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Though symmetry-based indicators formulae are powerful in diagnosing topological states with
a gapped band structure at/between any high-symmetry points, it fails in diagnosing topological
degeneracies when the compatibility condition is violated. In such cases, we can only obtain infor-
mation of whether there is a band degeneracy at some high-symmetry points or along some high-
symmetry lines by the compatibility condition. Under the framework of symmetry-based indicator
theories, we proposed an algorithm to diagnose the topological band crossings in the compatibility
condition-violating systems to obtain the whole topological information, by using the symmetry-
based indicator formulae of their subgroups. In this paper, we reinterpret the algorithm in a simpler
way with two material examples preserving different topological states in spinless systems with
time-reversal symmetry, discuss the limitation of the symmetry-based indicator theories, and make
further discussions on the algorithm applying in spinful systems with time-reversal symmetry.

I. INTRODUCTION

Symmetry-based indicator theories [1–5] greatly de-
crease the calculation to diagnose topological phases of
a material, and tremendous progress has been made in
effectively diagnosing topological materials in the past
few years [6–8], such as symmetry-based indicator for-
mulae for topological insulators[3, 5], topological crys-
talline insulators[3, 5], and topological semimetals[4].
However, on one hand, two conditions should be met
before the application of those formulae: (i) the num-
ber of each irreducible representation at high-symmetry
points (HSPs) should satisfy the compatibility condi-
tion, i.e., the band structure either has no band crossing
at/between any of those HSPs or has band crossing along
high-symmetry lines (HSLs) can be gapped out without
making an additional band inversion at any HSPs, as
shown in Fig. 1 (b-c); (ii) The system should preserve a
nontrivial symmetry-based indicator group, which means
that symmetry-based indicator formulae are restricted in
limited space groups. On the other hand, as presented
in our previous work [6], more than 62% (98%) materials
are diagnosed to be a topological semimetal in the spin-
ful (spinless) case. Among those topological semimetals,
which are the majority of the diagnosed topological ma-
terials, 100% of them in the spinful case and 99% in the
spinless case violate the condition (i), which means that
we cannot use the symmetry-based indicator formulae to
get further topological information with a simple calcu-
lation.

However, according to the algorithm proposed in our
previous work [9], most of the topological semimetals can
be further diagnosed by the symmetry-based indicator
of their subgroups to obtain the whole topological in-
formation. Such algorithm requires one to ignore some
crystalline symmetries of the system, so as to obtain a
subgroup which meets both of Condition (i) and Condi-
tion (ii) at the same time. Yet, still a minority of them
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FIG. 1. Three different kinds of band structure between two
high-symmetry points, where the red and blue line repre-
sents the occupied and the unoccupied band, respectively.
HSP1 and HSP2 are two different high-symmetry points in
the Brillouin zone. (a) Band structure violating the compat-
ibility condition. (b-c) Two different band structures satis-
fying the compatibility condition. (d) Two cases where we
cannot (Case (A)) and can (Case (B)) use the symmetry-
based indicator formulae to diagnose topological information.

cannot be diagnosed by the symmetry-based indicators
under this algorithm, but only by the compatibility con-
dition, and we will also discuss such cases in detail. Thus,
such diagnosing algorithm is under the symmetry-based
indicator theories, but also beyond them.

In this paper, we will first give a brief overview of
the Condition (i) and Condition (ii), which are two ba-
sic conditions before using the symmetry-based indicator
formulae to diagnose topological phases. Second, two
cases in different topological phases are analyzed by the
symmetry-based indicator theories and beyond, and then
followed by the restriction of the symmetry-based indi-
cator theories. In the end, similar discussions for the
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algorithm applied in spinful systems with time-reversal
symmetry (T ) are outlined in the last section.

