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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



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 observables'. 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 coeflicient 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 insulators?, the corner contribu-
tion is generally non-universal. Even in the special case
of Landau levels (LLs) with continuous translational and

I 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 [3§]
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,



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

Un(a) = exp (ia / p) | 1)

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

N = Tim (—10.)™ log{Ua (@)). 2)

The second cumulant A/ 1[3 }is called the bipartite fluctu-
ations. In recent years, there has been significant theoret-
ical progress in understanding the behaviors of (Ua(a))
and N, [[3 I"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 —up, - % fo@)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

fo(0) =14 (7 — 0) cot(0). (4)

The overall coefficient C';, known as the current central
charge [4], is a universal number associated with the crit-
ical poinzt and relates to the longitudinal conductivity via
0% = 7%-C;. In unitary CFTs, one generally has C; > 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 C is associated with the predicted universal re-
sistivity jump at the critical point.

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

NP = #La~ L)+ )

where # is again non-universal, Cy is determined by the
static structure factor: S(q) ~ Co|g|?>. We see that the

FIG. 1. The real-space subsystem A (shaded area) with only
one corner angle 6. The absolute orientation of A is parame-
terized by another angle ¢, 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 Cjy appears to be universal:
zy

=177 (©
where o*¥ 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 = fLy —y 4 (7)

Here 7 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 6 of the corner, and the
absolute orientation ¢ (see Fig. 1 for illustration). Then
we express 7y as

VZZV(@‘,@), (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].



where the sum is over the local contributions from all
sharp corners. If the system enjoys continuous rotation
symmetry, then v is independent of ¢: v =>",v(;). In
this case, Ref. [31] showed that «(6) is proportional to
the angle function Eq. (4). However, it is important to
note that the coefficient is not always given by o*¥, as it
is in Eq. (6). A simple counterexample will be mentioned
in Sec. VC.

In the following sections, we systematically study
(¢, 0), analyzing both its universal and non-universal
features. In Sec. IIT A, we will demonstrate that when
(¢, 0) is expanded in harmonics of ¢, each component
is a higher-order universal function of 6, generalizing the
super-universal function Eq. (4). For more details, see
Eq. (25) and Eq. (26). The intriguing properties of the
coeflicients 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)

NE] :/d27"1/ d2’l"2 S+(’I‘1—T‘2), (9)
A A

where S4(r) = (S(r) + S(—r))/2 denotes the inversion-
symmetric component of S(r). The static structure fac-
tor S(q) = (1/V){pqp—q) is given by the Fourier trans-
formation of S(r), where V' = [d?r denotes the total
volume of the system. It is clear that the large-scale
real-space scaling of N E I'is determined by the long-
wavelength behavior of Sy (q) = (S(q)+S(—q))/2. Thus,
we are motivated to consider the expansion

S+(q) = Sngaqb + ﬁ(|q|4)7 (10)

where S2° is the symmetric part of the localization ten-
sor (i.e., polarization fluctuations) [38-41]. Recently,
Sg% 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
Sg% which is finite in insulators and divergent in con-
ventional metals. This can be understood through the
Souza-Wilkens-Martin (SWM) sum rule [39]

sab _ /+°° dw Reo{’(w)
0

™ w ’ (1)

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.

4

where we use 0¢* = (0% 4+ 0%%)/2 to denote the longitu-
dinal and Hall conductivities respectively®. The sum rule
is a direct consequence of the Ward identity relating den-
sity response and current response. Clean metals® have
a nonzero Drude weight D% such that”

o) 2 0 () + - ). (12

W

which predicts a 1/w divergence in S$° based on Eq. (11).
In fermi liquids, the identical scaling of frequency w and
momentum ¢ implies S(¢q) ~ ¢, which is consistent with
the geometric interpretation [32] based on the LU(1)
anomaly [51]. On the other hand, when the Drude weight
vanishes, S$° 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 this®.

A simple dimensional analysis of the conductivity re-
veals that ¢ ~ (e2/2rh)L?~?, where L represents a
real-space length scale, and d is the spatial dimension.
Therefore, according to Eq. (11), both 0% and S° can be
dimensionless universal numbers (in the unit of e?/27h)
only when d = 2. For convenience, we set e = 1 and
h =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 S3° and
the many-body quantum geometry defined by adiabatic
flux insertion (or twisted boundary conditions). For two-
dimensional systems with D = 0, S is directly iden-
tified as the following quantity

Ng

1
gt == g, (13)
Ng

n=1

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

5 In Eq. (11), the conductivity 0% 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,
0% 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 O 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].



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 Sg? 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 models® is about the small-6
singularity of bipartite fluctuations concerning the geom-
etry depicted in FIG. 1. We find the orientation-resolved
corner term generally satisfies

Sab

76,6 = 0) ~ 27, (8) (), (14
where 7(¢) = (—sin¢,cos¢) is the unit vector perpen-
dicular to the lower edge of the subregion. When the
system exhibits C3, Cy, or Cy discrete rotational sym-
metry, the quantum metric becomes isotropic, meaning
S0 = Sy59. As a result, Eq. (14) simplifies to So/0,
where Sy = Tr(S3%)/2 = \/det(S4%).

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

2w
d¢
¥(0) = — 0). 15
i0) = [ 529060 (15)
As demonstrated in Sec. IIT and Sec. V, the final result re-
sembles Eq. (6), but with the coefficient fully determined
by the many-body quantum metric
Tr(S5")

~¥(6) = T(l + (m — 0) cot 9),

where we define the trace with respect to the flat metric,
ie. Tr(Sg®) = 6,S%°. We once again find the small-0
limit is governed by Sg°

(16)

ab
Tr(38) 1 (17)
2 0
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 Sg° is subject
to a topological lower bound due to the positive semi-
definiteness of the quantum geometric tensor, which is
succinctly expressed as S3° — 15™¢" > 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
75 DY — S3° > 0, where

1/ 9*°H
ab __ q: =
Dy’ = lm v <6AaaAb>

70 = 0) ~

(18)

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

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

o™V _ Te(S§") _ Te(D§")
2 2 - 4A

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

|0.acy| ab 1 ab
5 < y/det (S5%) < E\/det(D2 ).

Sometimes, the system is associated with an intrinsic uni-
modular metric 7,5, which can generally be anisotropic.
The modified trace Tr(Sg®) = 1,,S4° satisfies

o™ _ Tx(sg") _ Tx(Dg)

2 - 2 - 4A 7

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

_n0y

Tr(S5")
2 2

(19)

(20)

(21)

0g(£)- (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.



where £ is the correlation length of the system, and the
universal coefficient C'; 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. VIB. 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
~v(¢,0) 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-0 limit is fully governed by the quantum
metric, as described in Eq. (14).

