
ar
X

iv
:2

50
1.

07
93

5v
1 

 [
he

p-
th

] 
 1

4 
Ja

n 
20

25

OU-HET 1259

Exotic massive fermionic systems with huge vacuum degeneracy
at boundaries

Hiroki Kawakami and Satoshi Yamaguchi

Department of Physics, Graduate School of Science,

Osaka University, Toyonaka, Osaka 560-0043, Japan

Abstract

We investigate a massive non-relativistic fermionic system exhibiting exotic features. When

the mass parameter is set to zero, the system acquires the fermionic subsystem symmetry. In-

troducing the mass term explicitly breaks this symmetry, resulting in a trivially gapped system

in the absence of boundaries. We demonstrate that with the introduction of boundaries, the

system remains gapped, but it has a huge vacuum degeneracy. The residual entropy is propor-

tional to the area of the boundary.

1 Introduction

Recently, there has been increasing interest in the study of non-relativistic systems with exotic

features, including fractons [1, 2]. For nice reviews on the topic, see [3, 4, 5]. Not only bosonic

systems, fermionic systems are also studied. Notably, a fermionic model with fermionic subsystem

symmetry was introduced in [6] by considering the supersymmetric version of the bosonic models

studied in [7, 8, 9, 10]. Additional studies of similar fermionic models can be found in [11, 12].

Furthermore, lattice fermionic fracton systems have been explored in [13, 14, 15, 16].

Introducing boundaries to such exotic systems presents an intriguing avenue of study. For ex-

ample, the anomaly inflow mechanism [17] associated with subsystem symmetry gives rise to ro-

bust, gapless boundary degrees of freedom in the systems that are otherwise trivially gapped in the

absence of boundaries. These systems, commonly referred to as subsystem symmetry protected

topological (SSPT) phases, have been extensively studied in works such as [18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23,

24, 25].

In this paper, we investigate a different type of boundary degrees of freedom in a system that

is trivially gapped in the bulk. Specifically, we study the k theory, an exotic fermionic system
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introduced in [6]. By adding a mass term to the k theory, the fermionic subsystem symmetry is

explicitly broken, resulting in a system that is trivially gapped in the absence of boundaries. This

behavior is analogous to the (1 + 1)-dimensional Majorana fermion [26], which is also trivially

gapped in a space without boundaries when a mass term is present. For the Majorana fermion, the

presence of boundaries may lead to robust ground state degeneracy depending on the mass term

and the boundary condition. We examine a similar phenomenon in the massive k theory.

We observe that when boundaries are introduced to the massive k theory, the system remains

gapped; however, it exhibits a huge number of ground states. The residual entropy, defined as

log(the number of ground states), is proportional to the area of the boundary. Our findings differ

from those in previous works [21, 22] in the following ways:

• The system remains gapped even with the introduction of boundaries.

• The (fermionic) subsystem symmetry is explicitly broken by the mass term. Consequently,

the boundary ground state degeneracy is not protected by this symmetry. If the degeneracy

is robust, it must be protected by another, as-yet unidentified, symmetry.

Investigating these observations within the framework of SSPT phases is an interesting future work.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we introduce the massive k theory

and demonstrate that it is trivially gapped in the absence of boundaries. In Sec. 3, we examine the

effects of introducing boundaries, identify possible boundary conditions, and the spectrum of the

system. Sec. 4 is devoted to conclusions and discussions.

2 The bulk system

In this section, we set up the model of the bulk system.

The system is defined on a (3 + 1)-dimensional spacetime. The three-dimensional space is a

torus )3, whose coordinates G, ~, I satisfy the following identifications:

(G, ~, I) ∼ (G + ;G , ~, I) ∼ (G, ~ + ;~, I) ∼ (G, ~, I + ;I), (2.1)

where ;G , ;~, ;I > 0 are the periods in the G, ~, I directions, respectively. The temporal coordinate is

denoted by C.

The theory considered in this paper is a massive fermionic theory, formulated as follows. The

fundamental fields of the theory are two real fermionic fields k± (C, G, ~, I). The action is given by

( =

∫

33G3C (8k+m−k+ + 8k−m+k− − 8<k−k+), (2.2)

where < ∈ R is the mass parameter. m± are defined as:

m± :=
1

2
(mC ± mGm~mI). (2.3)
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The theory described by (2.2) with < = 0 has been first introduced in [6] and referred as the

k theory. In this case, the theory has so called the fermionic subsystem symmetry, which is a shift

of k± by a function of any two spatial coordinates among G, ~, and I. This k theory is gapless

or equivalently “massless.” If periodic boundary conditions are imposed on k±, the system has a

huge vacuum degeneracy as discussed in [6]. In this paper, for simplicity, we impose anti-periodic

boundary conditions on k±. While the system remains gapless under the anti-periodic boundary

conditions, the vacuum is unique.

