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Realizing topological flat bands with tailored single-particle Hilbert spaces is a critical step toward
exploring many-body phases, such as those featuring anyonic excitations. One prominent example
is the Kapit-Mueller model, a variant of the Harper-Hofstadter model that stabilizes lattice analogs
of the lowest Landau level states. The Kapit-Mueller model is constructed based on the Poisson
summation rule, an exact lattice sum rule for coherent states. In this work, we consider higher
Landau-level generalizations of the Poisson summation rule, from which we derive families of parent
Hamiltonians on a half-flux lattice which have exact flat bands whose flatband wavefunctions are
lattice version of higher Landau level states. Focusing on generic Bravais lattices with only transla-
tion and inversion symmetries, we discuss how these symmetries enforced gaplessness and singular
points for odd Landau level series, and how to achieve fully gapped parent Hamiltonians by mixing
even and odd series. Our model points to a large class of tight-binding models with suitable en-
ergetic and quantum geometries that are potentially useful for realizing non-Abelian fractionalized
states when interactions are included. The model exhibits fast decay hopping amplitudes, making
it potentially realizable with neutral atoms in optical lattices.

Narrow bands with desired topological and geomet-
ric properties are not only interesting themselves but
also crucial for realizing exotic many-particle phases
upon including interactions. Representative examples in-
clude the fractional quantum Hall effect in Landau levels
(LLs) [1]. The ultra cold atom has been emerging as an
important platform to design topological and many-body
physics [2, 3]. The Hofstadter topological bands are re-
alized in optical lattices [4, 5], and recently two-particle
fractional quantum Hall state is also reported [6].

In searching for many-particle phases with fraction-
alization, interaction and single-particle band wavefunc-
tion both play a crucial role. The Kapit-Mueller (KM)
model is one important step along this line in designing
desired band properties, with experimental implications
for electronic materials and neutral atoms in optical lat-
tices [7]. The construction of the KM model relies on
Poisson summation, an exact sum rule satisfied by low-
est LL (LLL) states. As a result, KM model exhibits
exact zero-energy flatband whose flatband Bloch states
are nothing but LLL states sampled on lattice.

In this work, we consider the generalization of the
KM model to stabilize higher LL states on a half flux
lattice, which has the potential for hosting non-Abelian
anyons when including interactions [8–10]. Our construc-
tion starts from a generalization of Poisson summation
from LLL to arbitrary high LLs [11–16]. Based on these
new sum rules, we present explicit forms of tight-binding
Hamiltonians Hn, with Gaussian-decaying hopping am-
plitudes, whose ground state is a zero-energy flatband,
and the flatband Bloch states are nth LL wavefunction
sampled on a lattice which we term lattice LL states de-

noted by φn. We mainly focus on lattice with inversion
and translation symmetry, and discuss features of our
models: for odd LL index, the interplay between inver-
sion symmetry and magnetic translation symmetry en-
forces H2n+1 to be gapless and enforces φ2n+1 to have
singular points in the momentum space. Nevertheless, a
large family of fully gapped tight-binding Hamiltonians
can be constructed based on H2n and H2n+1 which still
preserves exact flatness of the ground states and offers a
wide tunability of the flatband quantum geometry. Our
work points out a designed construction of a family of
tight-binding models that simultaneously have flat band
and tunable band geometries, potentially realizable on
optical lattices.
Review of the Kapit-Mueller model.— We start with

setting the conventions, followed by reviewing the stan-
dard LLL Poisson summation and the KM model [7].
Consider a two-dimensional infinite lattice generated by
primitive vectors a1,2. The lattice is denoted as Λ =
{ma1 + na2} where m,n are integers, the area spanned
by the unit cell is |a1 × a2| = 2πl2. We denote the
reciprocal lattice as b1,2, which obeys ai · bj = 2πδi,j .
Additionally, we consider a continuum LL wavefunction,
whose magnetic unit cell has area 2πl2B , where lB is the
magnetic length. So there is ϕ = l2/l2B number of flux
quanta per lattice unit cell. Lastly, we define lattice LL
states as the continuum LL wavefunction sampled on lat-
tice points,

|φn⟩ =
∑
r∈Λ

ΦlB
n (r)|r⟩, (1)

where |r⟩ are local, orthonormal states obeying ⟨r|r′⟩ =
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δrr′ . Coordinate r ∈ Λ is a lattice point. Here, ΦlB
n is the

nth LL wavefunction defined in continuum and |φn⟩ is an
un-normalized vector. Both ΦlB

n and |φn⟩ possess good
translation quantum numbers k on torus with enlarged
unit cell containing integer number of flux quanta [17, 18].

In particular, the LLL space is spanned by holomorphic
functions times the Gaussian factor,

ΦlB
0 (r) = f(z) exp

(
−|z|2/2l2B

)
, (2)

where z = war
a is the complex coordinate of r and wa is

the complex structure. As most commonly used, we will
take complex structure to be wa = (1, i)/

√
2. In what

follows, we use bold letters a1,2 and un-bold letters a1,2
for lattice vectors in R2 and complex plane C1 respec-
tively. The LLL states are the coherent states of the LL
ladder operator. Higher LL states are systematically con-
structed by applying the ladder operators â†lB associated
to magnetic length lB , which is,

â†lB = z̄/lB − lB∂z, âlB = lB∂z̄. (3)

The operators above act only to the function f(z) for
LLL states but not to the Gaussian factor.