II. COMPATIBILITY CONDITION AND
SYMMETRY-BASED INDICATOR GROUP

Compatibility conditions restrict the number of sym-
metry data, i.e., a set of irreducible representations for
the occupied bands at HSPs in the Brillouin zone (BZ).
Since such condition only involves the symmetry data at
HSPs, it can only tell the information of band inversion
at HSPs rather than along HSLs, compared to the band
structure of an atomic insulator [1, 2]. For example, band
structure with a band inversion at a HSP in Fig. 1 (a)
doesn’t satisfy the compatibility condition, while band
structure with a band inversion along a HSL in Fig. 1 (c)
will satisfy the compatibility condition like Fig. 1 (b),
since such a band inversion can be gradually gapped out
through by a perturbation without making a new band
inversion at any HSPs. Thus, a topological semimetal like
SrSi2 [10] with a band inversion along a HSL, like Fig. 1
(c), will not be considered here due to the satisfaction
of the compatibility condition and diagnosed as a triv-
ial insulator by the symmetry-based indicator theories.
Namely, it is a shortcoming of the compatibility condi-
tion that a band structure like Fig. 1 (c) is diagnosed also
as a “gapped” phase. Thus, if the symmetry data of a
system satisfies the compatibility condition, there will be
no band crossings at any HSPs or along any HSLs, which
corresponds to a“gapped” band structure. Likewise, if
the symmetry data of a system does not satisfy the com-
patibility condition, there will be a band crossing at some
HSPs or along some HSLs, but the Condition (i) can still
be satisfied if we ignore some crystalline symmetries of
the system.

Symmetry-based indicators are powerful in predicting
topological materials, because we can tell the topological
information of a material by just calculating the symme-
try data at up to 8 HSPs [1–8]. However, systems with
certain space groups have a trivial symmetry-based in-
dicator group [1], which means that the symmetry data
only at HSPs is not enough to diagnose the topologi-
cal states of such systems, but wavefunctions at other
k points need to be calculated. In some cases, ignoring
some crystalline symmetries may give rise to a nontrivial
symmetry-based indicator group, which will still help us
to diagnose the topological phases.

As we discussed in the introduction part, symmetry-
based indicator formulae cannot be used when ei-
ther/both of Condition (i) and (ii) are violated, and we
call such situation Case (A). In order to proceed to use
the symmetry-based indicator formulae for further diag-
nosis, we need to ignore some crystalline symmetries to
make Case (A) to Case (B), where both of the condi-
tions are satisfied, as shown in Fig. 1 (d).

ZrPdSn

k points irreducible representations

Γ 2Γ4

L 2L1+2L3

W 2W1+W2+2W3+W4

X X1+X3+2X5

TABLE I. Irreducible representations for the lowest 6 bands of
ZrPdSn at each high-symmetry momentum. The symmetry
data for #216 satisfies the compatibility condition.

In the following, we will give two examples with
Case (A) in the AI class system (spinless system with
T ) [11–13], and show how to reach Case (B) and to
use symmetry-based indicator formulae to obtain the
topological information afterwards. One example is
Weyl phonons in a noncentrosymmetric material ZrPdSn,
which satisfies Condition (i) but breaks Condition (ii);
the other one is node-ring phonons in a centrosymmetric
material Na3BrO, which break both Condition (i) and
(ii).

III. DIAGNOSIS PROCESS FOR WEYL
PHONONS IN ZRPDSN

ZrPdSn is a narrow-band-gap semiconductor with
half-Heusler crystal structure of space group F 4̄3m
(#216)[14], as shown in Fig. 2 (a). The compatibility
condition is satisfied for the lowest 6 phonon bands ac-
cording to the symmetry data at HSPs shown in Tab. I.
However, the phonon spectra in Fig. 2 (c) shows that the
6th band and the 7th band are very close to each other
at around 5.4 THz, and such kind of band structure may
bring out Weyl points composed of the 6th band and
the 7th band at some momenta. In order to verify our
assumption, we would like to use the symmetry-based
indicator to have a fast but accurate diagnosis for the
existence of Weyl phonons in ZrPdSn. However, ZrPdSn
belongs to Case (A) since the Condition (ii) is not satis-
fied due to the trivial symmetry-based indicator group of
#216 [1]. Moreover, the symmetry data of #216 already
satisfies the Condition (i), which will also be satisfied for
any of the subgroups. Thus, all we need to do is to ignore
some symmetries of ZrPdSn, and search for the maximal
subgroup(s) of #216 having a nontrivial symmetry-based
indicator group. Figure. 2 (d) shows all the subgroups of
#216, but only #82 has a nontrivial symmetry-based in-
dicator group Z2 [1]. Thus, ignoring C111

3 and M110 sym-
metries will turn ZrPdSn from the Case (A) to Case (B),
where we can use the symmetry-based indicator formulae
of the subgroup #82 to diagnose the Weyl phonons, as
shown in Fig. 2 (e).

