) 24 (1976).

[57] A. A. Belavin, A. M. Polyakov, A. S. Schwartz, and
Y. S. Tyupkin, Pseudoparticle solutions of the yang-
mills equations, Physics Letters B 59, 85 (1975).

[58] C.-M. Jian, Z.-C. Gu, and X.-L. Qi, Momentum-space
instantons and maximally localized flat-band topologi-
cal hamiltonians, physica status solidi (RRL)–Rapid Re-
search Letters 7, 154 (2013).

[59] J. Wang, J. Cano, A. J. Millis, Z. Liu, and B. Yang, Ex-
act landau level description of geometry and interaction
in a flatband, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 246403 (2021).

[60] Z. Liu, B. Mera, M. Fujimoto, T. Ozawa, and J. Wang,
Theory of generalized landau levels and implication
for non-abelian states (2024), arXiv:2405.14479 [cond-
mat.mes-hall].

[61] F. Haldane, Geometrical description of the fractional
quantum Hall effect, Physical review letters 107, 116801
(2011).

[62] M. Claassen, C. H. Lee, R. Thomale, X.-L. Qi, and T. P.
Devereaux, Position-momentum duality and fractional
quantum hall effect in chern insulators, Phys. Rev. Lett.
114, 236802 (2015).

[63] P. J. Ledwith, G. Tarnopolsky, E. Khalaf, and A. Vish-
wanath, Fractional chern insulator states in twisted bi-
layer graphene: An analytical approach, Phys. Rev. Res.
2, 023237 (2020).

[64] B. Mera and T. Ozawa, Kähler geometry and chern in-
sulators: Relations between topology and the quantum
metric, Phys. Rev. B 104, 045104 (2021).

[65] T. Ozawa and B. Mera, Relations between topology and
the quantum metric for chern insulators, Phys. Rev. B
104, 045103 (2021).

[66] R. B. Laughlin, Anomalous quantum hall effect: An
incompressible quantum fluid with fractionally charged

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.78.035103
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.78.045109
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.246403
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.14479
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.14479
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.14479
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.14479
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.236802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.236802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.023237
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.023237
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.045104
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.045103
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.045103


31

excitations, Phys. Rev. Lett. 50, 1395 (1983).
[67] G. Moore and N. Read, Moore, g. and read, n. nonabe-

lions in the fractional quantum hall effect. nucl. phys. b
360, 362-396, Nuclear Physics B 360, 362 (1991).

[68] N. Read and E. Rezayi, Beyond paired quantum hall
states: Parafermions and incompressible states in the
first excited landau level, Phys. Rev. B 59, 8084 (1999).

[69] J. K. Jain, Composite-fermion approach for the frac-
tional quantum hall effect, Phys. Rev. Lett. 63, 199
(1989).

[70] E. Rezayi and N. Read, Fermi-liquid-like state in a half-
filled landau level, Phys. Rev. Lett. 72, 900 (1994).

[71] T. H. Hansson, M. Hermanns, S. H. Simon, and S. F.
Viefers, Quantum hall physics: Hierarchies and confor-
mal field theory techniques, Rev. Mod. Phys. 89, 025005
(2017).

[72] J. K. Jain, Incompressible quantum hall states, Phys.
Rev. B 40, 8079 (1989).

[73] J. K. Jain, Theory of the fractional quantum hall effect,
Phys. Rev. B 41, 7653 (1990).

[74] X. G. Wen, Non-abelian statistics in the fractional quan-
tum hall states, Phys. Rev. Lett. 66, 802 (1991).

[75] X. WEN, Edge excitations in the fractional
quantum hall states at general filling frac-
tions, Modern Physics Letters B 05, 39 (1991),
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217984991000058.

[76] X.-G. WEN, Theory of the edge states in frac-
tional quantum hall effects, International Jour-
nal of Modern Physics B 06, 1711 (1992),
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217979292000840.

[77] B. Blok and X. Wen, Many-body systems with non-
abelian statistics, Nuclear Physics B 374, 615 (1992).

[78] J. K. Jain, Composite Fermions (Cambridge University
Press, 2007).

[79] X.-G. Wen and A. Zee, Topological degeneracy of quan-
tum hall fluids, Phys. Rev. B 58, 15717 (1998).

[80] X.-G. Wen, Projective construction of non-abelian
quantum hall liquids, Phys. Rev. B 60, 8827 (1999).

[81] A. C. Balram, M. Barkeshli, and M. S. Rudner, Par-
ton construction of a wave function in the anti-pfaffian
phase, Phys. Rev. B 98, 035127 (2018).

[82] A. C. Balram, M. Barkeshli, and M. S. Rudner, Par-
ton construction of particle-hole-conjugate read-rezayi
parafermion fractional quantum hall states and beyond,
Phys. Rev. B 99, 241108 (2019).

[83] D. T. Son, Is the composite fermion a Dirac particle?,
Physical Review X 5, 031027 (2015).

[84] J. Dong, J. Wang, P. J. Ledwith, A. Vishwanath, and
D. E. Parker, Composite fermi liquid at zero magnetic
field in twisted MoTe2, Physical Review Letters 131,
136502 (2023).

[85] H. Goldman, A. P. Reddy, N. Paul, and L. Fu, Zero-
field composite fermi liquid in twisted semiconductor
bilayers, Physical Review Letters 131, 136501 (2023).