4

tmw)zHNE?N?:ZﬂQwM@Sm(%gw—Wﬂ>—nNaw(%Yw—W»}@m<

The complex conjugate satisfies f%(0) = f_,,(0). Notice
that for nN = 0 and nN = 42 these expressions should
be understood through a limiting procedure, i.e.,

(27)

0 1+ (7 — 6)cot(h) nN =0
fn(0) = —2(cos(0) + S’irn*(g))eiie nN =42
Therefore, lim,, o f,(0) exactly reproduces the previ-
ously termed “super-universal corner function” [31], as
given in Eq. (4). The complex-valued non-universal co-
efficients C,, in Eq. (25) are given by

+oo —7“3
C, = / dr — S, (r). (28)
0 2

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
S4(r) of the static structure factor generally has the fol-
lowing harmonic expansion

Si(r) =D Sulr)et™¥?, (23)

nez

where r = r(cos ¢, sin @), and the radial functions S, (r)
are complex-valued. We introduce the integer N to ac-
count for systems with C'y 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

v(¢,0) = —/Bd27’1/Dd2r2 Si(ry —ra), (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

(6,0) = Cufn(0)e™N?. (25)

nez

Here, we introduce a series of generalized universal angle
functions f,(0) which capture the shape dependence of
the n/N-th harmonics of the orientation angle ¢ on the
corner angle #. These functions have the following gen-
eral expressions, as demonstrated in App. A

.nN
it

0+ r)). (26)

(

where the radial functions S, (r) are defined in Eq. (23).
It is clear that Cy is a real number, and generally, C} =
C_,, when |n| > 1.

There are several other notable features of Eq. (26).
Firstly, all angle functions vanish at § = 7 and exhibit
the following expansion around 6 ~ 7

(0 — )2 (29)

Moreover, Eq. (26) can show a singularity of 1/6 as 0 —
0. For nIN # 0,42, the angle functions behave as

A=) -1

jumzlmwﬁmgjga

(30)



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

£.0)~ {+7r/9 nN =0

. 31
niN = £2 (31)

—/(20)

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

The coefficients C,, 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

ab
Co= TTSTQ ). (32)

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

Si* — SYY F 12557
om '

Cy = (33)
When nN > 2, the coefficients C,, 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 S§°, 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 Cy symmetry, we have

(6,0 = 0) ~ 2Co—

N

which is equivalent to Eq. (14). In systems with Cs5, Cy,
or Cg rotational symmetry, where the quantum metric
is isotropic (i.e., S = S,6%°), only the zeroth term in
Eq. (31) and Eq. (32) contribute. This results in

TrSgbiﬁ
20 6

V(0 = 0) ~ (35)

The orientation-averaged bipartite fluctuations defined
in Eq. (15) turn out to be given by the simple formula
Eq. (16), due to 0277 dof,(0)ei"N¢ = 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;(7) to denote the symmetrized equal-time
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FIG. 2. The two configurations for square-lattice models with
C4 rotational symmetry. (1) When 6 takes nonzero commen-
surate values, the number of bonds contributing to Eq. (37)
is given by Eq. (38). (2) In the small-6 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 ¢ = 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

v(e,0) = — Z Z Sy(r1—m2),

r1€Bre2€D

W +Om—0)==3 3 Selm-ra). (30

ri1€CrocA

by (W + AT+ NET VT - N - VED - Vi -
N, 1[31]) + N, E]]gCD) /2, where the leading-order boundary-law



terms cancel out [42]. The first corner term (¢, ) can
be further simplified to

D) S —r) =) n(Ar)Si(Ar),  (37)

r1€Br2€D Ar

where n(Ar) represents the number of bonds connecting
sites in B and D with a separation of Ar = r; —rs. The
second corner term can be determined similarly.

For systems with Cy symmetry, we align the origin
with the symmetry axis of the rotations when cutting
the subsystems. At commensurate angles 0 < 6 < 7w and
0 < ¢ < 27 (i.e., integer multiples of 27 /N), we find that

B AreArd

n(Ar) Vi

Aab((b, 0)3 (38)

where V. is the volume of the unit cell and

1 [ singsin(f + ¢) — 2 sin(6 + 2¢)
sin@ \ —1sin(0+2¢) cosgcos(0+¢) )
(39)

Aap(0,0) =

One example on the square lattice is illustrated in ex-
ample (1) in FIG. 2. The number of bounds n(Ar) for
r1 € C and 72 € A can be easily determined by not-
ing that Agp(p + 0,1 — 0) = —Aup(6,0). 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. IIT 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 8, we can also gain insights into the small-6 limit.
When Ar is small, the value of n(Ar) in Eq. (37) is
insensitive to small variations in 6 when 6 is relatively
large. In contrast, in the # — 0 limit, the number of
bonds becomes very large even for a short separation Ar,
as shown in example (2) in FIG. 2. In the thermodynamic
limit, this can be estimated as

1 (Ar-7(9))?

Ar) ~
n(ar) Veell 0 ’

(40)

where 7(¢) = (—sin ¢, cos ¢) is the unit vector perpen-
dicular to the lower edge of region A. Another special
property of the § — 0 limit is that Ar is allowed to take
half of all possible values on the lattice, with its direc-
tion lying between 0 and w. Thanks to the symmetry
St (Ar) = S;(—Ar), the summation in Eq. (37) can be
extended to the entire lattice. Thus, we find that

(6.0 = 0) = =% lim (+(6) - 5,)25.4 (q)

_ %(sin2(¢)592”3 +cos?($)SYY — sin(26)S3Y),  (41)

where S (q) is obtained from the Fourier transformation
of Sy (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 Sg°
and corner contribution in lattice realization of Chern
insulator. We start with a general two-band Hamiltonian
in two spatial dimensions

1= (e ch)mi) (C24) . a2
d |

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

2
S(a) = ;/BZ(;’;Q (1-dk)-dk+q).  (43)

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

S(q) = Jat / &’k d(k) od(k)

In the presence of C3 or Cy rotational symmetry, the
quantum metric is proportional to the identity, i.e., S* =
S26%%, and the static structure factor simplifies to

+0(lgl"). (44)

2
S@ =57 [ Gos(Vdr+ olal)

— S2q? + 6(Igl*). (45)

In Eq. (45), So 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 Sy follows from the Bogomoln’yi inequality [56, 57],
which gives the lower bound on energy in the presence of
topological charges

. 1 o
E=j [@h(vdy = £ [ @herd @,dx0,d

To achieve equality in the bound, the integrands must
be equal at every point. It is helpful to introduce CP*



coordinate W(z, z) = % with z = k; + iky. Then
—ag
we have
1 0. W|>+ |0:-W|* =
Sy = dzd 47
27 16n2 At eds D)
and
1 z 2 z 2
C=— 19:-W|" — 10: 1V dzdz. (48)

An (1+ W)

In the following discussion, we will focus on the case
where C' > 0. S, is minimized when 9:W = 0, which
means W = W(z) is a meromorphic function. Mean-
while, such a function automatically ensures that the off-
diagonal terms in Sg° vanish, as

. . OWOW — 0. WO.W
d- 0, d=4i &
O d - O, * (1+WW)2

(49)

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

Nk, 20k, 1— A2K2
A y A ) (50)

(k) = <1+>\2k2’ 1+ A2k27 1+ A2k2

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

k2 mA%

In lattice models, an additional requirement is that W(z)
is doubly periodic, i.e. W(z) = W(z + 27) = W(z +
27i). 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 S in Eq. (45), which then
has a topological lower bound for the same reason here.