The KM model is a special type of Harper-Hofstadter
model, whose hoppings are designed from Poisson sum-
mation rule [11–13, 19] such that the model stabilizes
lattice LLL state |φ0⟩ of any ϕ ∈ (0, 1) as zero-energy
ground state. The Poisson summation dictates that any
holomorphic function f(z), or LLL states equivalently,
are exactly annihilated by the following lattice summa-
tion, ∑

r∈Λ

ηrf(z)e
− |z|2

2l2 =
∑
r∈Λ

ηrΦ
lB=l
0 (r) = 0, (4)

as long as f(z) times Gaussian is not diverging. The
gauge function ηr = (−1)m+n+mn is defined respect to
lattice points r = ma1+na2. Rewriting Eqn. (4) yields a
lattice sum rule applicable for LLL states of length scale
lB ̸= l, ∑

r∈Λ

ηre
− |z|2

2 (l−2−l−2
B )ΦlB

0 (r) = 0. (5)

When l < lB , the above sum rule motivates the construc-
tion of the KM Hamiltonian D̂0,

D̂0 =
∑
d∈Λ

W0(d)t̂(d), (6)

W0(d) = ηde
− |d|2

2 (l−2−l−2
B ), (7)

where t̂(d) is the magnetic translation operator defined
on lattice satisfying,

t̂(d)t̂(d′) = exp
(
−id× d′/l2B

)
t̂(d′)t̂(d), (8)
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FIG. 1: Energy spectrum plotted under standard Landau
gauge, and hopping amplitudes of H1 and H2 on rectangular
lattice with aspect ratio |a2| = 1.2|a1|. The b̃1 = b1/2 and

b̃2 = b2 are reciprocal vectors spanning the reduced
Brillouin zone. (a), (b) are energy bands for H1 and H2,
respectively. Their ground states form exact flat bands. The
odd series Ĥ2n+1 have symmetry enforced quadratic band
touching points. (c), (d) are the corresponding energy bands
along high symmetric points. For H1, it is gapless at high
symmetry points k∗=(0, 0) and b̃2/2 due to symmetries.
Figure (e), (f) are the hopping amplitudes |J(d)| for H1, H2,
respectively. The hoppings J(d) are defined in
H =

∑
r,d∈Λ J(d)|r − d⟩⟨r|. They have a concentrated

distribution around the origin and decay fast away from the
origin. The hopping amplitudes beyond NNN order are
nearly negligible.

for lattice points d,d′ ∈ Λ. See appendix for expres-
sions of the standard lattice magnetic translation oper-
ator t̂(d). The KM Hamiltonian D̂0 is hermitian and
non-negative, and annihilates the lattice LLL states:
D̂0|φ0⟩ = 0 [20].

Higher LL sum rule and exact parent Hamiltonians.—
We proceed to discuss the key results of this work, in-
cluding lattice sum rules for higher LL states and the
corresponding exact parent Hamiltonians, on a half-flux
lattice. Firstly we notice that, any even-index LL states
with lB = l are exactly annihilated when being summed
on lattice weighted by the gauge function,∑

r∈Λ

ηrΦ
l
2n(r) = 0. (9)
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Eqn. (9) can be viewed as the generalized Poisson sum
rule. It follows from replacing the LLL in Eqn. (4) by
a squeezed coherent state — a LLL state of a different
complex structure. Since squeezed coherent state only
has even LL weights, projecting it into a particular LL,
one obtains Eqn. (9). In fact, Eqn. (9) was initially de-
rived by M. Boon and J. Zak [14, 15] when studying
amplitudes on von Neumann lattices. It is worth men-
tioning that Eqn. (9) is valid only for even index LLs and
requires lB = l; it does not apply for odd LLs, and the
non-decaying weight in the sum rule does not leads to
parent Hamiltonians. Nevertheless, in what follows, we
utilize Eqn. (9) to derive sum rules for all LL states on
a half flux lattice, including the odd-index LLs, where
the fractional flux condition ϕ = 1/2 < 1 makes the con-
struction of parent Hamiltonians possible.

To motivate the construction of parent Hamiltonians
for higher lattice LL states, we examine Eqn. (9) for sec-
ond LL Φn=2. It is expressed in terms of LL ladder op-
erators as,∑

r∈Λ

ηr
[
(z̄ − l2∂z)

2f(z)
]
e−

|z|2

2l2 = 0. (10)

Applying LLL summation Eqn. (4) to holomorphic func-
tion ∂2

zf(z) and introducing a new Gaussian decaying
factor, the above is rewritten in below as,

∑
r∈Λ

ηr z̄e
− |z|2

2 (l−2−l−2
B ) [(z̄/l − 2l∂z)f(z)] e

− |z|2

2l2
B = 0.

(11)
It is crucial to notice that z̄/l−2l∂z is trivially related

to the LL raising ladder operator â†lB , provided flux per

unit cell is one half l2B = 2l2. Therefore we have shown

that generic first LL states [â†lBf(z)] exp
(
−|z|2/2l2B

)
also

admit a sum rule. One can carry out similar procedures
to prove lattice sum rules for all LL states in a half-flux
lattice,

0 =
∑
r∈Λ

Wn(r)Φ
lB
n (r), lB =

√
2l, (12)

Wn(d) = ηdd̄
ne−

|d|2
2 (l−2−l−2

B ), (13)

whose associated zero-mode operator, satisfying
D̂n|φn⟩ = 0, is given in Eqn. (14),

D̂n =
∑
d∈Λ

Wn(d)t̂(d). (14)

Note D̂n>1 is not Hermitian. Nevertheless, a semi-
positive definite hermitian Hamiltonian can be con-
structed for all LL indices Ĥn = D̂†

nD̂n, which are the
parent Hamiltonians proposed in this work. Because Ĥn

has non-negative eigenvalues and D̂n|φn⟩ = 0, the ex-
act zero-energy flatband |φnk⟩ will be stabilized as the
ground state of Ĥn.

We find that, while the flat band of the even index Ĥ2n

is generally gapped, the odd-index Ĥ2n+1 has quadratic
band touching points. The gapless nature of Ĥ2n+1 is
enforced by the inversion and magnetic translation sym-
metries. See the band structure of Ĥ1 and Ĥ2 in Fig. 1
(a,b) for an illustration. This work focuses on generic
Bravais lattices with only inversion and translation sym-
metries. Other spatial symmetries, such as four and six
fold rotations on square and triangular lattices, can re-
sult in additional gapless points for certain Hn. We leave
detailed considerations on this for future work.