By calculating the Z2-indicator of #82, we get z2 = 0,
which indicates that there are 0 mod 8 Weyl points on
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FIG. 2. (a) Crystal structure, (b) Brillouin zone and (c) phonon band structure of ZrPdSn. (d) Subgroups of #216. (e) Case
(A) for #216 and Case (B) for #82 after ignoring C111

3 symmetry and M110 symmetry. (f) One possible configuration of z2 = 0
for #82. Red and green dots represent Weyl points with different chiralities. (g) Distribution of Weyl points for ZrPdSn with
#216. (h) Surface arcs for 24 Weyl points on the [111] surface, where every pair of two Weyl points with opposite chirality will
be projected onto one point.

kz=0 plane. Figure 2 (f) shows one of the possible config-
urations of z2 = 0, which has 8 Weyl points on the kz=0
plane [4]. Red and green dots represent Weyl points with
different chiralities. Thus, after reconsidering the ignored
C111

3 symmetry and M110 symmetry, we can obtain a to-
tal of 24 Weyl points for #216, located on the kx=0,
ky=0, and kz=0 planes, separately. A numerical cal-
culation by density-function theory (DFT) confirms the
result obtained by the symmetry-based indicator formula
of the subgroup #82. Figure 2 (h) show the surface arcs
of those 24 Weyl points along [111] direction, and every
pair of two Weyl points with opposite chirality will be
projected onto one point, leading to three closed surface
arcs on the [111] surface. We note that those 24 Weyl
points composed of the 6th band and 7th are ideal ones,
in the sense that all of them are related by symmetries,
and thus they have an equal energy and clean surface
arcs.

IV. DIAGNOSIS PROCESS FOR NODE-RING
PHONONS IN NA3BRO

Na3BrO

k points irreducible representations

Γ 2Γ4−+Γ5−

M M2++M2−+M3−+M5++2M5−

R 2R4−+R5−

X X1++X2++X3−+X5++2X5−

TABLE II. Irreducible representations for the lowest 9 phonon
bands of Na3BrO at each high-symmetry momentum. The
symmetry data for #221 breaks the compatibility condition.

Na3BrO is also a narrow-gap insulator but with an anti-
perovskite oxide structure of space group Pm-3m (#221)
[15], as shown in Fig. 3(a). From the phonon spectra in
Fig. 3(c), one may notice that there are several band
crossing along Γ-M, R-M and M-X directions around
5.8THz, crossed by the 9th band and 10th band. Those
band crossings along HSLs indicate the violation of Con-
dition (i) for the lowest 9 bands, which is also confirmed
by the symmetry data of Na3BrO shown in Tab. II. Fur-
thermore, #221 has a trivial symmetry-based indicator
group [1], which also violates Condition (ii). Thus, we
need to ignore some symmetries to find maximal sub-
group(s) which satisfy both of the conditions, and pro-
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FIG. 3. (a) Crystal structure, (b) Brillouin zone and (c) phonon spectra for Na3BrO. (d) Subgroups for #221. (e) Case
(A) for #221 and Case (B) for both subgroup #81 and #146 after ignoring different symmetries. (f) One of the possible
configurations for subgroup #81 with z2z2=(00). (g) One of the possible configurations for subgroup #148 with z2z4=(03).
(h) Nodal ring distribution for Na3BrO by both symmetry-based indicator analysis and first-principle calculation. (i) Surface
states for node-ring phonons in Na3BrO on [001] surface at 5.76 THz.

ceed with the symmetry-based indicator analysis. By
following the subgroup list shown in Fig. 3(d), we found
two maximal subgroups of #221 for Na3BrO, i.e., #148
(R-3) and #81 (I-4), and neither of them is a subgroup
of the other one. For #148, all the mirror symmetries
and C4 symmetries are ignored, while for #81, all the
mirror symmetries, inversion symmetry, C111

3 , all the C4

symmetries, all the C2 symmetries except for the C2z

symmetry are ignored. For subgroups, e.g., #148, after
ignoring all the mirror symmetries and C4 symmetries,
each irrep from #221 can be mapped to #148. Then, we
need to use the compatibility condition of the subgroup
#148, which is different from #221, to check whether the
mapped irreps satisfy the compatibility condition or not.
Both of the subgroups satisfy the (i) compatibility condi-
tion and (ii) nontrivial symmetry-based indicator group
condition, and can alter Na3BrO from Case (A) to Case
(B), as shown in Fig. 3(e).