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

d(k) = (sinkg,sin ky, M — cos ky — cos k). (52)

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

d(k) = (kasa kva - 2)5 (53)

FIG. 3. Comparison of the quantum metric 47S> (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 So ~ 16% log |M71_2| near the crit-
ical point M = 2.

Now we compare the corner term (¢, 0) extracted nu-
merically in the square-lattice Haldane model to the re-
sults of continuous system with C rotational symmetry
in Sec. IIT 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 x 50, and the size
of the subsystem A is roughly 25. We use the strategy
discussed in Sec. IIIB to extract the summation of two
corner contributions in Eq. (36):

V(. 0) + (¢ + 6,7 —0). (54)

The ¢ = 0 and M = 1 case is plotted in FIG. 4.
Here, we only consider § € [0,7/2], since the summa-
tion of two corner terms is symmetric with respect to
0 = 7/2. When 6 — 0, (¢, ) is accurately represented
by Cofo &~ Tr S$°/(26), consistent with our earlier discus-
sion. For larger 0, the regions defined on the lattice is not
sensitive to small changes in 6 except at certain special
values, resulting in plateaus and discontinuities in the 6
dependence of the vy(¢,0). On average, the corner term
still follows the form determined by the quantum metric.

For general values of ¢, the summation of two corner
terms is not symmetric with respect to § = 7/2. And
the discontinuities of lattice results are shifted. However,
the (¢, 0) 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 6 ~ m/2 improves. This is because
the correlation length and S; diverges. We plot the ¢ =
7/6 and M = 1.9 case in FIG. 5 for a demonstration.

We can also reduce the Cy symmetry of the square-
lattice Haldane model to C by introducing different hop-
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FIG. 4. The corner term for ¢ = 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 8 where the sites in the subsystems
change drastically with small variations in 6. Here, they are
determined by 6 = arctan(1/n), where n =1,3,5,--.

Y

|

S
-

+
< .

= — Cofo

+ .
< « Numerics
NS

=

0
0 s

1
T
2
6

FIG. 5. The corner term for ¢ = n/6 and M = 1.9. For
¢ # 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) = (tgsinky, tysink,, M —t, cosky — t, cosky).
(55)

For t, # t,, the quantum metric S§° is still diagonal,
but S3* # S4Y. The leading contributions to ~(¢,0)
are Cofo+ Cif1%? +C_1f_1e72¢ where Co; = (S&* —
S¥)/(2m). In this case, the quantum metric causes non-
trivial ¢ dependence of the corner term through fi;. We
plot v(¢, 0) as a function of ¢ for # = 0.05 in Fig. 6. It
is clearly seen that the data points of (¢, ) fluctuates
significantly with ¢, most likely due to lattice effects, al-
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FIG. 6. The corner term for t, = 0.8, t, = 1.2, M = 1 and
0 = 0.05. In this figure, we add the gaussian filtered numerical
data with standard deviation o = 5 in blue, which shows that
the ¢ dependence of v 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 S° 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. VC, we investigate the fractional QH states



in anisotropic LLs in greater detail. Using a generating
function approach, we discuss several classes of examples
where S$° 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 Sg°. We also illustrate
a set of examples where the bound is not saturated.

A. Generalized Kohn Theorem

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

:z::%

Here, nJ = pJ — A,(r;) denotes the gauge-invariant
momentum where A is the background field such that
V x A = B. The mass tensor is defined as mn,;, where
Nap is an unimodular metric satisfying det(n.) = 1,
and m > 0 controls the “size” of the mass. The mass
tensor is generally anisotropic and positive-definite. In
Eq. (56), the metric 7% is the inverse of 7,, such that
7%y = 8%, 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 77,,%?, where 7, is another unimodular metric
that may be anisotropic due to the dielectric properties
of the materials. In Ref. [61], 1, is referred to as the
Galilean metric, while 74 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; = 7 for j = Noand 7} = r;j—7 for 1 < j <
N. — 1, where 7 = (1/N,) Z;v , 7; is the center of mass
coordinate. With this transformation, the Hamiltonian
in Eq. (56) can be simplified to H = Hoom + HRel, where

Iml + Z U(r; —rj). (56)

J#

ab= =
N TeTh
Hooy = ——2 57
M 2m N, (57)
|
Te(S$") _ lv[n™ + U
2 Ar 2

Also, note that if the modified trace is defined using the
Galilean metric 74, then the lower bound in Eq. (21)
is still formally satisfied. When relating these results to
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depends only on the center of mass momentum 7, which
is conjugate to 7. The relative part Hge is completely
independent of 7 and therefore commutes with 7. 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

Sab _ Mnab

: (58)
4m
where v = 27N, /(BV) is the filling factor, and 1 is the

unimodular Galilean metric, characterizing the “shape”
of the mass tensor in the UV. Importantly, S 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 C2, 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

1 |
ab < Dab — 71 ab
55" < Yoy 2 47777 ) (59)

where the energy gap is given by the cyclotron frequency
we = 1/(ml%). 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 7°. We can see
that the determinant bound Eq. (20) is also saturated
due to det(n?) = 1, while the trace bound in Eq. (19)
is saturated only in the isotropic case n? = §%°. This
can be understood using the inequality of arithmetic and
geometric means

(

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., 0¥ = v/(2m), which is ensured by continuous



translational symmetry, as demonstrated in App. E.
The general formalism developed in Sec. IITA (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
T ab
5(0) = %%(14—@—9) cot ), (61)

where Tr(n??) > 1 is saturated only when 7 = §%°.

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

Ne 1 n“bﬂ'jﬂj
L.=) 5| BiaRiR; ——2= ], (62)
j=1

where R} = r?+e“b7rg /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 e} to diagonalize the
Galilean metric 7% = e%e%§7/. The coordinate transfor-

mations of the various vectors are given by
~ -1 I i
qr=¢€7q. T =e,r’, Ap = efAq, (63)

where el is the inverse of €, such that e%e} = & and
ete] = §{. We first consider the special case of Eq. (56)
where the Galilean metric 7, and the Coulomb metric
Nab are identical. In the new isotropic system, the filling
factor v retains its original value'! and the static struc-
ture factor satisfies S(§) = %Mz +.... 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

o™

2

NP(g,0) = #L — Z 11, (6(¢,0)). (64)

11 In the new coordinate system, the magnetic field strength is
B = £!79A; /071 = B/\/detngp, where B = £%09A,/0r® 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 €2t /\/det na, = aIJegel}. Consequently, the filling factor
v = 2xN/(BV) remains invariant since the volume of the system
transforms as V = V/det ngp.
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The new angle variable 6, defined for the subregion of
the new isotropic system, can be determined from the
original angles # and ¢ using the relation

%bﬁaﬁlb

VN Tyt

where 1 = (cos ¢, sin ¢) and m = (cos(¢ + 0), sin(¢ + 6)).
It is evident that the “super-universal formula” given in
Eq. (6) is a special case of Eq. (64) when n® = §?°. 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 fo((¢,6)) in Eq. (64) should be replaced by
\/det(S4%) /7, which satisfies the universal bounds given
in Eq. (20).