In what follows, we first explain the origin of gapless
points from two complementary views: operators and
wavefunctions. Next, we discuss how to break symmetry
constraints to open the gap while preserving the exact
flatband. In the end, the effect of truncating the tight-
binding hopping terms, possible many-body phases, and
implementation in ultracold platforms are addressed.

Inversion and translation enforced quadratic band
touching and singular points in odd series.— We define
the inversion as the unitary transformation that maps
the local basis |r⟩ to |−r⟩. It is straightforward to
see that, the zero-mode operator transforms under in-
version as D̂n → (−1)nD̂n. This ensures that, at in-
version symmetric momentum points k∗, the zero-mode
operator of odd index will vanish identically because of
D̂n,k∗ = (−1)nD̂n,k∗ . As a result, the Hamiltonian be-
comes a two by two zero matrix at k∗, leading to the
closure of the spectrum gap. There are four inversion
enforced gapless points 0, b1/2, b2/2 and (b1 + b2)/2,
and two of them 0 and b̃2/2 appear in the reduced Bril-
louin zone spanned by b̃1 = b1/2, b̃2 = b2 where band
structure is plotted Fig. 1.

Interestingly, inversion and magnetic translation sym-
metries also enforce singular points for odd lattice LL
states φ2n+1 at inversion symmetric points k∗. The sin-
gular points are defined as the momentum points where
φ2n+1 vanishes identically and cannot be removed by
multiplying an overall function of momentum [21]. Tech-
nically, this means that the corresponding orthogonal
projector is not defined at that point and the map from
the Brillouin zone to the projective space ceases to be
well-defined at that point. To better illustrate the singu-
lar points in this two-band system, we rewrite the zero-
mode lattice LL state as a two-component spinor. Its
explicit form is provided as follows, derived using the
magnetic translation symmetry of continuous LL states,

|φnk⟩ = Φnk(0)|Rk⟩+Φnk(a1)|R′
k⟩, (15)

where the magnetic unit cell is chosen to be spanned by
2a1 and a2, k is the associated translation momentum.
In the above, |Rk⟩ and |R′

k⟩ are orthogonal states. |φnk⟩
is hence essentially a pseudo-spin-1/2 state, providing a
mapping from the Brillouin zone to the Bloch sphere.
Due to the parity of LL state, both Φnk(0) and Φnk(a1)
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vanish at inversion symmetric points k∗ when n is an odd
integer. See appendix for details.

It is useful for later purposes to discuss the singular
value decomposition (SVD) of the zero-mode operators.
Since D̂n commutes with the magnetic translation op-
erator, it can be block-diagonalized by the momentum
quantum number. At given momentum, D̂nk is a two
by two non-hermitian matrix when n ≥ 1. It admits a
singular value decomposition,

D̂nk = λnk|φ⊥
0k⟩⟨φ⊥

nk|, (16)

where λnk is the non-zero singular value, and φ⊥
nk is de-

fined to be a normalized vector that is orthogonal to
φnk. Since we are working in a two band system, φ⊥

nk

is uniquely determined, up to a U(1) phase, by φnk as
long as it is defined — this is generally true for all D̂2n,k,

and D̂2n+1,k when away from gapless points k∗. Hence
the SVD representation is restricted for even-index zero-
mode operators, or odd indexed zero-mode operators out-
side gapless points. In the above, the left and right singu-
lar vectors are determined from the zero-mode equations
D̂n|φnk⟩ = D̂†

n|φ0k⟩ = 0 [22].
The SVD representation implies Ĥn and D̂nD̂

†
n share

identical spectrum: one zero-mode and one dispersive
band Enk = |λnk|2, but their eigenstates are differ-
ent. Suppose λnk is smooth with respect to k, the
quadratic form of Bloch energy Enk also immediately im-
plies its vanishing behavior cannot be linear but has to
be quadratic. Last but not least, the SVD representation
implies one way to construct gapped parent Hamiltoni-
ans, to be explained in below.

Gapped exact parent Hamiltonians.— Here we consider
linearly mixing D̂n by complex valued superposition co-
efficients κn ∈ C,

Ĥκ ≡ D̂†
κD̂κ, D̂κ ≡

∑
n

κnD̂n. (17)

The SVD form of D̂n implies Ĥκ still has one exact
zero-energy ground state whose wavefunction is the vec-
tor orthogonal to

∑
n κ̄nλnk|φ⊥

nk⟩. Importantly, when
{κn} contains both even and odd components, due to
the loss of inversion constrains, Ĥκ becomes gapped.

Numerically, first LL like topological flatband obeying∫
Trg≈3 is found to be crucial for interacting fermions to

form non-Abelian states, supported by various settings
including standard LLs, moiré flatbands [23–27] and the
general framework termed generalized LLs [28]. Moti-
vated by this, we examine first LL type gapped flatband
in our model by linearly combining D̂0 and D̂1. As a case
study, we will take the following form of linear combina-
tion with real valued coefficient λ ∈ (0, 1],

D̂λ ≡ (1− λ)D̂1 + λD̂0, Ĥλ ≡ D̂†
λD̂λ, (18)

and study the spectrum and geometric properties of the
resulting Hamiltonian Ĥλ. As discussed above, the Ĥλ

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 2: The evolution of band properties with respect to
the mixing λ and the hopping truncation ξ. The truncation
sets the upper bound of the hopping range such that we only
retain hopping terms J(ma1 + na2) with |m|+|n|≤ξ in
model Eqn. (18). (a) Band gap, which is defined as the
minimal energy of the higher band minus the maximal
energy of the lower band. (b) Bandwidth of the lower band.
(c), (d) Chern number and the integration of the trace of
metric tensor. While the exact model with ξ = ∞ is fully
gapped with a C = 1 lower band whenever λ ̸= 0, the
truncated model with finite ξ has topological transition at
finite λc (marked with dash lines) where gap closes and
reopens. The critical λc moves towards 0 when ξ increases.

is fully gapped in the entire range of λ ∈ (0, 1], which is
also seen in Fig. 2 (a). By varying λ, one can trace the
evolution between the lattice first LL state (λ=0) and
lattice LLL states (λ=1). The φ0 saturates the trace
bound [29–38], but φn>1 does not and their integrated
trace of metric is not quantized; Schmidt-Gram orthogo-
nalizing φn yields lattice versions of generalized LLs with
quantized integrated trace of quantum metric [28]. The
effect of the truncation to the band gap, band width,
quantum geometry and Chern number is also included in
Fig. 2. Our model provides guidance in designing large
family of tight-binding models exhibiting flatbands with
desired band wavefunction and quantum geometries.