On the other hand, if < ≠ 0, the mass term explicitly breaks the fermionic subsystem symmetry.

The system becomes trivially gapped in the absence of boundaries, as we will demonstrate below.

Since the massive k theory (2.2) is a free field theory, we can easily solve it by the mode-

expansion. The expressions of k± in terms of eigen-modes are given by

k+ =

∑

®:

√

1

2+

l®:
+ :G:~:I

l®:

(

0 ®:
exp(8®: · ®G − 8l®:

C) + 0
†

®:
exp(−8®: · ®G + 8l®:

C)
)

,

k− =8 sign<
∑

®:

√

1

2+

l®:
− :G:~:I

l®:

(

0 ®:
exp(8®: · ®G − 8l®:

C) − 0
†

®:
exp(−8®: · ®G + 8l®:

C)
)

,

+ :=;G;~;I, (2.4)

where the wave numbers ®: = (:G , :~, :I) take the following values due to the anti-periodic boundary

condition:

:8 =
2c

;8

(

=8 +
1

2

)

, =8 ∈ Z, 8 = G, ~, I. (2.5)

The dispersion relation is given by

l®:
=

√

:2
G :

2
~:

2
I + <2. (2.6)

The anti-commutation relations of the mode operators 0 ®:
, 0

†

®:
are given by

{

0 ®:
, 0

†

®:′

}

= X®:, ®:′ . (2.7)

The Hamiltonian of this system is given by

� =

∫

33G

(

1

2
8k+mGm~mIk+ −

1

2
8k−mGm~mIk− + 8<k−k+

)

=

∑

®:

l®:
0
†

®:
0 ®:

. (2.8)

From dispersion relation (2.6), we find

l®:
≥ |< |, (2.9)

indicating that the system is gapped. The ground state is annihilated by 0 ®:
for all ®: and it is unique.

Thus, the system is trivially gapped in the absence of boundaries.
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3 The system with boundary

In this section, we examine the effects of introducing boundaries to the system. First, we explore the

possible boundary conditions. Subsequently, we analyze the spectrum of the system in the presence

of boundaries.

3.1 Boundary conditions

The space we consider here is � × )2. Here, � is an interval defined by 0 ≤ G ≤ ;G with boundaries

at G = 0 and G = ;G . The coordinates of the torus )2, denoted by ~, I, are identified as ~ ∼ ~ + ;~

and I ∼ I + ;I.

The action of the massive k theory is given by

( =

∫

33G3C (8k+m−k+ + 8k−m+k− − 8<k−k+). (3.1)

For simplicity, we impose anti-periodic boundary conditions on k± along the ~ and I directions:

k±(G, ~, I) = −k± (G, ~ + ;~, I),

k± (G, ~, I) = −k± (G, ~, I + ;I). (3.2)

To determine the possible boundary conditions at G = 0 and G = ;G , we apply the variational

principle. The variation of the action (3.1) is given by

X( =

∫

33G3C [ 28Xk+m−k+ + 28Xk−m+k− − 8<Xk−k+ − 8<k−Xk+]

+

∫

3~3I3C [Xk+m~mIk+ − Xk−m~mIk−]
G=;G
G=0

. (3.3)

The boundary conditions are chosen to ensure that the boundary term in (3.3) vanishes:
∫

3~3I3C [Xk+m~mIk+ − Xk−m~mIk−]
G=;G
G=0

. (3.4)

From this, we identify the possible boundary conditions as:

m~mIk+ = ±m~mIk− |G=0,;G . (3.5)

Actually, the boundary conditions (3.5) imply
∫

3~3I
[

Xk+m~mIk+ − Xk−m~mIk−

]

G=0
=

∫

3~3I
[

(Xk+ ∓ Xk−)m~mIk+

]

G=0

=

∫

3~3I
[

m~mI (Xk+ ∓ Xk−)k+

]

G=0
= 0. (3.6)

The same holds at G = ;G . Therefore, the boundary conditions (3.5) satisfy (3.4) and the variational

principle is satisfied.

There are four possible boundary conditions based on the signs in (3.5):
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(i). m~mIk+ = m~mIk− |G=0,;G .

