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It is known that in some higher-order topological insulators (HOTIs), topological phases are dis-
tinguished not by gap closings of bulk states but by those of edge states, which are called boundary-
obstructed topological phases (BOTPs). In this paper, we construct an effective theory of the
BOTP transition of two-dimensional (2D) Su-Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) model in a uniform magnetic
field. At 7 flux per plaquette, this model corresponds to the typical model of HOTIs proposed by
Benalcazar, Bernevig, and Hughes (BBH). The BBH model can be approximated by Dirac fermions
with two kinds of mass terms, which will be referred to as BBH Dirac insulator. To clarify the BOTP
transition of the 2D SSH model around 7 flux, we study such BBH Dirac insulator in the presence of
a magnetic field. On the other hand, generically in continuum Dirac models, boundary conditions
associated with the Hermiticity of Hamiltonians are known to play a crucial role in determining
the edge states. We first demonstrate that for the conventional Dirac fermion with a single mass
term, such boundary conditions indeed determine the edge states even in the presence of a magnetic
field. Next, imposing boundary conditions consistent to the lattice terminations and symmetries
of the BBH Hamiltonian as well as to the Hermiticity of the BBH Dirac insulator, we obtain the
edge states of the BBH Dirac insulator in a magnetic field and reproduce its BOTP transition. In
particular, we show that the unpaired Landau levels, which cause the spectral asymmetry, yield the
edge states responsible for the BOTP transition.

I. INTRODUCTION

Higher-order topological insulators (HOTTs) [1-6] have
been attracting much current interest [7-15]. While con-
ventional (first-order) topological insulators (TI) accom-
pany bulk gap closings in their topological transitions,
some HOTIs can change topological properties with-
out bulk gap closings: Instead, gap closings of edge
states induce topological changes generically, implying
that those HOTI phases are distinguished by gap clos-
ings of edge states. Such properties, called boundary-
obstructed topological phases (BOTP), have been stud-
ied in Ref. [16]. On the other hand, the breathing kagome
lattice model [9] is one example of HOTIs with bulk gap
closings.

One of typical examples showing the BOTP is the two-
dimensional (2D) second-order topological quadrupole
model proposed by Benalcazar, Bernevig, and Hughes
(BBH) [1, 2]. This model is a kind of 2D generalization
of the one-dimensional (1D) Su-Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH)
model [17]. The BBH model has been further generalized
by introducing locally oscillating flux of zero mean [18] or
uniform flux [19], both of which interpolate the 2D SSH
model with zero flux and with 7 flux per plaquette. It
has been pointed out in Ref. [19] that as a function of the
magnetic flux (Hofstadter butterfly), there appear many
gapped regions at half-filling showing corner states. In
particular, around 7 flux, relatively a large gap is open,
whose ground states are expected to be continuously con-
nected with the ground state of the BBH model without
any gap closings. Thus, if anisotropic hoppings breaking
C,4 symmetry are introduced, those ground states would
reveal the BOTP.

In this paper, we investigate the BOTP [16] of the
anisotropic BBH model [1, 2] in a magnetic field. To this

end, we use Dirac insulator description in the continuum
limit associated with high-symmetry points of the BBH
model [1, 20]. It has been pointed out that such con-
tinuum models are composed of doubled Dirac fermions
incorporated by 4 x 4 v matrices with two kinds of mass
terms, which will be referred to as BBH Dirac insula-
tor. Previously, the same model has been studied in the
context of superconducting Dirac fermions in a vortex
background [21]. Thus, our motivation in this paper is
to study the BOTP transition of the BBH Dirac insulator
i a magnetic field.

When we discuss edge states of continuum fermions,
it is known that the boundary condition ensuring the
Hermiticity of their Hamiltonians plays a crucial role
[5, 6, 22]. Therefore, apart from the present BBH model
or BBH Dirac insulator model, we first investigate edge
states of the conventional 2D Dirac fermion with a single
mass term in a magnetic field, imposing a generic bound-
ary condition allowed by Hermiticity of the Hamiltonian.
We show that among Landau levels, the unpaired Lan-
dau level yields an edge state approximately equivalent
to the one in the absence of a magnetic field. For the bulk
system, this unpaired Landau level is known to yield the
unit Hall conductivity [23]. Tt is also related with the
parity anomaly of the massive Dirac fermion in three di-
mensions [24-28]. We show that even for a system with a
boundary, the behavior of the edge state associated with
the unpaired Landau level is of great importance: It is
the only one edge state that can cross the zero energy.

Based on these results, we next proceed to study the
BOTP transition of the BBH Dirac insulator. Since the
BBH Dirac insulator is derived from the BBH model on
the lattice, we emphasize the importance of its boundary
conditions required (1) by the boundary termination of
the BBH model on the lattice, (2) by symmetries of the
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BBH model, and (3) by the Hermiticity of the BBH Dirac
insulator Hamiltonian. Based on exact and/or numeri-
cal solutions for edge states, we show that the BOTP
transition occurs in the BBH Dirac insulator in a mag-
netic field. Namely, due to the doubling of massive Dirac
fermions in the BBH Dirac insulator model, chiral edge
states of massive Dirac fermions couple together, form-
ing gapped edge states. These become 1D topological
insulators, whose mass gap closing induces the topolog-
ical transition, as already known for the BBH model in
the absence of a magnetic field. We show that in the
presence of a magnetic field, the edge state of the un-
paired Landau level plays the same role and causes the
BOTP transition. Although the other Landau levels also
yield edge states due to their nontrivial Chern numbers,
the unpaired Landau level is solely relevant to the BOTP
transition.