Possible many-body physics, optical lattices and
outlooks.— The fast decay of hopping amplitude makes
the cold-atom realization of the model possible. For
ultracold atomic gases in an optical lattice, various
techniques to engineer Chern bands have been devel-
oped [3, 39, 40], which have led to the realizations of com-
plex hopping amplitudes through modulation assisted
tunnelings [4, 5] and complex next-nearest-neighbor hop-
ping through Floquet methods [41, 42].

Including interactions on top of the Chern band is
possible to give rise to fractional quantum Hall phases.
Pure multi-particle onsite interaction in lattice LLL will
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be ideal for bosonic Pfaffian state, as it is the parent
many-body Hamiltonian. Although high-body interac-
tion is possible to be generated from multi-particle loss
processes [43, 44], the most natural inter-particle inter-
actions in ultracold atomic gases are two-body on-site
Hubbard interaction [2]. Additionally, numerical studies
of interacting bosons with long-range interaction in KM
model indicates a wide class of non-Abelian states [45].
This also suggests it is promising for having non-Abelian
states from short-range interacting bosons in our models.
We leave further exploration of interacting physics in our
models for future work.

We notice bosonic Pfaffian state from on-site Hubbard
interaction has been numerically observed in a Hofstadter
model of ϕ = 1/6 [46]. Extending our models from half
flux to general flux is possible, and is an interesting future
direction. This could offer analytical insight for the ori-
gin of the non-Abelian state and help identify wider pa-
rameter spaces for these exotic phases, particularly from
geometric perspectives.

It is worthy to study the role of higher crystalline
symmetries and their interplay with magnetic transla-
tion in constraining gapless points. Additionally, it is
also possible to extend our model to non-Bravais lattice,
where such generalization was already achieved for KM
model [47]. The interaction-driven instabilities in our
quadratic band touching models Ĥ2n+1 is also interest-
ing to explore further [48]. Last but not least, since the
modern theory defines coherent state with respect to a
general Lie group [49, 50], extending the Poisson summa-
tion constitutes an interesting mathematical question po-
tentially useful for flatband models and simulating many-
body physics.
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— APPENDIX —

In the appendix, we provide more detailed discussions
on: coherent states and sum rules, lattice LL states, and
model Hamiltonians.

COHERENT STATES AND SUM RULES

Conventions

As discussed in the main text, we consider a 2D lat-
tice Λ embedded in 2D continuum. We denote prim-
itive vectors as a1,2, which encloses area a1 × a2 =
ϵaba

a
1a

b
2 = 2πl2. Here a, b = x, y denote spacial direc-

tion and ϵxy = −ϵyx = 1 is the anti-symmetric tensor.
A generic point in the 2D continuum is denoted as r =

r1a1 + r2a2 = (rx, ry), where r1,2 ∈ R. A lattice point
has integer valued decomposition m,n ∈ Z on primitive
vectors r = ma1 + na2 ∈ Λ. We consider infinity large
lattice, so m,n are unbounded.

The mapping from the 2D space to complex plane is
determined by the complex structure z = war

a. The
complex structure wa=x,y = (1, τ)/

√
2τ2 where τ = τ1 +

iτ2 is the moduli parameter. Here τ1,2 are real valued
and τ2 > 0. The complex structure is constrained by
ϵabω̄aωb = i and induces a natural uni-modular metric,

gab =
1

τ2

(
1 τ1
τ1 |τ |2

)
= w̄awb + waw̄b, (19)

that defines distance for the 2D space gabr
arb = 2zz̄.

Coherent states

The Hilbert space of coherent states are specified by
the complex structure and the magnetic length lB . The
LLL coherent states ΦlB ,g

0 (r) referred in this work are
defined as states annihilated by the annihilation operator
of Landau orbital, and and are expressed as holomorphic
functions up to a Gaussian term,

âlB ,g = z/(2lB) + lB ∂̄z, âlB ,gΦ
lB ,g
0 = 0, (20)

ΦlB ,g
0 (r) = f(z) exp

(
−|z|2

2l2B

)
, (21)

= f(z) exp

(
− r2

4l2B

)
, z = war

a,

where r is a point in the 2D continuum. Here r2 stands
for gabr

arb.The subscripts and superscripts lB , g empha-
size they are determined by the characteristic length
lB and metric gab = ω̄aωb + ωaω̄b (equivalently, the

complex structure). The ΦlB ,g
0 is the LLL state of a

Galilean invariant LL model ĤLL = gabπaπb where
πa = −i∂a−ieAa are the dynamical momentum obeying
the algebra [πa, πb] = iϵabl

−2
B .