Based on our previous discussions, the corner term is
expected to diverge as 6 approaches zero. It is straight-
forward to show that the small-6 singularity of fo (é(d), 0))
is given by

cosf = (65)

folB) = 5 (sin® (@) + cos? (60" —sin(26)n™). (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

/271’ @
0 2T

which confirms the result in Eq. (61).

Tr(n")
2

0(0(,0)) = fo(0), (67)

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
S3°, 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 S°. Moreover, if we also have continuous
generalized rotational invariance, it determines the cor-
ner term for all angles and orientations. We only focus
on S for the purpose of this section since it plays an
important role in the corner term and the investigation
of bound on S%¥ is a general and fundamental problem
on its own.

Sgb 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



state degeneracy. To account for this, it is useful to

generalize Ref. [39]’s generating function to C(q) =
TTn%, (e~ Ne|@,,), where 7 = 2= N 19 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 S$° can
be obtained using the following modified generating func-

tion:

Ng
~ - _ab =
Clg) = [ (wale’ =™/P|w,)
n=1
gab _ _ 1 9%logC(q)
? VNy  94.0q5 | _
Ne )
o=y m) (68)
j=1

where 7 = pJ — A,(r;) is the kinetic momentum of the
4 particle.

Now we discuss some explicit examples where the topo-
logical bound of Eq. (D15), i.e. Tr(Sg%)/2 > /det S§ >
|o*¥|/2, can be analytically investigated. These exam-
ples involve a unimodular metric 7,5, using which we can
define Landau level ladder operators

o = Lp\°rd (69)

where (g = /1/|B| is the magnetic length and A* along-
side (, are complex vectors defined using the metric 74,
in App. B.

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

~ _ n® q@qbf
C(g) = e NN
Ng
% H <\I;n|e—(>\~Q)€B\/Nie&fe(S\‘Q)EB\/Nied‘\I,n>
n=1

a= \/%Zaj. (70)

We emphasize that up to this point 7, is an arbitrary
metric.

It is evident from Eq. (70) that if 7, is such that &
annihilates the many-body wavefunctions, we get:

~ qaapt?
Olq) = e~ NeNs 250 (71)
which implies
ab |l/| ab |U$U| ab
= — = —_— 2
S 47r77 B (72)

The equality v = 2wo™V is a result of continuous transla-
tional invariance as discussed in App. E. This saturates
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the topological bounds of Eqns. (20) and (21). How-
ever, the trace bound of Eq. (19) is saturated only when
TNab = 5ab~

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

<,0(Q1) e P(Qm)>c ~ (277)26(2) (lh + -+ Qm)
X To " qay * qa,,
—iN,
T~ (=il lv ) (Pt (73)

The “~” notation indicates the position operator’s am-
biguity on a torus, with moments of 7 derived from the
modified generating function.

To understand the condition for saturation of bound
further, let us define a complex coordinate z; = \/icar?.
The ladder operators in symmetric gauge A,(r) =
—eqpBr? /2 take the following form:

1 8 Zj
j 20 / 74
aj = \/7 24 < 9 EB) ( )
When kinetic energy possesses generalized rotational in-

variance, one can express the single-particle wavefunction
‘2
J

|z

2 .
*“5 . The action of a; on ¢;

as V;(zj,27) = ¢5(z5, 2} )e
has a simple form:

2512

iz, 25) = —iv2lg ( (zj,z])> e 4 . (75)

For a many-body wavefunction, we get:

$Ne 12512
J 1 4@2

N4 ({Z],Z;}) ({ZJ,Z7 })
av — 1[{13 (Z 8Zl ) p» |§Z2;

iV2p 00 - %, af
=— — e b (76)
VN, 0z
Thus, a ground state annihilated by the ladder operator
@, that saturates the bound, possesses holomorphicity or
maximal chirality in the center of mass coordinate z. 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.




1. No Landau level mizing

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 a;aj and doesn’t mix LLs, i.e.
it commutes with angular momentum (see Eq. (62)).
Moreover, the energy of n'" 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 < ng and n > ng respectively. Only
the topmost LL labeled by n = ng might be partially
filled.

In this special scenario, the ground state wavefunction
is annihilated by & 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. §Zb0d, 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 S’ can also be saturated when the Hamil-
tonian is invariant under Galilean boosts. The results
have already been discussed in V A, here we provide a
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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,

1
Hoor = We (oﬂa + 2) (77)

where w. = |B|/m is the cyclotron frequency. The
ground state is thus annihilated by & 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(S4%), i.e., S3° = lv ‘n even though
they do not necessarily satlsfy the crlterlon in Sec. VC1.
We can write an unprojected parton wavefunction as:

H% ({z:271) (@)

(I)pr {Zw Zj }

where Np¢ is the number of parton factors, ©,, ({ Zj, 25 })
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-
tionisv~! = ny\/ 105" [78]. Using Eq. (76), it is easy to
see that the action of & simply distributes over the par-
ton factors so that each ©, ({z;,2}}) can be analyzed
independently.

For p > 0, & annihilates ©, ({z;, 2} }) since it satisfies
the criterion discussed in Sec. V C1. Essentially, a; acts
as a pLL lowering operator, but the pLL index of none
of the partons in ©,, ({zj, z;}) 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., ©, ({zj,zj*}) = (@_p ({zj,zj}))*

LL lowering operator a; has a different interpretation
compared to the p > 0 case. Here, it corresponds to the



intra-pLL angular momentum lowering operator b;:

@®, ({215 ) = (V2tage0o, ((55) )
- o, (b))

Since the parton factor ©_, ({zj, z;‘}) at p < 0 has the
minimum possible total angular momentum in each pLL
in the absence of quasi-hole excitations, we conclude that
&« annihilates it as well. As a result, the unprojected
parton wavefunction of Eq. (78) is entirely annihilated
by the & operator, saturating the topological lower bound
for \/det(Sg°).