[86] D. Balagurov and Y. E. Lozovik, Fermi surface of com-
posite fermions and one-particle excitations at ν = 1/2:
Effect of band-mass anisotropy, Physical Review B 62,
1481 (2000).

[87] K. Yang, Geometry of compressible and incom-
pressible quantum Hall states: Application to

anisotropic composite-fermion liquids, Physical Re-
view B—Condensed Matter and Materials Physics 88,
241105 (2013).

[88] G. Murthy, Hamiltonian theory of anisotropic fractional
quantum Hall states, arXiv preprint arXiv:1310.6215
(2013).

[89] M. Ippoliti, S. D. Geraedts, and R. N. Bhatt, Numerical
study of anisotropy in a composite fermi liquid, Physical
Review B 95, 201104 (2017).

[90] R. N. Bhatt and M. Ippoliti, Fermi surfaces of composite
fermions, Journal of Low Temperature Physics 201, 25
(2020).

[91] S. H. Simon and B. I. Halperin, Finite-wave-vector elec-
tromagnetic response of fractional quantized Hall states,
Physical Review B 48, 17368 (1993).

[92] N. Morales-Durán, N. Wei, J. Shi, and A. H. MacDon-
ald, Magic angles and fractional Chern insulators in
twisted homobilayer transition metal dichalcogenides,
Physical Review Letters 132, 096602 (2024).

[93] N. Paul, Y. Zhang, and L. Fu, Giant proximity exchange
and flat Chern band in 2d magnet-semiconductor het-
erostructures, Science Advances 9, eabn1401 (2023).

[94] M. Barkeshli and J. McGreevy, Continuous transition
between fractional quantum Hall and superfluid states,
Physical Review B 89, 235116 (2014).

[95] W. Chen, M. P. Fisher, and Y.-S. Wu, Mott transition
in an anyon gas, Physical Review B 48, 13749 (1993).

[96] V. Kalmeyer and R. B. Laughlin, Theory of the spin
liquid state of the Heisenberg antiferromagnet, Physical
Review B 39, 11879 (1989).

[97] R. Laughlin, Spin Hamiltonian for which quantum Hall
wavefunction is exact, Annals of Physics 191, 163
(1989).

[98] A. Kruchkov and S. Ryu, Entanglement entropy in
lattice models with quantum metric, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2408.10314 (2024).

[99] C. Berthiere, B. Estienne, J.-M. Stéphan, and
W. Witczak-Krempa, Full-counting statistics of corner
charge fluctuations, Physical Review B 108, L201109
(2023).

[100] H. Li and F. D. M. Haldane, Entanglement spectrum as
a generalization of entanglement entropy: Identification
of topological order in non-abelian fractional quantum
Hall effect states, Physical review letters 101, 010504
(2008).

[101] B.-B. Chen, H.-H. Tu, Z. Y. Meng, and M. Cheng, Topo-
logical disorder parameter: A many-body invariant to
characterize gapped quantum phases, Physical Review
B 106, 094415 (2022).

[102] Y. Liu, Y. Kusuki, J. Kudler-Flam, R. Sohal, and
S. Ryu, Multipartite entanglement in two-dimensional
chiral topological liquids, Physical Review B 109,
085108 (2024).

[103] S. C. Zhang, The Chern-Simons-Landau-Ginzburg the-
ory of the fractional quantum Hall effect, International
Journal of Modern Physics B 6, 25 (1992).

[104] R.-Z. Qiu, F. Haldane, X. Wan, K. Yang, and S. Yi,
Model anisotropic quantum Hall states, Physical Review
B 85, 115308 (2012).

[105] C. Hoyos, Hall viscosity, topological states and effective

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.50.1395
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(91)90407-O
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.59.8084
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.63.199
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.63.199
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.72.900
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.89.025005
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.89.025005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.40.8079
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.40.8079
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.41.7653
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.66.802
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217984991000058
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217984991000058
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217979292000840
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217979292000840
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217979292000840
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(92)90402-W
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.58.15717
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.60.8827
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.035127
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.241108
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.235116
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.39.11879
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.39.11879


32

theories, International Journal of Modern Physics B 28,
1430007 (2014).

[106] F. D. M. Haldane, Many-particle translational symme-

tries of two-dimensional electrons at rational landau-
level filling, Phys. Rev. Lett. 55, 2095 (1985).

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.55.2095

	Corner Charge Fluctuations and Many-Body Quantum Geometry
	Abstract
	Contents
	Introduction
	Corner Charge Fluctuations
	Preliminaries
	Quantum Geometry

	Harmonic Expansion
	Continuous Systems
	On Lattice Models

	Chern Insulators
	Anisotropic Landau Levels
	Generalized Kohn Theorem 
	Generalized Rotational Invariance
	Fractional Quantum Hall States
	No Landau level mixing
	Invariance under Galilean boosts
	Unprojected parton wavefunctions
	Composite-fermion Fermi sea wavefunctions
	Decoupled Landau levels


	Composite Fermi Liquids
	Anisotropic CFLs
	Periodic Potentials

	Summary and Discussion
	Acknowledgment
	Harmonic Expansion
	Universal Angle Functions
	Role of Quantum Metric
	High-Order Harmonics

	Generalized Kohn Theorem
	Hamiltonian Approach
	Density Response
	Ward-Identity Approach

	Generalized Rotational Invariance
	Response Theory and Quantum Geometry
	Topological Lower Bound
	Energetic Upper Bound

	Polarization Fluctuations and Translational Symmetry in Landau Levels 
	References