Squeezed coherent states

As is illustrated above, the creation/annihilation op-

erator of Landau orbital, â†lB ,g = z̄/(2lB) − lB∂z and

âlB ,g = z/(2lB) + lB ∂̄z, are defined respect to a given
metric (complex structure). This representation of the
ladder operator has action on the Gaussian factor. These
operators with different metrics are related by an unitary
(Bogoliubov) transformation generated by the squeeze
operator,

âlB ,g′ = Ŝ†
lB ,g(ζ)âlB ,gŜlB ,g(ζ), (22)

= cosh r âlB ,g − eiθ sinh r â†lB ,g, ζ = reiθ,

âlB ,g′ = Ŝ†
lB ,g(ζ)âlB ,gŜlB ,g(ζ), (23)

= −e−iθ sinh r âlB ,g + cosh r â†lB ,g, ζ = reiθ,

ŜlB ,g(ζ) = exp

(
ζ̄

2
â2lB ,g −

ζ

2
â†2lB ,g

)
= Ŝ†

lB ,g(−ζ). (24)

The metrics and complex structures are related as fol-
low,

ω′
a = cosh r ωa − eiθ sinh r ω̄a, (25)

ω̄′
b = −e−iθ sinh r ωb + cosh r ω̄b, (26)

and,

g′ab = w̄′
aw

′
b + w′

aw̄
′
b (27)

The squeezing operation amounts to a determinant pre-
serving deformation of the metric of the coherent state
with ϵabω̄′

aω
′
b = ϵabωaωb = i. When considering embed-

ding a 2D lattice into a complex plane, it effectively tunes
the shape of the lattice cell on the complex plane while

preserving its area. The kernel of âlB ,g′ , i.e. states ΦlB ,g′

0 ,

are referred to as the squeezed coherent states of ΦlB ,g
0 .

Lattice sum rules

Perelomov introduced a sum rule known as the
Perelomov identity (or Poisson summation) for coherent
states [11]. Considering coherent states of lB = l, they
are exactly annihilated by the following lattice summa-
tion, ∑

r∈Λ

ηrΦ
l,g
0 (r) = 0, ∀g, (28)

where ηr = (−1)m+n+mn for lattice point r = ma1 +
na2 ∈ Λ is the gauge function. It is worthy to emphasize
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Eqn. (28) is valid for any choice of the uni-modular metric
g.

There are few descends of the Perelomov identity
Eqn. (28), which we discuss in below.

Lattice sum rule for lowest LL states

The sum rule useful for constructing Kapit Mueller
model is the following, which follows directly from
Eqn. (28),

0 =
∑
r∈Λ

ηrW
g
0 (r)Φ

lB ,g
0 (r), (29)

W g
0 (r) = exp

[
−r2

4
(l−2 − l−2

B )

]
, lB > l,

where the gauge function ηr = (−1)m+n+mn is deter-
mined by the lattice Λ. Since coherent states are iden-
tical to LLL states, the above identity is equivalent to
stating, in the physics content that, any LLL states with
lB ≥ l can be exactly annihilated by summing over lattice
points weighted by ηrW

g
0 (r),∑

r∈Λ

ηrW
g
0 (r)Φ

lB ,g
0 (r) = 0. (30)

When l = lB , the above sum rule reduces to Eqn. (28).
However, for the purpose of utilizing the sum rule to con-
struct parent Hamiltonians with local hopping, the con-
dition lB > l is needed. We leave discussions of the Kapit
Mueller model Hamiltonian in the following section.

Lattice sum rule for even-indexed LL states

We now discuss generalization of the Perelomov iden-
tity to all even-indexed LL states. We start from the ini-
tial identity Eqn. (28) and treat coherent states equipped
with an arbitrary metric g̃ as squeezed coherent states of
another metric g.∑
r∈Λ

ηr⟨r|Φl,g̃
0 ⟩ =

∑
r∈Λ

ηr⟨r|Ŝl,g(ζ)|Φl,g
0 ⟩ (31)

=
∑
r∈Λ

∞∑
m=0

ηr⟨r|χ2m(ζ)|Φl,g
2m⟩ = 0 ζ ∈ C

The χ2n(ζ) function takes the form,

χ2n(ζ) =

√
(2n)!

2nn!

(− tanh r)
n

√
cosh r

einϕ, ζ = reiϕ (32)

This series of functions satisfies the following orthogonal-
ity relation, ∫

C
χ̄2n(ζ)χ2m(ζ)d2ζ = Nnδnm (33)

Nn =

∫ ∞

0

(tanh r)2n

cosh r
dr (34)

We utilize Eqn. (33) as a projector to obtain,

Nn

∑
r∈Λ

∞∑
m=0

ηr

∫
C
χ̄2n(ζ)χ2m(ζ)d2ζ⟨r|Φl,g

2m⟩ = 0, (35)

This leads to, ∑
r∈Λ

ηrΦ
l,g
2n(r) = 0. (36)

Eqn. (36) is the generalized Perelomov identity for all
even LL states and is initially derived by M.Boon and
J.Zak through a different method [14, 15]. Notably, this
sum rule is not valid for odd LL states.

Lattice sum rules for all LL states

We now utilize the generalized Perelomov identity to
construct lattice sum rules for all LL states. Define the
creation/annihilation operator of Landau orbital that ef-
fectively acts on the LL wavefunction up to the Gaussian
term. For lowest LL wavefunction, it’s the holomorphic
subspace f(z).

âlB ,f = lB ∂̄z, â†lB ,f = z̄/lB − lB∂z. (37)

We take Φl
2n = [â†2nlB ,ff(z)]e

−|z|2/2l2 , and consider gen-
eral n ∈ N. We first rewrite the even LL sum rule as
follows, ∑

r∈Λ

ηr[(z̄ − l2∂z)
2nf(z)]e−|z|2/2l2 = 0, (38)

which is equivalent to,∑
r∈Λ

ηr{[z̄(z̄ − 2l2∂z)− l4∂2
z ]

nf(z)} · e−|z|2/2l2 = 0. (39)

It has the binomial expansion,∑
r∈Λ

n∑
m=0

ηr

(
n

m

)
{[z̄(z̄ − 2l2∂z)]

m(−l4∂2
z )

n−mf(z)}

·e−|z|2/2l2 = 0, ∀n ∈ N, (40)

as (−l4∂2
z ) keeps the holomorphic subspace intact, and it

applies to all natural number n, one find each monomial
of the polynomial yields a lattice zero summation,∑
r∈Λ

ηr{[z̄(z̄ − 2l2∂z)]
nf(z)} · e−|z|2/2l2 = 0, ∀n ∈ N,

(41)
if we take l2B = 2l2, and intentionally split the Gaussian
term into two parts with one being the Gaussian pocket
for LL wavefuntion and the other being part of the weight
for lattice summation, we obtain,∑

r∈Λ

ηr z̄
ne−|z|2/2l2B [a†nlBf(z)] · e

−|z|2/2l2B = 0, (42)
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which is equivalent as,∑
d∈Λ

ηdd̄
ne−|z|2/2l2BΦlB

n (d) = 0, l2B = 2l2, (43)

valid for all n with l2B = 2l2. The above equation is then
established as a lattice sum rule with local weight for all
LLs.