This class of wavefunctions provides several useful
models for fractional quantum Hall states. A set of
prominent ones are unprojected Jain states [69] at v =
—. 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
v =1/m, they are described by:

B (o 22)) — (TG 2 | e (252
. i ci ) = i J .
1<j

(80)

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

N,
IB N
adSFFs — Z )i | @CFFS
m V2N, = "
=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(S4%). 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).
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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
particle LL wavefunction for j'" particle |j;n, k) satisfies
a}aj |7;n, k) = n|j;n, k). Here, k is taken to be the the
eigenvalue of magnetic momentum along z-direction on
the torus. Using second quantization representation, we
can write:

single-

Qi

Rved D) DNCL AT
€ n=1 k

where ¢, ; 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:

o1 —
<O‘TO‘>:F b nn/<Cjz,kcnfl’kcjz’—l,k’cn/,k’>

e
n,n’ k,k’

_ Ni S0 () (1 = A1)

e
n,k

= ﬁ Zn|1/n|(1 — |Vn-1]) (83)

where v, is the filling fraction of n'" LL such that
> Vn = v. 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:

a =1 = 1 4 a
S5¥ = ((04T04> + 2) %77 ’
v | < 7t
= <2 + ;”\Vﬂ(l = [Vn-1l) o (84)

If the second term is not zero, the topological lower
bounds on S° are not satisfied with equality. A sim-
ple non-interacting realization of this is the v = 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



LL mixing is present (the Galilean boost invariant case
discussed in subsection V C2 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 |o™¥|/2m, but is
bounded below by it.

At present, we are not aware of other cases that sat-
urate the bound on Sg°. 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 lig-
uids (CFLs), while also compressible, exhibit dramatic
differences compared to conventional Fermi liquids. The
vanishing of the Drude weight can be easily understood

J
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using the Joffe-Larkin decomposition rule
ot =o' +oil, (85)

where 02 is the electron conductivity tensor, 0% is the
conductivity of composite fermions, and 0% = (v/27)e?
comes from the Chern-Simons term [48]. Although the
mean-field state of composite fermions may exhibit a sin-
gularity at low frequency, ie., 0% D Dee(d(w) + =),
the longitudinal conductivity of electrons behaves as
02% ~ iw, which vanishes in the limit w — 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 v = 1/2 and v = 1/4, as well as CFLs for
bosons at ¥ = 1 and v = 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. VC4. 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. V B. Such a system
can be realized by the UV Hamiltonian given in Eq. (56),
where the Galilean metric 7, and the Coulomb metric
Nab are identified. Let us consider an anisotropic version
of the HLR theory [48] for v = 1/2

1iehve

(ay, —A,)0y(a, — Ap) + (interactions), (86)



where D, = 0,, — ia, is the gauge covariant derivative.
Another unimodular metric 7, is introduced to describe
the mass anisotropy of the composite fermions v, and
its inverse is denoted by 7. The effective mass m,
generally differs from the bare mass m of the electrons,
and the chemical potential y, ensures that the density of
composite fermions matches that of the electrons. It is
convenient to introduce a spacetime unimodular metric

1
7/7\;w = 0 ?]ww ﬁmy ’ (87)

~ A~ ~I _ o1
qr =equ, T =ert,
5 _ ol A ot
ar = €ray, Ar=¢efA,. (88)
Here, the vielbeins €7 and é\ﬁ are introduced to diag-
. ~uv L~y IJ . . ~ _ /\I/\J
onalize NV = e€je}0"” and its inverse 7, = €,€,07,.

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 1., = 7,p 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

Sa)= [ G : C(s)

- o1 TT(5\— ~ 4m)? ~
2m H¢ (@)=t -U(q) - (|¢ﬂ)2 HiT(q)

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

N |G- |
(@) =% (1 - ——— |,
v " ( G2 + (Urq)?
51 /A2 ~ 2 _ 2

|q]?

Here, 0 is the fermi velocity, and Zr = /NCF/(27T1~JF) rep-
resents the density of states at the fermi level. The value
of the fermi momentum kg is determined by the Lut-
tinger theorem Vig/(21) = v(2n(%), where the fermi-
surface volume is Vs = 7k%. Considering the Coulomb
potential U(q) ~ 1/|q|, the dipolar interaction U(q) ~
|G|, and the Gaussian potential U(qG) ~ e~ 19°/2_ we find
the static structure factor

S@) = ial ~ evlaox(1/1a)) + o(1al). (o)

™
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where the coeflicient ¢y is given by

1/(872kr), Coulomb U(q) ~ 1/|q|
cv = { 1/(4n%kp), Dipolar U(q) ~ |q] (92)
1/(4n%kp), Gaussian U(G) ~ e~ s

Since A, = A, in Eq. (88), the density response in the
original coordinate system gives S(q) = (v/47)71°qaqp.
Identifying 7%® with 1% ensures that Eq. (58) is satis-
fied. Additionally, as discussed in Ref. [32] the contribu-
tion |g|*1log(1/|q|) 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 74, and the
Coulomb metric 7, differ in the Hamiltonian Eq. (56),
the interaction potential U(qg) in Eq. (89) becomes
anisotropic and is a function of 7%°¢Le/G;G;. Revisit-
ing the RPA calculation in Eq. (89), one finds the same
leading term (v/47)|q|? as in Eq. (91), which is indepen-
dent of the Coulomb metric 774,. From the constraint in
Eq. (58) imposed by the Kohn theorem, one may again
conclude that 7., = 74, 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 7** = diag(ve, 1/v.) and various forms of
isotropic interactions U(r) (i.e., ap = dap), it was found
that 7% = diag(vet, 1 /ver) satisfies [87-90]

v0-493, Coulomb U(r) ~ 1/r

00795, Dipolar U(r) ~ 1/r3

( @23U6+s2 )
£2B/vg+32
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 7% is generally less anisotropic
than 77°. One may need to consider the anisotropic gen-
eralization of the modified RPA [91], which takes into
account the Landau parameter.

, (93)

2
. T
, Gaussian U(r) ~ e~ 22

Vet =

W=

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



FL CFL
finite | zero
divergent | finite
N/A |finite

Drude weight
Localization tensor
Corner charge fluctuation

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. IITA 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 Sg°, 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(Lya), along
with a subleading term ~ L 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 S§? ~ 1/¢ at long wave-
lengths. The different behaviors across the transition are
summarized in TABLE. L.

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(S5°)
2

- gCJ(—v*)loglw—wCL (94)

when approaching the critical point from the CFL phase,
where w denotes the bandwidth, and w,. is its critical
value. The universal numbers v, and C; 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 v = 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-
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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. 11, Sec. 111, 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, 1[3] and higher-order cumulants [23-29).