This paper is organized as follows: The next Sec. II is
devoted to the overview of the lattice BBH model and its
continuum limit. First, we give a brief review of the BBH
model in Sec. IT A to fix our notational conventions, and
second, taking the continuum limit of the lattice model,
we derive the BBH Dirac insulator model in a magnetic
field in Sec. IIB, including discussions of the bound-
ary conditions in Sec. IIB3. As argued in [5, 6, 22],
Hamiltonians of continuum fermions are not necessarily
Hermitian if boundaries are introduced. Then, when we
determine the edge states, boundary conditions which
make the Hamiltonians Hermitian play a crucial role.
Generically, such boundary conditions allow parameter
dependence, as will be discussed in Sec. III. However,
given a lattice model, lattice terminations would choose
unique boundary conditions, which naturally keeps the
Hamiltonian Hermitian. We argue several aspects of the
boundary conditions of the lattice BBH model and BBH
Dirac insulator model.
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FIG. 1: The BBH model (7 flux). Blue lines are links to
which the phase ¢™ = —1 denoting the 7 flux are attached.
The dotted-lines are lattice terminations when we consider
the boundaries.

Before discussing the BOTP of the BBH Dirac in-
sulator, we discuss the conventional 2D massive Dirac
fermion in Sec. III. Without considering any concrete
lattice models, we have to take account of generic bound-
ary conditions. In the former part, Sec. III A, we give a

brief review of edge states for the massive Dirac fermion
in the absence of a magnetic field, and in the latter part,
Sec III B, we derive the edge states in the presence of a
magnetic field. We show that among Landau levels of the
massive Dirac fermion, the unpaired level, which causes
the spectral asymmetry, is responsible for the edge states
involved in topological properties of the model.

In Sec. IV, we switch to the BBH Dirac insulator
model. We first argue, in Sec. IV A1, the BOTP of
the BBH Dirac insulator in the absence of a magnetic
field, although discussed already in Ref. [1], with par-
ticular emphasis on the boundary conditions. Next, in
Sec. IV B, we discuss the BOTP transition of the BBH
Dirac insulator in a magnetic field. It is shown that the
edge states associated with the unpaired Landau levels of
the massive Dirac fermion are responsible for the BOTP
of the BBH Dirac insulator. Finally, in Sec. V, we give
summary and discussion.

II. BBH MODEL

In this section, we review basic properties of the BBH
model in a uniform magnetic field. The BBH model,
which is originally a 2D SSH model with 7 flux, has been
generalized in Ref. [19], including arbitrary uniform flux.
The model then interpolates a simple 2D SSH model with
zero flux and the BBH model with 7 flux. It has been
shown that around 7 flux, there appear relatively large
gap, whose ground states could be continuously deformed
into the ground state of the BBH model without gap
closings. To confirm this, we focus our attention on the
HOTT phase in such a large gap region around 7 flux.

A. Overview of the lattice model

The BBH Hamiltonian on the lattice in Fig. 1 is de-
fined by

H=>" [71 (cl e85 + b seag) + M(el ez a1 + 5y ieay)
j

t t t i
+y2(cy jeaj — €5 5¢3,5) + Aa(eg jea 41 — 3 541C3,5)

+H.c
=_aMie (1)
0]

where «y; denotes the hopping within a unit cell, whereas
A; denotes the hopping between the unit cells in the
j = 1,2 direction, and simple ¢; = (c1j,-,ca ;)7 is
the abbreviation of the multicomponent fermion annihi-
lation operator. The Fourier transformation leads to

4
Hi(k) =) T7g;(k), (2)
j=1
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FIG. 2: Bulk gapless points of the model with flux ¢ = £7 with p =0,1,---,6 shown on the v1-72 (A = 1) plane within the
region 0 < 71,72 < 1.5. The black squares indicate the gapless points, where the white regions show the gapful region. The
rightmost panel is the BBH model with 7w flux. The second panel from the right is the model with flux ¢ = %71'7 which can

1

alternatively be regarded as the BBH model under a flux ¢’ = %71' —m=—g.

where g;(k) is given by g;(k) = A\jsink; (j = 1,2) and
gi+2(k) = vj + Ajcosk; (j = 1,2). The I'-matrices are
defined by I'' = —7203, I'? = —720%, T® = 7100, and
' = —7202 as well as I's = —730°, where o and
TH are conventional Pauli matrices with ¢ = 70 = 1.
They obey {I7,T'} = 26 (j,1 = 1,---,4) and I'5 =
(—1)2TIT2I°T4, so that tr [T T203T = (24)2.

For the BBH model, reflection symmetries play a cru-
cial role:

MM (k1 ko) M = HE (—ky, ka),
MoH (ky, ko) Myt = HE (ky, —ks), (3)

where M, = il''T's, My = iI'>I's. These reflection sym-
metries ensure the quantization of the polarizations with
respect to the 1- and 2-directions, (p1,p2), which serve
as topological invariants characterizing the HOTI phase
of the BBH model [1, 2].