LATTICE LL STATES

The lattice LL states are defined as the continuum LL
states sampled on lattice. They are given by,

|φnk⟩ ≡
∑
r∈Λ

ΦlB
nk(r)|r⟩, (44)

where |r⟩ is a complete and orthogonal local real space
basis states.

The state φnk is un-normalized. If φnk is defined, the
normalized state will beNnkφnk where the normalization
factor,

N−2
nk =

∑
r∈Λ

|ΦlB
nk(r)|

2, (45)

and in general has k−dependence. If φnk vanishes at
some momentum points k∗, the lattice LL states are not
well defined at k∗.
Here we briefly comment on the quantum geometries

of the lattice LL states. It is also worthy to notice
that φ0k is an ideal Kähler band (lowest generalized
LL), a subject discussed in Ref. (28, 29, 31–35). The
φ0k saturates the trace bound

∫
d2k Trgk = |C|, fol-

lowing the fact that its periodic part u0k, defined as
e−ik·rφ0k is a holomorphic function of momentum k. For
general momentum points, the higher LL lattice states
are not orthogonal to each other, because the orthogo-
nality of LL states requires continuous integration, but
here the norm is defined respect to lattice summation,∑

r∈Λ NmkΦ
∗
mk(r)NnkΦnk(r) ̸= δmn. Therefore, ϕn>0,k

does not qualify to be the generalized LL states proposed
in Ref. (28), so their integrated trace of quantum met-
ric are not expected to take quantized values. They are
rather lattice version of the modulated LL states [28].
However, if consecutive Schmidt-Gram orthogonaliza-
tion is performed, generalized LL states are generated
and quantized integrated trace of quantum metric is ex-
pected.

Translation symmetry

Continuum LL states: wavefunction and translational
properties

The continuum LL wavefunctions ΦlB
nk(r) are quasi-

periodic when translated on magnetic unit cell. Since

this work mainly focus on half flux lattice, without loss of
generality, one can choose the magnetic primitive lattice
vectors to be ã1 = 2a1 and ã2 = a2. The momentum k
labeling the wavefunction is spanned by b̃1 = b1/2 and
b̃2 = b2.
The quasi-periodicity of the LL wavefunctions is,

ΦlB
nk(r+ ãi) = −eiãi×r/2l2Beik·ãiΦlB

nk(r), i = 1, 2. (46)

Concrete form of the LLL wavefunction on torus can
be obtained by the modified Weierstrass sigma function
σ(z) [17, 18],

ΦlB
0k(r) = σ(z − zk)e

z̄kz/l
2
Be−(|z|2+|zk|2)/2l2B , (47)

where zk = −ik and the quasi-periodic domain of σ(z) is
ã1,2. The Φ0k(r) is the momentum resolved LLL state,
hence obviously it belongs to Φ0(r). Higher LL wave-
functions are obtained by applying ladder operators. For
instance, the first LL wavefunction is,

Φ1k(r) = [(z̄ − z̄k)− ζ(z − zk)] Φ0k(r), (48)

where ζ(z) = σ′(z)/σ(z) is the modified Weierstrass zeta
function.

Lattice translation operator

A lattice magnetic translation t̂(d) is defined to hop
particle by lattice vector d = ma1+na2. The translation
operator has to obey the magnetic translation algebra to
take into account the nonzero flux,

t̂(d)t̂(d′) = e−id×d′/2l2B t̂(d+ d). (49)

One choice of the concrete form of t̂(d) is given as
follows,

t̂(d) =
∑
r∈Λ

eid×r/2l2B |r − d⟩⟨r|. (50)

Alternative forms can be obtained by applying a site-
dependent unitary transformation. For instance, for r =
ma1 + na2, denoting r1 = ma1 and r2 = na2, the local
unitary transformation,

|r⟩ → e−ir1×r2/2l
2
B |r⟩ = e−iπmnϕ|r⟩, (51)

maps the translation operator t̂(d) to,

t̂(d) → e−id1×d2/2l
2
B

∑
r∈Λ

eid1×r2/l
2
B |r − d⟩⟨r|, (52)

where d1,2 stands for the first and second components of
lattice vector: d1 = ma1 and d2 = na2.
We will term Eqn. (50) and Eqn. (52) as translation

operator in symmetric gauge and Landau gauge, respec-
tively. The Landau gauge is only used for numerical stud-
ies. We will proceed the analytical derivation with sym-
metric gauge.
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For following derivations, it is useful to notice the ac-
tion of translation operator on lattice states,

t̂(d)|φnk⟩ =
∑
r∈Λ

e
i
2k·rΦn,k−kr (d)|r⟩, (53)

where (kr)a ≡ −ϵabr
b/l2B . In deriving the above, the fol-

lowing identity is useful, which follows from the magnetic
translation properties of continuum LL states,

Φnk(r + d) = Φn,k−kr (d)e
i
2k·re−id×r/2l2B . (54)

Eqn. (53) will later be used to prove the zero mode of
the Kapit-Mueller model (for n = 0) and its generaliza-
tion studied in this work (n > 0).