Given that the corner term in N 1[\2] generally exhibits
non-universal dependence on the opening angle and the
orientation, it is plausible that similar results hold for the



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, Am], 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

J
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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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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

Si(g) =) Su(g)e™?, (A1)
nezZ
where g = g(cos p, sin¢), and the complex-valued coefficients are
1 2m )
Sn(q) = o dp S, (q)e " Ne, (A2)
T Jo
Under Fourier transformations, S, (r) in Eq. (23) are related to S, (q) as follows
—+oo
Sn(q) = 27Ti”N/ drrS,(r)J.n(gr),
0
1 +oo
5.0) = g | daaS.@ v (an). (43)

where J,,,(z) are the Bessel functions.
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FIG. 7. Geometric interpretation of m(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

NE] = */ d2T1x d27°2 S+(’I’1 - TQ), (A4)
A A
where A denotes the complement of region A. The corner term can then be extracted using the expression
1 2 2 2
7(6,0) = —5 WK+ NE - NG — NED), (A5)

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

Z/d2rm (r)etn e, (A6)

nez

where 7 = r(cos @, sin ), and the function n(r) is given by

/ d2r1/ d?r, 62(ry — 1y — 7). (AT)

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 7. It is not hard to show that the area of the region is

. B (0 —
n(r) = 2320 @)l —p +9) (A8)
sin(0)
The generalized universal angle functions in Eq. (26) are obtained from the following integrals
o+ . _ in(f — '
fn(e) — 2/ dSD Sln(d) (P) .Sln( Y+ d)) elnN(ap—qb). (Ag)
$+6 sin(6)

2. Role of Quantum Metric
We are interested in the role of the quantum metric Sg° in the expansion Eq. (25) of corner charge fluctuations. We
first examine its contribution to different S,,(¢) in Eq. (A1). By substituting S$°q.qs into Eq. (A2), we find that

27 d T vy zr _ QYY __ i9 zy Tz _ QYY i9 Yy
/ (52 Qagp)e™ " = <5o,ms2 ;SQ TR 524 125 g2 SQ4+1 > )qQ, (A10)
0




21

where (¢, qy) = ¢(cos ¢, sin p) 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 C,, using the following trick. Utilizing the properties
of Bessel functions, one can verify that

2 2 2 2 2

.o d LT r r r
;g% dfqum(qr) = (}g% Z(Jm—Q(qr) = 2Jm(qr) + Jms2(qr)) = _5507’” + Z6+27m + Z6—2,m7 (A11)

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

d? too 3
N >1: ;L}Hé dtiSQ(q) = —27'['/0 d?"?SO(T),
d2 +o0 7,.3

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 coeflicient labeled by n as 2n/N.
We assume the static structure factor of an insulator generally has the following expansion

S(q) = S3°qats + ST uapdeda + Si " qaqvacqagear + - . (A13)

abed cabcedef
S4 ) SG

where Sg° represents the quantum metric, ,. .. are higher-order symmetric tensors. After plugging S(q)

into Eq. (A2), we find a series of radial functions
Sn(q) = un1q2 + un2q4 + uanG + un4q8 + ... (A].4)

As shown previously, we have ug; = (S5* + S%Y)/2 and uyy 1 = (S5* — S§Y 7 1255Y)/4. All the other coefficients
Unm can be obtained similarly. Notably, ., # 0 only when m > |n|. The precise values of these coefficients are not
crucial for our subsequent discussion.

For regularization purposes, we rewrite S, (q) as

Sula) = (1= e™) 4 (nn + 55 ) (L= 7)o (s = 1) (1= e

Tn1 Un2

+<un4+ i +2> (1—e )4 ... (A15)

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

n n 7 n n
Crn =umCpn1 + (un2 + %) Cpa + (Un3 - %) Cnz + (Un4 + ;41 + u22> Coat ... (AIG)

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

teo - _pa o (g 2m
Cnm:/ dr—/ ——q(—e™ 7 )Jg,(qr
o 2 J 27T(71)”q( )J2n(ar)

[T dg o 207MT(2%lEe)  gemap(le)p(2ntla)

- )y e )~ Capeartg (i
where the limit & — 3 will be taken at the end of the calculation. The results can be summarized as follows

C01—%7 Co2 =Coz3 =Coa=...=0,

C11—; Cia=Ciz=Cuu=...=0,

Com = (=)™ n(m? — D) # 0 for all m > n where n > 2. (A18)

™
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Additionally, when n < 0, one has C,, ,,, = C_;, .
For n =0 and n = £1, we find that the coefficients in Eq. (28) are fully determined by the quantum metric
CO = w = 45%14’5@2’1’7

s 27
2 rxr _ QYY i2 ry
Cil _ U411 _ SQ 52 F1 52 ’ (Alg)
T 2w

which are consistent with Eq. (A12). When n > 2, each C,, 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 p’ and r; lead to

[rf’,ﬂ'g] = iégél(,‘, [wg,ﬂ'g] =i6Yey, B, (B1)
where €4, = £%° denotes the Levi-Civita symbol, and £ = \/1/|B| is the magnetic length. Following Ref. [104], we
decompose 14, and 7 in terms of complex vectors ¢, and \®

Nab = G+ G lay 1™ = AN + AN (B2)

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

1 i
(Cr’ Cy) = \ﬁ(v Nzxs /Tlyy€ A/X)a (B3)
where v = arccos(nzy /+/NzaTlyy) and x = sgn(B). The complex vector A is related to (, via

A= —ineG, A = ine®, Co= —ixeaNs G = FixeaA™ (B4)

It is straightforward to verify the following properties

Im(C;¢) = €ab, Im(A**\?) = §€ab,

1
Re((;A") = 55(2, Re(A*"(p) = 5521,

A =A™ =1, CA* =A™ =0. (B5)
In the isotropic case 745 = dqp, One has ( =\ = %(1, ix). We introduce the Landau orbit ladder operators as

N, N,

_ fA® . B I &

a= w, at = 7,
VN, Z VN, =

where N, is the particle number. These operators satisfy the commutation relations

o

J=1

_ 7T _ B Z )\a)\*b avﬂ-g Z )\a/\*bl(smgab C;)\a -1
4,j=1 i,j=1
)\*a}\b )\*b}\af ¢ Ne ) /\*a)\b+)\*b)\a( Cb) No
H | = ‘7 = J = — Y

)\*a)\b )\*b)\a R \*C Ne o ) )\*a)\b )\*b)\a e .
+ B [wimi md] = + (+< ) Zﬁg _ +deT, (B7)

2m V' Ne mlp VNe “—

i,j=1 Jj=

[Hv O_‘T] =
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where w, = 1/(m/f%) is the cyclotron frequency. The interaction term in Eq. (56) conserves the total momentum and
therefore commutes with both & and af. 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 IT#”(g) of the system. According to the Ward identity
for charge conservation, the (retarded) density response II* can be related to the current response I1% as follows

_ qaqp
(.d2

1" (w, q) 1% (w, q), (B8)

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

OH /\*a/\b 4 /\*b)\a ;
= - . B
0A,(r;) m i (B9)

J(r;)
The Fourier transform of this operator, in the small-q expansion, is
Ne
Jq) =Y J ;)™ = —\/Nelpwe(A\*a + Aal) + . . (B10)
j=1

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

1 <¢n|‘]a‘¢m><¢m‘t]3 |wn> e PEn _ g=BEm
Htt = Qufp— q q
(w,q) =g¢ QbV ; Z(E, — Em)2 w+ E, —E,, +i0+

—BE, _ ,—BEn 2 \*a At 2
:Mze € we [(¥nlga (A + A%T) |¢hm)| +... (B11)