Let us next consider the effect of a uniform magnetic
field. In Ref. [19], the 2D SSH model in a generic mag-
netic field has been studied. This study was restricted
to the model with C4 synmmetry, i.e., y1 = 79 = v and
A1 = Ao. It has been shown that there appear several
gapped regions in the Hofstadter butterfly whose half-
filled ground states belong to the second-order topologi-
cal insulating phase characterized by the nontrivial quan-
tized entanglement polarizations. Let H’(ki, k2, B) be
the BBH Hamiltonian with a uniform magnetic field B.
Then, the reflection symmetries as well as time reversal
symmetry are denoted by

MyH (k1 ko, BYM; " = HY(—ky, ko, —B),
MoH (ky, ko, BYM; ' = H (ky, —ko, —B),
TH (ky, ko, B)T ™" = H'(—ky, —ka, —B). (4)

Then, it turned out that the transformation laws un-
der M,T and M>T ensure that the entanglement polar-
izations, which are alternative topological invariants de-
scribing the HOTT [14], (p],p3), are quantized even in
the presence of a magnetic field [19], where o, 7 charac-
terize the partitions of the unit cell.

Now, let us relax the C4 symmetry and compute the
bulk energy gaps. In Fig. 2, we show gapless regions by

black squares on the y1-v2 plane (0 < v; < 1.5), where
we have set A = 1. Let ¢ be a magnetic flux per pla-
quette. Then, the rightmost panel (¢ = 7) corresponds
to the BBH model. Indeed, one can find that the bulk
gap closing occurs solely at 71 = 72 = 1. This is the
BOTP transition: The ground state in the HOTI phase
(71,72 < 1) can be deformed into the trivial insulating
phase (71 > 1 and/or v > 1) without bulk gap closings.
Such a feature is not restricted to ¢ = m: The second
panel from the right, which is the case with ¢ = %w, is
likewise, suggesting that these ground states are topolog-
ically the same as the ground state of the BBH model.
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FIG. 3:  Spectra of the lattice model with ¢ = 57/6. (a)

1 = 0.7 72 = 0.95. The red curves are edge states localized
at the left end. (b) v1 = 1.3 2 = 0.95.

In Fig. 3, we show spectra of the lattice model in
flux ¢ = 57 /6 with open boundary conditions in the 1-
direction. Figures 3(a) and (b) locate in the ¢ = 57/6
panel in Fig. 2 at v9 < 1 and ~; > 1, respectively, with
the same 72 = 0.95 which is just below the transition line
of 75 = 1. The half-filled ground states of these two cases
can be distinguished by entanglement (bulk) polariza-
tions proposed in Refs. [14, 19], (p7,p3) = (1/2,1/2) for
(a), whereas (0,1/2) for (b), where (pJ,p3) in the mag-
netic unit cell are similar to (pglg),péu)) in Sec. 1IB2
in the absence of a magnetic field. It should be noted
that the quantization of the entanglement polarizations
is guaranteed by the symmetry properties (4) [19]. The
red curves in Fig. 3(a) stand for the edge states, ensured



by p] = 1/2, localized at the left end relevant to the
BOTP transition. These edge states are also character-
ized by nontrivial entanglement (edge state) polarization
1/2. If 5 passes 72 = 1, the gap between these states is
closed and opens again with the bulk gap kept open, and
the entanglement edge state polarization changes into the
trivial one. This is the BOTP transition in the lattice
model under a magnetic field. On the other hand, in
Fig. 3(b), we cannot observe any edge states within the
bulk gap around zero energy due to pJ = 0. Thus, the
BOTP of the present system can be characterized by the
entanglement polarizations.

The purpose of this paper is to formulate an effective
theory of the BOTP transition under a generic magnetic
field around the BBH model. To this end, we utilize
Dirac insulator models in the continuum limit of the BBH
model and introduce a magnetic field to them.

In passing, we mention that at ¢ = %w, as shown in
the third panel from the right, gapped ground states in
v1,72 < 1 region always accompany bulk gap closing
across y1 = 1 or y2 = 1 lines. From the point of view of
symmetries, entanglement polarizations, and computed
corner states, ground states with 1,2 < 1 in this panel
belong to the HOTI phase, but the topological change
is distinguished by bulk-gap closings like first-order TI.
Although this phase is out of the scope of this paper, it
may be an interesting issue to clarify the nature of this
phase.

B. Continuum limit

The lattice model (2) includes four Dirac fermions with
two kinds of mass terms at high-symmetry points, k) =
(0,0), (0,7), (m,0), (m, 7). In what follows, we set A, = A
for simplicity. Around these points, the Hamiltonian is
approximated by

Ha(k)/ N =Halk) = Yk + ”Yg+2mu.,ou (5)

where p = 1,2. This Hamiltonian has been referred to
as the BBH Dirac insulator model. The subscript a of
~ matrices means that not only the masses, but also -
matrices depend on the symmetry points: m; = 14+ 3¢
and y13 = +I'"3 for kf = 0,7, and mg = 1 £ & and
%% = 4124 for ki = 0, 7. As we can change the signs of
any two of the I matrices by unitary transformations, we
can redefine each fermion H, with common +* (= I'#)
matrices. The mass parameters are summarized in Table
I. We have to mention that the boundary matrices S,
(j = 1,2) introduced below are also independent of k.
Thus, we will suppress «, but we should keep it in mind
that the mass terms are dependent on k.