Spinor representation

In this section, we focus on half flux lattice. Since
there are two lattice points in each magnetic unit cell, the
lattice LL state can be represented as a two component
spinor. The summation of lattice points in constructing
the lattice LL state can be separated into two parts,

|φnk⟩ =
∑

m,n∈Z
Φnk(2ma1 + na2)|2ma1 + na2⟩,

+
∑

m,n∈Z
Φnk(a1 + 2ma1 + na2)|a1 + 2ma1 + na2⟩,

=
∑
ã

Φnk(ã)|ã⟩+Φnk(a1 + ã)|a1 + ã⟩, (55)

where we have taken the magnetic unit cell to be spanned
by 2a1 and a2. The ã denotes the origin of the magnetic
unit cell. After using the magnetic translation properties
of the continuum state Eqn. (46), one arrives at,

|φnk⟩ = Φnk(0)|Rk⟩+Φnk(a1)|R′
k(a1)⟩, (56)

where orthogonal states |Rk⟩ =
∑

ã ηãe
ik·ã|ã⟩ and

|R′
k⟩ =

∑
ã ηãe

i
2 ã×a1eik·ã|ã+a1⟩. The two independent

components Φnk(0) and Φnk(a1) span a spinor.
Meanwhile, the LL wavefunction also obeys the follow-

ing inversion symmetry:

Φn,k(r) = (−1)n+1Φn,−k(−r). (57)

By combining the inversion and translation properties
Eqn. (46), (54), (57) of LL wavefunctions, one can derive
that the lattice wave function |φnk⟩ vanish at k=b̃1/2
and (b̃1 + b̃2)/2, i.e.,

Φ2n+1,b̃1/2
(0) = Φ2n+1,b̃1/2

(a1) = 0, (58)

Φ2n+1,(b̃1+b̃2)/2
(0) = Φ2n+1,(b̃1+b̃2)/2

(a1) = 0. (59)

It leads to that the energy bands of H2n+1’s are gap-
less at these points. These gapless points are singular

points studied in Ref. [21] and the corresponding flat
bands are singular flat bands. Note that there is a triv-
ial momentum shift between the symmetric gauge and
Landau gauge, due to gauge transformations. In Section
“zero mode operator”, we comment how to see the gap-
less point complementarily from the symmetry properties
of the zero-mode operator.

Projector and topology of the odd lattice LL states

In this part, we discuss the mathematical aspects of
the singular points in more detail.

For odd n, the projector Pnk := |φnk⟩⟨φnk|√
⟨φnk|φnk⟩

is well-

defined for all k except the k∗ singular points. This is
a non-trivial result despite the fact that |φnk⟩ vanishes
at those singular points. This is because, in many cases,
|φnk⟩= 0 at k = k∗ does not imply limk→k∗ Pnk does not
exist. In the case that the limit does exist, we can define
a new projector P̃nk := Pnk for k ̸= k∗ and P̃nk∗ :=
limk→k∗ Pnk. This gives a new well-defined projector
that is continuous over the entire Brillouin Zone where
we can recover our band topology. As stated above, this
limit does not exist for odd n.

Another way to understand this is that there are sin-
gularities in Bloch wavefunctions which are removable
by a gauge transformation and those are not. A sim-
ple example is that of a linear band crossing in two di-
mensions. In that case, assuming the crossing occurs
at k = 0, the Bloch Hamiltonian, near that point, can
be modeled by H = kxσx + kyσy, where σx and σy are
Pauli matrices. The unnormalized Bloch wavefunction
for the upper band can be chosen to be |uk⟩ = (|z|, z),
for z = kx+ iky. Observe that the wavefunction vanishes
at the band crossing point. This singularity is not remov-
able. Indeed, we can choose the representative (1, z/|z|)
for the Bloch wavefunction and we see that we can not ex-
tend the wavefunction to the origin. The corresponding

orthogonal projector is P (k) = 1
2

[
1 z̄/|z|

z/|z| 1

]
, which is

not defined at the origin. Removable singularities occur
generically when one has a rank 1 globally defined peri-
odic orthogonal projector P (k) and hence a well-defined
Bloch (line) bundle, but the former is not topologically
trivial. In this case, one cannot hope to find a glob-
ally defined periodic Bloch wavefunction, which forces us
to work with locally defined nonvanishing Bloch wave-
functions (i.e., local sections of the Bloch bundle) or
with globally defined nonvanishing but multivalued Bloch
wavefunctions. In the former case, if we try to extend the
local section to a global section we will necessarily find
zeros (or other kinds of singularities), while in the latter
case the singularity arrises in the multivaluedness of the
Bloch wavefunction.

Now let us focus on the topological classification, from
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the Bloch line bundle point of view, in the case there
are singularities. Suppose we have n singularities, with
n ≥ 1. In our case n = 2, but it is instructive to keep
the discussion general. Then, we can define a Bloch line
bundle over the Brillouin zone with n punctures, i.e., with
n points removed. The Brillouin zone with n puctures is
a topological space that has the homotopy type of an
n-bouquet, which topologically is the same as the wedge
sum of n circles. This is a 1-dimensional space and cannot
support second cohomology, where the first Chern class
naturally lives. Since the first Chern class classifies line
bundles up to isomorphism (in the smooth category), the
Bloch line bundle is trivializable in this case.

MODEL HAMILTONIANS

Zero mode operator

The zero mode operator introduced in the main text,

D̂n =
∑
d∈Λ

Wn(d)t̂(d). (60)

In this section, we will discuss in detail why such op-
erator exactly annihilates lattice LL states. In addition,
we will discuss symmetry constrains on such operators,
and the enforced vanishing points.

Zero energy mode

Here we prove the following properties on lattice of
ϕ = l2/l2B number of flux quanta per unit cell.

• For any ϕ ∈ (0, 1), the D̂0 has zero modes φ0k.

• On half-flux lattice ϕ = 1/2, the D̂n of all n has
right zero modes D̂n|φnk⟩ = 0.

• For any ϕ ∈ (0, 1), the D̂†
n of all n has right zero

modes D̂†
n|φ0k⟩ = 0.