27 £ Z (BEn — Em)? w4+ Ep — Epy + 10T

Here, |t)y,) are the complete eigenstates of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (56), with H|¢,) = E, |1, ). The partition function
is Z2=7Y", e P~ and the filling factor v satisfies |v| = 2m¢% N, /V, where V is the volume of the system. Due to the
properties of the ladder operators, only the terms with E,, — E,,, = +w,. contribute. At zero temperature (5 — +00),
the long-wavelength result has the following real and imaginary parts

V| A%OXb 4 A0Xe 2y,

Re IT* |
el (w.a) =g Bor 2 w? — w? +
)\*a)\b+>\*b/\a
Im Htt(wa q) = QaQb%f(ﬂﬁ(w +we) —mo(w —we)) + ... (B12)

This is valid for systems with degenerate or non-degenerate ground states. For the isotropic case, we have \**\? +
MA@ = §9band the standard Kohn theorem [38] is recovered.
The quadratic term in the static structure factor S(q) = S3°qaqs + . . . is therefore given by
V| |
Sab — L )\*a)\b )\*b/\a _ 171 ab B13
DOty = et (313)
which is determined by the filling factor |v| and the unimodular metric n?. The fact that the many-body quantum
metric S§° is not renormalized by interactions can also be understood from the decoupling of the center-of-mass coor-
dinate 7 = (1/Ne) >_, r;, since the static structure factor can be expanded as S(q) ~ (p(q)p(—q)) — (p(q))(p(—q)) ~

Q@ ((FO7°) — (F)(®)) + ... where p(q) = >-; €' 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 mmn,,. Invariance under Galilean
boosts connects the momentum density T;, to the current density through the relation

Tta = mnabjba (B14)
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where T}, represents the stress tensor. In the presence of an external electromagnetic field F),,, the Ward identity
for momentum conservation is given by

O Ty = Fop J”. (B15)
The combination of Eq. (B14) and Eq. (B15) leads to the Ward identity
0"Tya = ForJ" + FopJ” — mnay0"J", (B16)

where Fy, = —E, and F;, = Begyp. After performing the Fourier transform to frequency-momentum space and setting
the momentum to zero, we have

0= _%Ea(w)Jt(x) + (wcgab + iwnab)‘]b(w)

— Jw) = Ey(w), (B17)
where we have used 7%ny, = 0% and det(nq) = 1. On the one hand, the optical conductivity can be derived from
the response of (J*(w)) to Ep(w). 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

Jt nab |l/| w,
R Htt _ SO/ o 3\ _ ab ¥l e
e (w7 Q) qaqb m w? — wz + (|(I| ) dao? 2m w? — wg

+0(lqP), (B18)

where v = (27/B)(J") is the filling factor. Furthermore, the value of Im IT*(w, g) can be determined from Rell**(w, 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” g%®q,q,. 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

2
A = [ Gs@les@r )

where the spatial geometry dependence is encapsulated in the function

@A(q)z/Adzweiq'w. (C2)

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

+oo
S(@) = 9"Gaqs + Y am (9" qam)™, (C3)
m=2
where a,, are a series of constants. We denote the inverse of the quantum metric by g, satisfying g.»g°¢ = 0¢. Then
we introduce a set of vielbeins, or frame fields, e to diagonalize the quantum metric
Gab = 6(116;)751J. (C4)

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

#=elze, qr = €94a, (C5)
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where €% is defined such that ele? = §°. Now, Eq. (C1) can be carefully rewritten as

d2 q
= JW [ S @lea@r,
= \/det(g“b)/ d*zeld®
A
5 +o00
S(q) =6"qras+ > am(@" g™ (Co)

m=2

where A represents the real-space subregion after the coordinate transformation. The Jacobians of the integrals satisfy

det(e?) = 1/ det(el) = /det(g*?). Compared to Eq. (C1), the final result in Eq. (C6) has the form
2] 2~
NA _ d ‘/ d2 iq- i (07)
Vdet(g7) (277

The right-hand side describes the bipartite fluctuations associated with a subregion A, for a system with the static
structure factor S (@). The gapped modes of this new system are isotropic, and according to calculations in Ref. [31],
they contribute to a corner term of (—1/7)(1 + (7 — ) cot §), where @ is the corner angle of A.

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

det( b)

N2 (6,0) = #L - fo(6(6,6)) (C8)

where fj is given by Eq. (4) (i.e., the zeroth angle function f§ in Eq. (26)). The coefficient 1/det(g%®) has the geometric
interpretation as quantum volume, which satisfies the determinant bounds of Eq. (20). The new angle variable 6 can
be determined from the original angles 6 and ¢ using the relation

gab'ﬁ/amb

v/ 9aph RPN gapriniin®”
where 72 = (cos@,sin¢g) and m = (cos(¢ + 0),sin(¢ + 0)). Concerning the small-6 singularity of the corner term
discussed in the main text, it can be shown that
7 sin®(¢)g™” + cos®(¢)g"¥ — sin(2¢)g™?
4 det(g?®)

cosf =

(C9)

fo(0(6,0 — 0)) ~ (C10)

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

/ T VIS 5 ago. o)) = 0D ¢ ). (C11)
0

2T 2

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 K&llén-Lehmann spectral representation of response functions, we
introduce the complete eigenstates |1),,) of a many-body Hamiltonian H in d spatial dimensions, such that H|¢y,) =
E,|ty). To simplify the notation, we also define

Rib, = 3 Rel(WlT* ¥} (bl T,
T, = < TGl T i) (0|7 0 (D1)

where J¢ = [ dda:Ja(t =0, ) is the integrated current operator, and V = [ d%x represents the total spatial volume
of the system. The longitudinal conductivity 0% = (0% + %) /2 can be written as

o) = D (56) + ) + o) (D2)
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The Drude weight, which is transpose-symmetric (D% = D), is obtained as

0?H e PEn _ g=BEm pRab
Dab — 1 E nm . D
AT <8Aa8Ab> + ;ﬂ Z E _E. (D3)

Here, A, denotes the background U(1) field, E, are energy levels of the many-body Hamiltonian H, and Z =
>on e PFn represents the partition function. The regular term in Eq. (D2) has the real and imaginary parts

e BEn — e=PEm gRAb

ab _ nm
Re o (w) = ;ﬂ = 5 (w + By — Ep), (D4)
¢~BEn _ o—BEm _Rab
Imo,(w) = . D
In addition, the Hall conductivity 0% = (6%° — %?)/2 has the spectral representation
e PEn _ g=PEm Tab -1
eo(w) ;ﬂ Z w wt Ey— By (D6)
—BE, _ e —BEnm 7T.Iab
I ab _ € nm _ )
mo®(w) =Y e 5 (w + By — Epn) (D7)
n,m
In the literature, the absorptive part of the conductivity is defined as
ab ba *
o (w) = o w) + [ (w)] = Reo{’(w) + iImo® (w). (D8)

2

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 ®, such that A, = ®,/L in the &, direction, the many-body Hamiltonian is
perturbed by AH = J*A, = J°®,/L. At zero temperature 8 — +00, one can easily verify the following sum rule
using the previously discussed spectral representations

T dw o—a s R, + 1I“b 1 Qg,?m
/0 S Z 2 G Ey T Z (D9)

m=1n#m

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

ab _ [Om| oy _ py|O¥n
o, = (Gezla - PG, D10)

where m,n label the ground states, and P = Zgil |t ) {1, | denotes the projection to the ground-state manifold. It
can be written as Q% = G — 17 where 7" is the (non-abelian) Berry curvature and G is the (non-abelian)
quantum metric. Therefore, the localization tensor Eq. (11) is given by the real part of the sum rule Eq. (D9)

+oo dw Re o2 (w) 1 Ox gab
Sab — abs _ nn D11
2 /0 T w La-2 — N, ( )

In d = 2, the geometric interpretation of S$* holds independent of the system size L.