For the massive Dirac fermion (5), let us introduce
a uniform magnetic field B (around 7 flux) in the 3-
direction (total magnetic flux per plaquette is 7 + Ba?).
Then, the Hamiltonian becomes

H = —iv"D,, + " *m,, (6)

a|(0,0) (m,0) (0,mw) (m,m)

mi|l+y 11—y 14+m1-m
ma2|l+y2 1+y2 11—y 1—7

TABLE I: Mass parameters mi, mo at four points a. We
have set A = 1.

where D, = 0, — ieA,. This defines the BBH Dirac
insulator model in a magnetic field. We expect it to be
an effective model describing the properties as HOTT of
the lattice model with a magnetic flux around 7 flux. In
this paper, we choose the vector potentials in the Landau
gauge such that

Al = 0, Ay = Bz, (7)

to obtain explicit wave functions in the next section.

1. Symmetries of the model

Corresponding to Eq. (4), the BBH Dirac insulator (6)
obeys the following transformation laws:

MlH(J;l,J/Q,B)Mfl = H(-l’l,fl]g, _B)u
MoH (1,22, B)My " = H(x1, —22, —B),
TH(x1, 2, B)T ™" = H(x1, 22, —B), (8)

where My, M are reflection matrices defined for the BBH
model in Eq. (3), and "= K denotes the time-reversal.

Define M; = M;T (j = 1,2). Then, we have

MlH(,Tl,JJg,B)Ml_l = H(—xl,l'g,B),
MoH (21,22, B)My ' = H(w1, —a2, B), 9)

The model in a magnetic field has also (antiunitary) re-
flection symmetries.

2. Entanglement polarizations

According to Ref. [14], we briefly discuss the topo-
logical invariants using the BBH Dirac fermion (6) in the
absence of a magnetic field. Let (k) = (¢1(k), ¢2(k)) be
the ground state multiplet composed of two degenerate
state, and let p(k) = 1 (k)yT(k) be the density matrix.
Introducing two kinds of partitions (13)(24) and (14)(23)
within the unit cell in Fig. 1, we define the entanglement
Hamiltonian H(*3) by tracing out (24) degrees of freedom

in the density matrix, tr 24)p(k) o e_H(m), and likewise
for (4.
Let us define two kinds of Berry connections

AW (k) = YU (k)O, P (k) and AMD(k) =
P (E)Or, (1D (k), where (@) stands for the wave
function of the entanglement Hamiltonian (Y. In-
tegration of A3 and A% over k; and ko, respec-

tively, yield entanglement polarizations (pgl?’), pgu)). For



the continuum Hamiltonian (6), they are given by
(isgn ml,isgn mg), which yields the invariant ¢ =

2p§13)pé14) = %sgn mims for a single Dirac insulator.

Since the lattice model is composed of four fermions sum-
marized in Table I, the topological invariant for the BBH
model is

q= an. (10)

This formula gives ¢ = £ for [y1| < 1 and |y2| < 1, and
q = 0 for otherwise. Thus, the Dirac fermion description
of the BBH model reproduces the topological invariant
for the lattice model, taking doublers into account.

3. Boundary conditions

In this subsection, we specify the boundary conditions
of the BBH Dirac insulator when the model is defined
on a half-plane. Before discussing the boundary condi-
tion of the model, let us exemplify a boundary condition
for a 1D tight-binding model with nearest neighbor hop-
ping. Let H = Z;il(cj-ﬂtjcj + c}t;cﬁl + c}vjcj) be
a Hamiltonian defined on the semi-infinite line j > 1,
and let [¢) = 3777, c}wj|0) be its eigenfunction. The
eigenvalue equation, H|y) = ¢|v), is explicitly given by
tic1i—1 + v, +t;’t/1j+1 =cep; (j=1,2,---). When we
consider the case j = 1 of the above equation, it is natu-
ral to require ¥)g = 0 as a boundary condition. For the
lattice BBH model in Fig. 1, we introduce a boundary
between j; = 0 and 1, and consider the system defined on
the half-plane j; > 1. Let z/an be the nth eigenstates of

the Hamiltonian Hfj such that ’H,fj fn = en1bf,. Then,

the boundary termination between j; = 0,1 is actualized
: ¢ — e —

by setting ¥y (j,—0j)n = Ya(i=0jo)n = 0. Thus, the

boundary condition of the lattice model is specified by

(S1— 1yl =0, S =-71°°=il'T% (11)

Jj1=0

Correspondingly, the same boundary condition should be
imposed on the eigenstates of the continuum models such
that

(81 = 1)on(x) =0, Si=iv'y’  (12)