(ii). m~mIk+ = m~mIk− |G=0, m~mIk+ = −m~mIk− |G=;G .

(iii). m~mIk+ = −m~mIk− |G=0,;G .

(iv). m~mIk+ = −m~mIk− |G=0, m~mIk+ = +m~mIk− |G=;G .

However, the boundary conditions (iii) and (iv) are derived by substituting < → −<, k± → ±k±

to the boundary conditions (i) and (ii), respectively. Thus, we focus on the boundary conditions (i)

and (ii) in the following.

3.2 Spectrum of the system with boundary

Let us find the spectrum of the system with boundary. The bulk theory is a free theory and the

boundary conditions (i) and (ii) are linear. Therefore, we can solve the system by the mode ex-

pansion. In order to find the spectrum, it is enough to find the eigen-modes and the dispersion

relation.

We now examine the eigen-modes of the system in detail with the boundary conditions (i) and

(ii).

3.2.1 Case (i)

Here, we analyze the system with the boundary condition (i). There are two classes of mode func-

tions to consider: the bulk modes and the boundary-localized modes. Both of them satisfy the

equations of motion derived from (3.3):

2m−k+ + <k− = 0,

2m+k− − <k+ = 0. (3.7)

Let us first consider the bulk modes q±. A plane wave solution of the equations of motion (3.7)

is given by

q+ = � exp(8®: · ®G − 8lC),

q− =
1

<
(8l − 8:G:~:I)� exp(8®: · ®G − 8lC),

l = ±l®:
, l®:

:=

√

:2
G :

2
~:

2
I + <2, (3.8)

where � is a constant and ®: = (:G , :~, :I) represents the wave vector.
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To satisfy the boundary condition, we make an ansatz that the bulk modes are given by a super-

position of incident and reflected waves:

q+ = � exp(8®: · ®G − 8lC) + � exp(−8:GG + 8:~ + 8:II − 8lC),

q− =
1

<
(8l − 8:G:~:I)� exp(8®: · ®G − 8lC) +

1

<
(8l + 8:G:~:I)� exp(−8:GG + 8:~~ + 8:II − 8lC),

(3.9)

where � and � are constants.

We substitute this ansatz for the boundary condition (i) and obtain

(< − 8l + 8:G:~:I)� + (< − 8l − 8:G:~:I)� = 0,

(< − 8l + 8:G:~:I) exp(8:G;G)� + (< − 8l − 8:G:~:I) exp(−8:G ;G)� = 0. (3.10)

In order for the above equations to have non-trivial solutions, the determinant of the coefficient

matrix must vanish.

det

(

< − 8l + 8:G:~:I < − 8l − 8:G:~:I

(< − 8l + 8:G:~:I) exp(8:G ;G) (< − 8l − 8:G:~:I) exp(−8:G ;G)

)

= 0. (3.11)

This equation is equivalent to

(< − 8l + 8:G:~:I)(< − 8l − 8:G:~:I) (exp(8:G ;G) − exp(−8:G ;G)) = 0. (3.12)

Since < ≠ 0 and l, :G , :~, :I are real, the above equation is equivalent to

exp(8:G;G) − exp(−8:GG) = 0. (3.13)

From this condition, the possible values of :G are given by

:G =
=Gc

;G
, =G ∈ Z. (3.14)

Actually, =G = = and =G = −= give the same mode function as seen in Eq. (3.9). Thus, we choose

=G > 0 as the representative. Moreover, =G = 0 is not valid since the mode function (3.9) vanishes

in this case. Therefore, we obtain

l = ±

√

:2
G :

2
~:

2
I + <2,

:G =
=Gc

;G
, :~ =

(2=~ + 1)c

;~
, :I =

(2=I + 1)c

;I
, =G , =~, =I ∈ Z , =G > 0, (3.15)

for the spectrum corresponding to the bulk modes.
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Next, let us consider the boundary-localized modes, denoted by j±. We propose the following

ansatz for these modes:

j+ = � exp(−ΛG + 8:~ + 8:II − 8lC) + � exp(ΛG + 8:~ + 8:II − 8lC)

j− =
1

<
(8l + Λ:~:I)� exp(−ΛG + 8:~ + 8:II − 8lC)

+
1

<
(8l − Λ:~:I)� exp(ΛG + 8:~ + 8:II − 8lC),

l = ±llocal(Λ, :~, :I), llocal(Λ, :~, :I) :=

√

−Λ2:2
~:

2
I + <2, (3.16)

where �, � are constants and Λ is a positive real number.