1. Topological Lower Bound

For convenience, we define the geometric quantities

NZQW g NZQW Qe NZF&Z. (D12)

8 p=1 & n=1
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When the ground state is non-degenerated (i.e., Ny = 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 Q* = g — %Q“b. In d =2, det(Q) > 0 is equivalent to

1
det(g"") > 7107, (D13)
Furthermore, the quantum metric satisfies the inequality
(Tr(g*"))? — 4det (™) = 4™ g"" + (4"* — g"¥)* > 0, (D14)

where the bound is saturated only when g% oc §%°. Therefore, we generally have the inequality (Tr(g?®))? >
4det(g?) > 0. This, combined with Eq. (D13), establishes the universal bounds for S§° in d = 2

Tr(g“b) > 24/det(g?t) > Q%] = Tr(Sgb) > 2\/det(Sgb) > |o™]. (D15)

The DC Hall conductivity o = (27) 2 fo% do, fOQﬂ d®,0Q" 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

T dw b 1/ 0°H 1
dw a — i L _ 7Dab. D1
/0 7 Reot(w) = Jim o <8Aa8Ab> 22 (D16)

For gapped phases, Re Uib(w) is nonzero only above the energy gap, which we denote by A. According to the
Souza-Wilkens-Martin sum rule, we have

sp— [T duRerti) " doReotls) gy
0 0

T w T A 2A 2 (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 S° 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 M, N® such that M — N2 > 0. We can rewrite
M = /det(M)M® where M has unit determinant. We have:

~ det(N)

Mab _ Nab > 0 — 5(117 _ det(N)

\/det(M) det(M)

where O = vV M~1N+v/ M~ is unimodular and positive semi-definite. Positivity of the eigenvalues on the left-hand
side leads to the inequality

0% >0 (D18)

oL

et) | T(0) | [TOP (D19)

Jdet(N) — 2 4

where we have used Tr(O) > 24/det(O) = 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 j'" particle are generated by the magnetic momentum

P? = —Be,, R? El
a J
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where a = x,y, B is the transverse magnetic field and we have set electron charge e = 1. Moreover, R} = r{ —&—e“bwg /B
is the guiding center position, 7§ is the coordirvlabte7 and ) = p{L — Aq(r;) is the kinetic momentum for 4t particle. The
magnetic momenta do not commute, i.e. [PJ, PF] = —ihB&*¢,, owing to [R?,Rz] = —ihd;xe?’/B. Using magnetic
translation operators, we can define twisted boundary conditions as follows:

SHFHLIN ) = et |y) (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:
Ng

C(q) = [T (walem @ Ne|wy,)

" Ne
Z (E3)

where N, is the ground state degeneracy on the torus of dimension L* x LY and N, is the number of electrons.
Moreover, g, is taken to be an integer multiple of 2/L? so that e~ rNe n) obeys the same boundary conditions
as |¥,). The localization tensor can be obtained using

&= \

1 8%logC
Sab — _ PFlogCla)| (54
VNg 8qaa(]b g=0
Using 7 1\}6 € (P, — 7,)/ B, we can write:
Ng
Clg) = T] (Wl sem/Be=icau P/ 2|
n=1
Ne N,
Ta=) T Fa=) P (E5)
Jj=1 j=1

The first exponential operator gives rise to transitions between different Landau levels. The second operator, on the
other hand, generates the translation r§ — rJ + %eabqb for each electron. We will show below that the latter does
not contribute to Sg°.

To deal with degenerate ground states, we notice that the minimal unitary translation operators which do not alter
boundary conditions of Eq. (E2) are 7, = e~ 2mPy/BLY and T, = e?7F+/BLY " They do not commute and satisfy
Ty Te = e"Ne/BLalyT T Tn terms of the filling fraction v = hN,/BL,L,, we can write the phase factor as e’?™.
Expressing v = p/q where p, q are co-prime integers with ¢ > 0, it is evident that 7, and 77 form a minimal set of
operators that commute with each other and can be diagonalized simultaneously.

A translationally invariant Hamiltonian commutes with ]5@. Thus, we can find an orthonormal basis for ground
state manifold labeled by |k,, k) such that T, |k, k,) = e??7hks/BLY |I¥:z, ky), and T2 kg, ky) = e~i2mhaky /BLY |k k).
Here, k, = 2m,/L% + N, gba/L“ for a = z,y and n, € Z since 7; = ¢Ne?a  Since T, are minimal translations,
fig 4> g + Ny. Moreover, T, |k$7 k y) = ”%hk v/BL” |ky —vBLY/h, k ), that amounts to 7, — i, — N, and gives rise
to a state orthogonal to |k:gc7 ky). Thus the action of 7, 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 “¢”.[106]

Flnally7 notice that a fractional power of the minimal translation modifies boundary conditions, i.e. |¢') = (ﬁ)ﬂ [4)
obeys:

einLa/h |w/> _ ei(¢a,—5ab27rﬁ) |,¢/> (EG)

where a, b are not summed over. On the other hand, it does not alter a Hamiltonian with continuous translational
invariance. Hence [¢') is an eigenstate of the Hamiltonian if |¢) is as well, but with modified boundary conditions.
Center of mass translations are thus equivalent to flux-threading, with one flux-quantum in a‘"-direction corresponding
to a center of mass displacement of magnitude 27/i/ BL® in the direction orthogonal to a. Therefore, Hall conductivity
0y = ve?/h, is fully determined by the filling fraction.



29

In summary, in our chosen basis, 7, gives rise to an overall phase while an integer power of 7, either modifies ko
or gives rise to an overall phase. Neither of these contribute to S$° since it is real (notice the log in Eq. (E4)) and
the definition of C'(g) only involves diagonal elements between ground states. Thus, we can restrict ourselves to the

following generating function of polarization fluctuations:

Ng

~ . ab . —

C(q) = H (Wple™ qam)/B‘\I/n>
n=1

ab __
52 -

1L & log C(q)
VNg  0q¢.0q
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