11:0

Note here that S; does not depend on k7, as already men-
tioned. Likewise, if one considers the system defined on
jJo > 1, one can impose the boundary condition on jo = 0,
Z _ Z _ . . . .
V1 Grja=0yn = V3,31 ja=0)n = 0- This is equivalent to im-
pose the condition by using S» = —7%3 = i['?T'* on the
lattice wave function wfn, and correspondingly, on the
continuum wave function,

(S2 — 1)t (2) =0, Sy=iy*y%  (13)

12:0

4.  Symmetries of the boundary matrices

So far, we have considered the system defined on x; >
0 imposing the boundary condition (12). If the system
is defined on the opposite side z; < 0, the boundary
condition is

(S1 4+ D)o (z) 0 0. (14)
xr1=
If the bulk system has reflection symmetry along the x;
direction, two systems with a boundary at x; = 0, one
defined on z; > 0 and the other defined on 2y < 0,
should be switched by reflection. Here, note the following
transformation laws of Si:

M S Mt =S, MySiM;*' =S;. (15)

The former ensures that the boundary conditions (12)
and (14) are indeed switched by reflection M;. The lat-
ter relation means that the boundary condition in the
21 direction is not affected by reflection M5 in the zo
direction. Likewise, we have

Mlngfl = Sz, M252M51 = _527 (16)

associated with reflection symmetry along the zo direc-
tion. Thus, the boundary conditions match the reflection
symmetries. Finally,

[S1,92] =0, (17)

implies that we can impose simultaneous boundaries both
in the x1 and zo directions. This enables us to observe
the corner states.

5. Hermiticity of the Hamiltonian

The BBH Dirac insulator Hamiltonian Eq. (6) should
be Hermitian even with a boundary [5, 6, 22], (¢|Hw)) =
(Ho|Y). Let us consider the system defined on the half-
plane x; > 0. If we require

(Sl - 1)1/}n(x) ©1=0 =0, (18)
the Hamiltonian becomes Hermitian, where §1 is any ma-
trix satisfying {S1,71} = 0 and S? = 1. See discussions
in Refs. [5, 6, 22] and also in Sec. IITA 2 in this paper.
Since Sp defined in Eq. (12) belongs to §1, the boundary
condition (12) due to the boundary termination of the
lattice model ensures the Hermiticity of the continuum
BBH Dirac insulator Hamiltonian. The Hermiticity in
the x5 direction is likewise.

III. CONVENTIONAL 2D DIRAC INSULATOR

This section is rather independent from other sections
concerning the BOTP. The motivation of this section is



FIG. 4: Edge state (red lines) obtained in Egs. (27) and (28) with m = 1 for upper four panels, whereas m = —1 for lower

four panels. Shaded regions denote the bulk spectra.

to derive edge states of the conventional massive Dirac
fermion in a magnetic field. Here, by conventional mas-
sive Dirac fermion, we mean a two-component fermion
with a single mass term. When we do not consider any
corresponding lattice models, the guiding principle of
the boundary conditions for the (massive) Dirac fermion
may be the Hermiticity of the Hamiltonian, as studied in
[5, 6, 22] in the absence of a magnetic field. In this sec-
tion, we explore the theory of edge states for the massive
Dirac fermion in the presence of a magnetic field.

Basically, the Hermiticity conditions allow a
parameter-dependence, so that we examine how edge
states depend on such a parameter generically in this
subsection, since it may clarify the relationship between
edge states in the absence/presence of a magnetic field.
However, it should be stressed that tight-binding models
on lattices choose an appropriate value of the parameter,
as discussed in Sec. IIB3. Therefore, we will use only a
specific boundary condition [# = 0 in Eq. (22)] when we
discuss the BOTP of the BBH Dirac insulator in Sec.
V.

Let us start with a conventional minimal 2D Dirac
fermion with one mass term whose Hamiltonian is given
by

Ho = —ic" D, + ma®, (19)

where D,, = 0, —ieA,. As shown in Sec. IV, edge states
of the BBH Dirac insulator can be derived by using those
of Eq. (19).

A. In the absence of a magnetic field

1. Bulk states

The bulk Hamiltonian becomes

o m kl — ZkQ
HO B ( kl + ikQ —m ) ’ (20)

Therefore, the spectrum is given by eo(k) = £vk? + m?
with k2 = k3 + k3.

2. Edge states

Assume that the system is defined on the half-plane
x> 0. The Hamiltonian should be Hermitian,
(| Hot) = (Hoo|¥) [5, 6, 22]. Form the integration by
parts,

/mmmwM4&mww=—wwwwu>

0 x1=0
+ [ dni(io 0y @) (21)
0

we see that the Hermiticity of the Hamiltonian is ensured
if the following condition is imposed:

=0, SY(0)=cosfo?+sinbo?,

(80) - V@)
22)

where 6 is a fixed parameter, and S?(#) is a generic
matrix that is anticommutative with o' and satisfies
(59(0))? = 1. Although 6 is a free parameter for the con-
tinuum model, lattice models and their boundaries would
choose a specific value of 0, as discussed in Sec. IIB 3.