For subgroup #81, S4 symmetry is the only generator.
This group has a nontrivial indicator group Z2Z2 [1], and
it takes a value of z2z2=(00) for the symmetry data of
Na3BrO. Such zero indicators of #81 tell us that there
are 0 mod 8 band crossings both on kz = 0 plane and on
kz = π plane, and the number of band crossings on those
two planes can be different. Fig. 3(f) shows one possible

configuration of the band crossings with z2z2=(00), i.e., 8
band crossings on the kz = π plane and 0 band crossings
on the kz=0 plane, where band crossings are marked by
red crosses. Since both the T and inversion symmetry are
preserved in Na3BrO, the band crossings may belong to
nodal lines/rings instead of isolated Dirac points. Thus,
only with the information given by the indicator of sub-
group #81 we cannot get the whole topological configu-
ration for Na3BrO. Thus, we need to proceed to analyze
the topological information given by the indicators of the
other subgroup #148.

An indicator group for #148 is Z2Z4, which is actu-
ally equivalent to the indicator group of Z2Z2Z2Z4 for
#2, with the first three indicators Z2 having the same
value. In addition, for space groups with inversion sym-
metry, subgroup #2 is always a choice to turn the sys-
tem from Case (A) to Case (B), because the compati-
bility condition for #2 is alway satisfied for any sym-
metry data. Symmetry data of #148 (#2) gives rise
to indicators of z2z4=(03) (z2z2z2z4=(0003)), which im-
plies that the ki=1,2,3=0 plane will be crossed by nodal
lines/rings for 2 mod 4 times. Fig. 3(g) shows one of the
possible configurations of z2z4=(03), i.e., 3 nodal rings
cross ki =0 plane for 6 times, with two of the nodal
rings perpendicular to the ki =0 plane and one of them
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is almost lie in the plane. They do not necessarily lie
on the ki =0 planes since there is no mirror symmetry
for subgroup #148. Since the symmetry-based indicator
groups are Abelian groups, they should satisfy the sum
rule. Thus, the indicators of z2z2z2z4=(0003) for #2 can
be understood as a sum of three separated indicators:
(1101)+(0111)+(1011)=(0003), which means that there
are 1 mod 2 nodal rings located at (π,π,0), (0,π,π) and
(π,0,π), separately. Thus, one of the possible configura-
tions for the topological degeneracies is 3 nodal rings like
Fig. 3(g) located at (π,π,0), (0,π,π) and (π,0,π), sepa-
rately.

Combining the indicators of two subgroups, we can get
a possible configuration of topological band crossings in
Na3BrO, which is 9 nodal rings in the Brillouin zone,
and each three of them locate around (π,π,0), (0,π,π)
and (π,0,π), separately. In order to make the nodal rings
in closed loops, we show the distributions of those band
crossings around (π,π,π) crossing 8 BZs, as shown in
Fig. 3 (h). Since the existence of mirror symmetry for
#221, all of those 9 nodal rings will lie on the ki=1,2,3

=0 (ki=x,y,z =0) mirror-preserved planes, which is also
confirmed by the DFT calculation. Figure 3 (i) shows
the drumhead surface states of those nodal rings along
[001] direction at 5.76 THz, where the pink and grey dots
are the projection of nodal rings and also marked in Fig.
3 (h). All of them correspond to the band crossing along
X-M direction in Fig. 3 (c). Since the projection of the
grey dots along the surface boundary contains four node-
ring band crossings, there will be four drumhead surface
states coming out form those points, as shown by the
light orange lines in Fig. 3 (i). Each projection of pink
dot contain two node-ring band crossings, thus there will
be two drumhead surface states coming out from each
pink point. We note that the position and number of
surface states will change with different energies, since
node-ring band crossings not related by symmetries will
have different energies.

V. TOPOLOGICAL STATES THAT CANNOT
BE DIAGNOSED BY SYMMETRY-BASED

INDICATORS

In the previous sections, we introduced the algorithm
to use the symmetry-based indicator formulae of sub-
groups to diagnose topological states even when the sys-
tem is in Case (A). However, not all the systems have a
subgroup which can turn the system from Case (A) to
Case (B), i.e., not all the topological band crossings of
a system can be diagnosed by the indicators of its sub-
groups. In such cases, the subgroup search will end up
with #1 with no subgroups satisfying both Conditions
(i) and (ii). In this paper, we will introduce three sim-
plest cases where topological degeneracies can be only
diagnosed by the compatibility condition, but not the