The boundary condition (i) leads to the following relations:

(< − 8l − Λ:~:I)� + (< − 8l + Λ:~:I)� = 0,

(< − 8l − Λ:~:I) exp(−Λ;G)� + (< − 8l + Λ:~:I) exp(Λ;G)� = 0. (3.17)

For non-trivial solutions to exist, the determinant of the coefficient matrix in (3.17) must vanish.

This condition is equivalent to:

(< − 8l + Λ:~:I)(< − 8l − Λ:~:I)(exp(Λ;G) − exp(−Λ;G)) = 0. (3.18)

The solutions of this equation are given by Λ = 0,± <
:~:I

.

• First, the solution Λ = 0 is invalid, as the mode function vanishes in this case.

• Second, For Λ =
<

:~:I
, we find � = 0 and l = 0 from (3.17) and (3.16), respectively. Since

Λ > 0, this solution is valid only when <
:~:I

> 0. The corresponding mode function is:

j+ = � exp

(

−
<

:~:I
G + 8:~ + 8:II

)

,

j− = � exp

(

−
<

:~:I
G + 8:~~ + 8:II

)

. (3.19)

This solution is localized at G = 0.

• Third, For Λ = − <
:~:I

, we find � = 0 and l = 0 from (3.17) and (3.16), respectively. Since

Λ > 0, this solution is valid only when <
:~:I

< 0. The corresponding mode function is:

j+ = � exp

(

−
<

:~:I
G + 8:~ + 8:II

)

,

j− = � exp

(

−
<

:~:I
G + 8:~~ + 8:II

)

. (3.20)

This solution is localized at G = ;G .
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The frequencies of these modes are exactly zero.

It follows that the system with this boundary exhibits exponentially large vacuum degeneracy.

As demonstrated above, there is one Majorana zero mode for each pair (:~, :I). Let # be the

number of such pairs, i.e., the number of Majorana zero modes. This number scales as # ∼
;~;I

02

with the lattice spacing 0. The vacuum degeneracy is given by 2
1
2
# . Consequently, the ground

states of the system with this boundary are exponentially degenerate. Furthermore, the residual

entropy is proportional to the area of the boundary.

Recall that the analogous boundary condition of the (1 + 1)-dimensional Majorana fermion is

forbidden due to the existence of an odd number of Majorana zero modes. However, the boundary

condition in our theory is not forbidden since the number of the Majorana zero modes is even,

as shown below. Actually, the complex conjugates of the mode functions (3.19) and (3.20) for

(:~, :I) are identical to the mode functions for (−:~,−:I). Therefore, precisely speaking, there

is a Dirac zero mode or two Majorana zero modes for a pair (:~, :I) and (−:~,−:I) if (:~, :I) ≠

(0, 0). Additionally, note that (:~, :I) ≠ (0, 0) for our anti-periodic boundary condition (3.2).

Consequently, the number of Majorana zero modes are even.

3.2.2 Case (ii)

Here, we analyze the system with boundary condition (ii).

The ansatz for the bulk modes remains the same as in the previous case (3.9). The boundary

condition (ii) leads to the following relations:

(< − 8l + 8:G:~:I)� + (< − 8l − 8:G:~:I)� = 0,

(< + 8l − 8:G:~:I) exp(8:G;G)� + (< + 8l + 8:G:~:I) exp(−8:G ;G)� = 0. (3.21)

In order for the above equations to have non-trivial solutions, the determinant of the coefficient

matrix must vanish:

det

(

< − 8l + 8:G:~:I < − 8l − 8:G:~:I

(< + 8l − 8:G:~:I) exp(8:G ;G) (< + 8l + 8:G:~:I) exp(−8:G;G)

)

= 0. (3.22)

This condition simplifies to:

tan :G ;G =
:G:~:I

<
. (3.23)

The general solution of this equation cannot be expressed in terms of elementary functions. Ap-

proximated solutions are available in the limiting cases:

:G ≈
=c

;G
, if |:G | ≪

�

�

�

�

<

:~:I

�

�

�

�

,

:G ≈
(2= + 1)c

2;G
, if |:G | ≫

�

�

�

�

<

:~:I

�

�

�

�

, (3.24)

= ∈ Z.
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Although :G = 0 is an exact solution of (3.23), the corresponding mode function is j± = 0, and

therefore not suitable as a valid mode function.