In the absence of a magnetic field, the Hamiltonian Eq.
(19) becomes

o m —i81 - Zkg
Ho = ( —i01 + ko —-m ) ’ (23)

Let us solve Hoto (1, k2) = eotbo(x1, ko) for edge states.
Assume that

1 .
Yo(1, ko) = —=thoe' ™1,

NI K =k + ik, (k>0),

(24)

where A is the normalization factor toward the z; di-
rection. In what follows, such a normalization factor for
wave functions will be suppressed, for simplicity. Then,
thp should be an eigenstate of SY(6): SY(0)1o = 1o, and

hence,
1 sinf — 1
= = —. 25
wO ( % ) ) X icos@ ( )

The eigenvalue equation becomes

(KTikQ K—_nik2)<>1(>—50<>1()- (26)

This equation leads to the following solutions for the edge
state,

o = ko cosf +msiné,
k1 =0, k= —kosin®+ mcosf(>0). (27)

The condition k > 0 (e~" < 1) restricts the range of ko
such that

ko < mcotf (sinf > 0) (28)
ko > mcotf (sinf <0)"

In particular, when 6 = 0, 7, we have

el =0

g0 = ka,%o(z1,k2) oc e”™*1(1,4)" (m > 0)
no edge states (m <0)

o0 =m,

no edge states (m > 0)
Eg = —kg,’lﬁo(xl, kg) X emml(l, —i)T (m < 0) '
(29)

Note that the edge states [Eq. (24)] satisfy the boundary

condition (22) not only at #1 = 0 but also all along 1 >
0. On the other hand, as to the bulk states, not traveling
waves 1o+eT*1% but their linear combination, i.e., the
standing wave, can satisfy the boundary condition (22)
only at the boundary z; = 0. In Fig. 4, we show some
examples of the edge states obtained above.

8. Effective Hamiltonian for the edge state

In the case with 8 = 0, the effective Hamiltonian of the
edge state becomes very simple. The edge state obtained
so far satisfies Eq. (22) all along 1 > 0. Therefore,
the edge state belongs to the subspace projected by P =
(1+5%9)/2 = (1 + 0?)/2. Note that Po'P = Po3P = 0.
Thus, the effective Hamiltonian of the edge state toward
the zo direction is given by

HO,lcdgc - PH()P = P(—Zag)P (30)

2 can be set 02 = 1, we obtain

» B —10g (m > O)
O.ledge = 1o edge states (m < 0)

Since in this subspace, o
(31)

This is of course consistent with the previous result in
Eq. (29).

B. In the presence of a magnetic field

In this section, we derive edge states of the model (19)
in the presence of a uniform magnetic field. We will show
that the boundary condition (22) also plays a crucial role.

The Hamiltonian (19) becomes

—iDy — Dy >

m
HO - ( —ZD1 —+ D2 —m (32)

It follows from [Dy, D3] = —ieB that the following com-
mutation relation holds,

[—ZDl + DQ, —iDl - DQ] = 2Z[D1, DQ] = 2eB. (33)

To obtain explicit wave functions, we choose the gauge
potential given in Eq. (7). Then, since the Hamiltonian
does not depend on xy, —ids can be Fourier-transformed
such that —ids — ko. Therefore, we can define the cre-
ation and annihilation operators

_—iDl—l—ng__i(i z—szo)
\/2|eB] dz 2 ’
z—sz0> (34)

+ —iDl—SDQ (d
= - = —

\/2|eB| dz 2
where s = sgneB, z = \/2leB|r; and 2 = \e_%S\kQ'

Using these operators, the Hamiltonian can be written
as

[ (am E) e
ot V) e

Now we assume eB > 0 (s = 1), and solve the eigen-
value equation,

(o P2 (2)-=(5) o

Ho (35)
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FIG. 5: Edge (and bulk) states with eB = 1.5 and m = 1 for upper four panels for different 6, whereas m = —1 for lower four
panels. The dashed lines indicate the Landau levels of the bulk states given by Eq. (40).

The upper component ((z) obeys (2eBa’a +m?)p(2)
e3¢(z), which can be written as,

& 11 )
<@+l/+§—1(2—zo) )go(z):O,
2 2
gg—m
=0 37
T T 2eB (87)
using Eq. (34). It is known that the solution of Eq.

(37) is given by ¢(2) = D,(z — z0), where D,(z) is the
parabolic cylinder function [29]. Although this function
is divergent at z — —oo for generic v, as in Eq. (A5), it
is convergent at z — oo and normalizable on the semi-
infinite line 0 < z < oo, as in Eq. (A4). For several
useful formulas of the parabolic cylinder functions, see
Appendix A.

Note that the lower component satisfies x(z)
V2eBap(z)/(eo + m). Thus, the eigenfunction is given
by

1
Yo (x1,k2) = | V2eBa | Du(z — 20)
€0+ m
D,(z — z)
=| _;0= mDy,l(z “a) | (38)

V2eB

where we have used Eq. (A2) and the normalization fac-
tor has been suppressed. It follows from Eq. (37) that
generically two paired eigenstates with opposite energies

appear for a fixed v. Likewise, in the case of s = —1, we
obtain
LEg+m
—i———=D,_1(z + 2o
1f)01,/($1,l€2) = \/2|6B| ( ) (39)
D,(z+ z0)

In what follows, we restrict our discussions to the case of
s=1.