The first two statements follows from the lattice sum
rule discussed above. To see this, we apply D̂n to φnk

and use Eqn. (53),

⟨r|D̂n|φnk⟩ =
∑

d,r∈Λ

Wn(d)⟨r|t̂(d)|φnk⟩, (61)

=
∑
r∈Λ

e
i
2k·r

[∑
d∈Λ

Wn(d)Φn,k−kr (d)

]
,

which yields zero after applying generalized sum rules.
The last statement follows directly from the LLL lattice
sum rule. We notice D̂0 is precisely the Kapit-Mueller
model (when adding an extra on-site chemical potential
term to the original model) [7]. The Ĥn = D̂†

nD̂n is
the new model studied in this work whose zero-energy
flatband is φnk.

Symmetry properties and gapless points

We denote the inversion operator as Î, which is a uni-
tary operator that maps local basis |r⟩ to its inversion
partner Î|r⟩ = |−r⟩. The inversion transformation maps
the translation operator to its inverse,

Î t̂(d)Î−1 = t̂(−d), (62)

and consequently, the zero mode operator transforms as,

ÎD̂nÎ
−1 = (−1)nD̂n. (63)

In other words, even indexed operator commute with in-
version [D̂2n, Î] = 0 and the odd indexed operator anti-
commute with inversion {D̂2n+1, Î} = 0.
See see the gapless points from the zero-mode opera-

tor, we seek the momentum representation of D̂n in the
Landau gauge Eqn. (52). In such gauge, the translation
is generated by two elementary translations,

t̂1 ≡ t̂(a1) =
∑
r∈Λ

eia1×r2/l
2
B |r − a1⟩⟨r|, (64)

t̂2 ≡ t̂(a2) =
∑
r∈Λ

|r − a2⟩⟨r|, (65)

where it is easy to verify t̂1t̂2 = −t̂2t̂1. We will ex-
pand the translation operator and the zero-mode op-
erator in the momentum basis |k⟩ defined as |k⟩ =∑

r∈Λ exp(ik · r)|r⟩. Here k belongs to the un-folded
Brillouin zone spanned by b1,2; as we will soon see, the
magnetic translation will down-fold the Brillouin zone to
a reduced zone with half area. The actions of the ele-
mentary translations to momentum basis are given by,

t̂1|k⟩ = e2πik1 |k + b2/2⟩, (66)

t̂2|k⟩ = e2πik2 |k⟩, (67)

where k = k1b1 + k2b2. The momentum point in the re-
duced zone will be defined as the simultaneous eigenstate
of t̂21 and t̂2,

t̂21|k̃⟩ = e2πik̃1 |k̃⟩, (68)

t̂2|k̃⟩ = e2πik̃2 |k̃⟩, (69)

where k = k̃1b̃1 + k̃2b̃2 = k1b1 + k2b2 where b̃1 = b1/2
and b̃2 = b2. The k̃1 = 2k1 ∈ [0, 1) and k̃2 = k2 ∈ [0, 1).
The matrix element of the zero-mode operator, at a

point in the reduced Brillouin zone, is,

D̂n,k =

(
⟨k|D̂n|k⟩ ⟨k|D̂n|k + b2/2⟩

⟨k + b2/2|D̂n|k⟩ ⟨k + b2/2|D̂n|k + b2/2⟩

)
.

(70)
The symmetry properties ÎD̂n = (−1)nD̂nÎ, Î|k⟩ = | −
k⟩, |k + b⟩ = |k⟩ implies the following identities,

D̂n,k = (−1)nD̂n,−k, D̂n,k = D̂n,k+b. (71)
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Hence we proved the D̂n,k becomes a two by two zero ma-
trix at inversion symmetric points 0, b1,2/2 or (b1+b2)/2
when the LL index is 2n+1. Since the reduced Brillouin
zone is half of the Brillouin zone, it only contains two of
the gapless points 0 and b2/2.

Explicit Tight-binding Form

In this section, we provide explicit form of the tight-
binding model. Since our model’s hopping amplitude has
Gaussian decay, one can truncate the model parameters
while well approximately preserving key features, such as
narrow band and quantum geometries.

In the exact limit, the model Hamiltonian Ĥn reads,

Ĥn = D̂†
nD̂n, (72)

=
∑

d,d′∈Λ

W ∗
n(−d′)Wn(d)t̂(d

′)t̂(d),

=
∑

d,d′∈Λ

e
− i

2l2
B

d′×d
W ∗

n(−d′)Wn(d)t̂(d+ d′),

where magnetic translation algebra is used.
To proceed, we introduce d+ ≡ d+d′ and d− ≡ d−d′,

which are lattice points. However, notice d± are not
independent: the ηd+

is locked to be identical to ηd− .
By using ηdηd′ = ηd+

exp(±id+ × d−/4l
2), one arrive at

the compressed form of the model Hamiltonian which is
one of the key result derived in this section,

Ĥn =
∑
d∈Λ

Jn(d)t̂(d), (73)

where the tight-binding coupling is given by,

Jn(d) = ηdGn(d)e
−(l−2−l−2

B )d2/4, (74)

Gn(d+) =
∑

d−∈d++2Λ

wn(d+,d−)e
−(l−2−l−2

B )w∗(d+,d−),

where the function w(d+,d−) = (d− − d+)(d̄− + d̄+)/4.
In the above, un-bolded letter d± refers to the complex
coordinate of d±. The summation over d+ + 2Λ means
summing over lattice points (m++2m)a1+(n++2n)a2

where d+ = m+a1 +n+a2. The half-flux condition lB =√
2l should be imposed.


	Exact Parent Hamiltonians for All Landau Level States in a Half-flux Lattice
	Abstract
	References
	— Appendix —
	Coherent states and sum rules
	Conventions
	Coherent states
	Squeezed coherent states

	Lattice sum rules
	Lattice sum rule for lowest LL states
	Lattice sum rule for even-indexed LL states
	Lattice sum rules for all LL states


	Lattice LL States
	Translation symmetry
	Continuum LL states: wavefunction and translational properties
	Lattice translation operator

	Spinor representation
	Projector and topology of the odd lattice LL states

	Model Hamiltonians
	Zero mode operator
	Zero energy mode
	Symmetry properties and gapless points

	Explicit Tight-binding Form