The ansatz for the boundary-localized modes is the same as the previous case (3.16). The

boundary condition (ii) leads to the following relations:

(< − 8l − Λ:~:I)� + (< − 8l + Λ:~:I)� = 0,

(< + 8l + Λ:~:I) exp(−Λ;G)� + (< + 8l − Λ:~:I) exp(Λ;G)� = 0. (3.25)

For non-trivial solutions to exist, the determinant of the coefficient matrix must vanish:

det

(

< − 8l − Λ:~:I < − 8l + Λ:~:I

(< + 8l + Λ:~:I) exp(−Λ;G) (< + 8l − Λ:~:I) exp(Λ;G)

)

= 0. (3.26)

This condition simplifies to:

tanhΛ;G =
Λ:~:I

<
. (3.27)

Λ = 0 is an exact solution of (3.27), but the corresponding mode function for this solution is j± = 0,

and not suitable as a mode function. A non-zero solution exists for Eq. (3.27) if and only if 1 <
<;G
:~:I

.

Assuming that the system size is large enough to satisfy 1 ≪ <;G
:~:I

,1 we can evaluate the frequency

of the boundary-localized mode. The solution of Eq. (3.27) is expressed as

Λ = Λ0 +$ (4−2Λ0 ;G ), Λ0 :=
<

:~:I
. (3.28)

Note that the reminder term $ (4−2Λ0 ;G ) in the expression of Λ is negative, leading to Λ < Λ0. The

frequency of the boundary-localized mode is given by

l = ±llocal (Λ, :~, :I), llocal(Λ, :~, :I) :=

√

−Λ2:2
~:

2
I + <2 = $ (4−Λ0;G ). (3.29)

Since llocal(Λ, :~, :I) > 0, the boundary-localized modes have exponentially small positive and

negative frequencies.

The system with this boundary also exhibits exponentially large vacuum degeneracy. As shown

above, there are two approximate zero modes for a pair (:~, :I) that satisfy
:~:I
<

> 0 and no approx-

imate zero modes for (:~, :I) that satisfy
:~:I
<

< 0. The total number of approximate zero modes

are the same as in Case (i). Consequently, the ground state degeneracy is also the same as that in

Case (i).

This system is similar to the (1 + 1)-dimensional Majorana fermion with the Neveu-Schwarz

(NS) boundary condition. In the (1 + 1)-dimensional case, the number of Majorana zero modes

depends on the sign of the mass term and can be either zero or two. In contrast, for the present

system, a large number of Majorana zero modes exist regardless of the sign of <.

1We implicitly assume the existence of a cutoff, ensuring an upper bound for |:~:I |. Thus, this condition is satisfied

if ;G is chosen sufficiently large.
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4 Conclusion and discussion

In this paper, we investigated the massive k theory (2.2) with boundaries. While the system is

trivially gapped in the absence of boundaries, we explored the effects of introducing boundary

conditions (i) and (ii). For Case (i), there are a large number of exact zero modes, resulting a huge

vacuum degeneracy. The residual entropy is proportional to the area of the boundary. Non-zero

modes exhibit a gap of |< |, ensuring that the system remains gapped. For Case (ii), although the

zero modes are not exact but approximate, the vacuum degeneracy and the gap are the same as in

Case (i).

This behavior is reminiscent of symmetry protected topological (SPT) phases, where the system

is trivially gapped in the absence of boundaries but becomes gapless or exhibits vacuum degeneracy

in the presence of boundaries. One may suspect that the massive k theory belongs to an SPT phase

or an SSPT phase. However, there are notable differences:

• Our system on the space with boundary has a vacuum degeneracy, regardless of the sign of

<. In contrast, typical SPT phases become trivial phase if the sign of the mass is reversed.

• The symmetry that protects the vacuum degeneracy of the massive k theory is not yet iden-

tified. It is not the fermionic subsystem symmetry, as it is explicitly broken by the mass

term.

• No inconsistencies were found in the boundary condition (i). This contrasts with the analo-

gous boundary condition for the (1+1)-dimensional Majorana fermion, which is inconsistent

due to the existence of odd number of Majorana zero modes.

Identifying the symmetry that protects the vacuum degeneracy of the massivek theory is an intrigu-

ing direction for future research. Possible candidates include discrete symmetries such as discrete

translations or 90-degree rotations.

In this paper, we consider only the boundary orthogonal to the G-direction. It would be inter-

esting to introduce the boundaries orthogonal to the ~ or I direction and investigate the behavior

of the system at corners. Furthermore, studying oblique boundaries is also promising direction, as

our system does not have the continuous rotational symmetry. These questions are left for future

work.
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