1.  Bulk states

The bulk wave function should be normalized on the
infinite line, —oo < z < oco. Therefore, v is restricted to
non-negative integers, v = 0,1,2,--- = n, and eigenval-
ues and eigenfunctions are obtained, in the case of s = 1,
such that

€0,0 = MmM,

Woo(w1, ks) = ( Do(z = 20)

E(jJ[,n(>0) = +v2eBn + m?2,

D, (z — 2p)
+
2/13: (xlukZ): Eon — M
o —————-D,_1(z— 2
2B 1z = =)
(40)

These are famous Landau levels of a massive Dirac
fermion [23]. When m = 0, chiral symmetry ensures that
the positive and negative levels are always paired except
for zero energy. In the present model, there appears one
zero-energy state. When the mass becomes finite, the
nonzero energy Landau levels are shifted in such a way
that they are still paired in positive and negative ener-
gies. The zero-energy Landau level moves to energy m,
and has no partner. This level causes the spectral asym-
metry, which has intimate relationship with the parity
anomaly [24-28] and is responsible for the bulk topolog-
ical invariant [23].



2. FEdge states

When the system is defined on x1 > 0, the wave func-
tions (38) or (39) are always normalizable. Instead of
the nomalizability, the boundary condition (22) imposed
on these wave functions determines the eigenvalues and
eigenstates. To be concrete, the boundary condition on
the wave function (38) is given by

Eo— M
D

sin@D,, (—zg) — cos 0 ——
(=20) v2eB

v—1(—20) = Dy (—20),
(41)

where g9 and zg are defined, respectively, in Eq. (37)
and below Eq. (34). This is a nonlinear equation which
determines £y as a function of k. It is not difficult to
solve this equation using, e.g., Mathematica which in-
cludes parabolic cylinder functions as built-in functions.

We show in Fig. 5, numerical solutions of Eq. (41) in
the case of eB > 0. The eight panels in Fig. 5 corre-
spond to those in Fig. 4 in the absence of a magnetic
field. For large ko, the spectra of Eq. (41) converge to
those of the bulk Landau levels (40). This is natural,
since the center of the harmonic potential in Eq. (37),
x1 = ko /(eB), is located far from the boundary at 21 =0
in the case of s = 1. However, when ks becomes smaller,
and at a certain value, ky ~ 0, boundary effects become
larger and the states gradually change their characters.
In this region, the spectra move away from those of the
bulk Landau levels: Basically, the positive and negative
Landau levels go towards more positive and negative en-
ergies, respectively, when ks decreases from positive to
negative values. This is of course due to the boundary
effects: Since Eq. (37) is the Schrodinger equation for the
1D harmonic oscillator, one can expect that the boundary
effects make £3 larger if €3 > m?. However, the exception
is the unpaired Landau level with energy m. As can be
seen from the leftmost upper panel in Fig. 5(a) (m > 0
and 6 = 0), the g = m > 0 Landau level causes the spec-
tral flow across zero energy. This level passes through the
energies prohibited for the bulk system. This is the edge
state corresponding to the case in Sec. IIT A2 in the ab-
sence of a magnetic field. Indeed, the behavior of this
edge state depends on 6, and it resembles that in Fig. 4
as a function of #. In particular, ks < 0, they asymptot-
ically become the same linear dispersions.

As shown in Sec. III A 2, the wave function ¥ (x1, k2)
in Eq. (24) in the absence of a magnetic field satisfies the
boundary condition (22) not only at 27 = 0, but every-
where on 21 > 0. This enables us to obtain the effective
Hamiltonian for the edge state in Sec. III A 3. Unfortu-
nately, the wave functions in Eqs. (38) or (39) satisfy the
boundary condition only at the boundary, 1 = 0, in the
presence of a magnetic field.

Therefore, to check the properties of the edge state
in the presence of a magnetic field, we compare the wave
function of the unpaired Landau level ¢g ,,—o (21, k2) with
the exact wave function of the edge state 1o (z1, k2) given
by Eq. (29) in the absence of a magnetic field. In Fig. 6,

(b)

2
[¢0,0l
>
1l
|
N

FIG. 6: Local density profile of the states of the unpaired
Landau level, |10 n=o(z1,k2)|?, for the § = 0 and B = 1.5
system. (a) For m = 1 [Fig. 5(a)] and (b) for m = —1
[Fig. 5(e)]. Solid colored curves denote the density profiles at
different k2 values, whereas the dashed curve in (a) denotes
the density profile of edge state in the absence of magnetic
fields 1o (z1)|* given in Eq. (24) which is independent of ks
when 6 = 0.

we show the local density profile for several k. Figure 6
(a) is the case of the unpaired Landau level in Fig. 5 (a).
In this panel, we find that when ko varies from positive
to negative values, the wave function v o (21, k2) changes
its character from the bulk state in Eq. (40) to the edge
state in Eq. (24).

On the other hand, in the case of m = —1 in Fig. 6(b),
the local density has different profile from the edge state
in Fig. 6(a) even for negative ko. The density profile is for
bulk states rather than edge states. Indeed, in this case,
there are no edge states in the absence of magnetic field,
as shown in Eq. (29) as well as in Fig. 4 (e). Therefore,
we conclude that in the case of 8 = 0, the system with
m > 0 shows the edge state, as in Fig. 5 (a), which
can be approzimated, for ko < 0, by the edge state in the
absence of a magnetic field in Fig. 4 (a), whereas the
system with m < 0 shows no edge state, as in Fig. 5 (e),
which corresponds to Fig. 4 (e). Therefore, the effective
Hamiltonian of the edge state in k3 < 0 in the presence
of a magnetic field is basically given by Eq. (31) in the
absence of a magnetic field.