HSP1 HSP2

C2 axis

Weyl point

Weyl point

C3 axis

Weyl point

Weyl point

Mirror plane

#3/#5

#143/#146

#6/#8 Nodal line/ring

FIG. 4. Three cases where the topological degeneracies can
be only diagnosed by compatibility condition, but cannot by
the symmetry-based indicator. (a) System only with C2 sym-
metry. (b) System only with C3 symmetry. (c) System with
a single mirror symmetry.

symmetry-based indicators. They are systems only with
C2 symmetry (e.g., #3 and #5), systems only with C3

symmetry (e.g., #143 and #146) and systems with a sin-
gle mirror symmetry (e.g., #6 and #8). We note that
topological information for those cases are still easy to
be obtained since crystalline symmetries are very sim-
ple. Other cases with more complex symmetries can be
treated as a combination of those three cases. If a system
only with C2/C3 symmetry but still violates the compat-
ibility condition, it is easy to know that there is a pair
of Weyl points with opposite chirality locating along the
C2/C3 axis, as shown in Fig. 4. If a system only has a
mirror symmetry and the compatibility condition is vio-
lated, there will be node-line/ring band crossings locating
on the mirror plane, as shown in Fig. 4.

VI. DIAGNOSING TOPOLOGICAL STATES BY
SYMMETRY-BASED INDICATOR IN CLASS AII

SYSTEMS

The algorithm of diagnosing topological states by the
indicator of subgroups can also be used in other symme-
try classes with minor changes, such as class AII systems,
i.e., spinful systems with T . In class AII systems, the
compatibility condition can help us to diagnose topolog-
ical semimetals with band crossings located at HSPs or
along HSLs, but symmetry-based indicators are used to
diagnose gapped states like trivial insulators, topologi-
cal insulators (TIs) and topological crystalline insulators
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(TCIs). Thus, by using the indicators of subgroups, one
can obtain the topological phase transition from a topo-
logical semimetal to trivial insulator/TI/TCI when cer-
tain crystalline symmetries are broken by perturbations.

For example, Na3Bi is a Dirac semimetal with space
group #194. There are two Dirac points located along
A-Γ-A HSLs and protected by T and C3z rotation sym-
metry, which also indicates violation of the compatibil-
ity condition. In order to use the symmetry-based in-
dicator of subgroups to diagnose the topological gapped
states for Na3Bi with certain perturbation, we need to
consider the maximal subgroup of Na3Bi without C3z

symmetry, which is #12. Indicators for subgroup #12
are z2z2z2z4=(0003) indicating a strong TI phase, so a
phase transition from Dirac semimetal to TI will be ob-
tained by breaking C3z symmetry in Na3Bi.

We note that both Na3Bi with #12 and Na3BrO with
#2 have the same indicator of z2z2z2z4=(0003), but cor-
respond to different topological states, i.e., the former
one is a strong TI while the latter one is nodal ring.
Such difference comes from different systems of those
two materials. For Na3Bi, the system belongs to a spin-
ful one with T , which means that the symmetry-based
indicator can only help us to diagnose the topological
“gapped states”, such as TI or TCI. For Na3BrO, the
system belongs to a spinless one with T , which means
that the symmetry-based indicator can only help us to
diagnose the topological “gapless states”, such as Weyl
points, nodal lines or nodal rings. Similar diagnosing
process can also be implemented in other class AII sys-
tems, which starts from a topological semimetal phase
with violating the compatibility condition and ends with
a trivial insulator/TI/TCI, and it will offer a way to pre-

dict/simulate topological phase transitions in materials.

VII. CONCLUSION

The algorithm for diagnosing the complete topologi-
cal information of systems violates compatibility condi-
tion and/or nontrivial symmetry-based indicator group
condition is under the framework of symmetry-based
indicators, but it compensates for the shortcomings of
symmetry-based indicators. We display how to diag-
nose topological information in systems either violating
compatibility condition or having a nontrivial symmetry-
based indicator group condition with two material exam-
ples in class AI systems, i.e., spinless system with T , to
show both the effectiveness and correctness of this algo-
rithm. We also discuss the limitation of the symmetry-
based indicator, which cannot diagnose all the topolog-
ical states in all cases. But we can still get the whole
topological information by the compatibility condition.
Furthermore, the algorithm is also discussed in class AII
systems, i.e., spinful systems with T to show the topo-
logical phase transition between topological semimetals
and topological (trivial) gapped states. Similar discus-
sion can also be made in other systems, like photons[16–
19], phonons[20–34], and magnons[35, 36].
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