IV. BBH DIRAC INSULATOR MODEL

Based on the edge states derived so far, we discuss
those of the BBH Dirac insulator in Eq. (6). To this
end, the following v matrices are convenient:

v=1a7, (1=1,2,3), v =7%200, 5 =130°.  (42)

Then, the Hamiltonian becomes

o Ho —img
= (i ™) @)

where H is given by Eq. (19) with m = my. This is the
merit of using the v matrices in Eq. (42): The Hamil-
tonian of the BBH Dirac insulator is simply expressed
by the Hamiltonian studied in Sec. III, and, hence, the



edge states derived there are directly used in the following
discussions. In particular, in the discussion of the edge
states in Sec. III B in the presence of a magnetic field, the
Hamiltonian in the form of Eq. (32) is very convenient to
rewrite the Hamiltonian with respect to the creation and
annihilation operators. On the other hand, the bound-
ary matrix S; in Eq. (12) is S; = iy'y3® = 702 in the
present basis, although it is diagonal in the basis in Sec.
IIB3. Thus, the wave functions of the edge states be-
come a bit more complicated. In the present new basis
Eq. (42), Sy can be written as

g (39(0) $0) ) , (44)

where SY(0) is defined in Eq. (22) with § = 0. In what
follows, we solve edge states for a half-plane x; > 0 sat-
isfying

Hip(x) = ep(x), (S1—1)¢(x) =0. (45)

I1:0

A. In the absence of a magnetic field

1. Bulk states

The Hamiltonian in the momentum representation is
H(k) ="k + ”Y#Jrzmu- (46)

Therefore, the bulk spectrum is

(k) = V&2 + m2, (47)

where k? = k? + k3 and m? = m? + m3. Each state
above is doubly degenerate. The bulk gap closing occurs
at my; = mg = 0 only.

2. FEdge states

Let us consider the system defined on ;1 > 0. Let
o(x1, k2) be the edge state wave function (24) of Hg in
Eq. (23), i.e., Hoo(x1, ka) = eotbo (21, k2) satisfying the
boundary condition (22) with 6 = 0. Then, for m; > 0

[ evo(x1, k)
(1, ke) = < (5004— ;m;)?/Jo(Ila k2) > 7 1)

is the wave function satisfying Eq.  (45).  Here,
Yo(z1,k2) = e7™%1(1,4)T and g9 = ko are the wave
function and dispersion given in Eq. (29), and ¢ =
++/e2 +m3 = £/k3 + m3 is the dispersion of the edge
states of H in Eq. (43). The gap closing of these edge
states occurs at mg = 0 regardless of mi(> 0). On
the other hand, when m; < 0, there are no edge states.
See Eq. (29). Taking account of the discussions in Sec.
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IIT A 3, an effective Hamiltonian of the 1D edge state lo-
calized along 1 ~ 0 is given by

)

my > 07 chdgc - < _262 T >

—109 + imsy

my <0, no edge states. (49)
The above Hamiltonian Hicdge is nothing but the 1D
massive Dirac fermion. This fermion yields the polar-
ization %sgnmg toward the x5 direction. Therefore, at
mgo = 0, i.e., at 72 = %1, topological changes occur. It
should be noted that o2 of S; = 7902 acts as 1 in this
subspace.

In addition to the boundary along x; = 0, let us in-
troduce another boundary along x2 = 0 and consider the
above edge state (49) in the region x2 > 0. As discussed
in Sec. II, the boundary condition toward x5 for the BBH
Dirac insulator is given by S = iv?y* = —7302 in the
present basis (42). In the subspace of Eq. (49), we can
set 02 = 1, so that Sy acts as Sy = —72 in the space
of Eq. (49). Thus, the zero-dimensional edge state of

chdgca
chdgcd}/(IQ) - 5/¢/(I2)5
(S2 = )¢’ (22) =0,

X2 =0

Sy = —73, (50)
is obtained as follows:

meo > 0,

0
5/ = 07 wl(‘T?) = 2m2 (e—mgmg ) }

mg < 0, mno edge states. (51)
The above transition at mo = 0 with keeping m; > 0 is
the boundary obstruction of the edge states mentioned
below Eq. (48). Thus, we have shown that the corner
state exists in the case of my, mo > 0, whose wave func-
tion is given by v(z1, x9) oc e~ (M1z1tma22)(0 0, 1,4)T.

B. In the presence of a magnetic field

Finally, we consider the BBH Dirac insulator in a mag-
netic field in Eq. (43). In this section, we restrict our
discussions to the case of eB > 0. Even in the presence
of a magnetic field, completely the same discussions as
Sec. IV A 2 are applied to this case.

We first mention that considering Eq. (43), the bulk
spectrum is given by +£+v2eBn+m? (n = 0,1,---),
where m? = m?% + m3. Therefore, the bulk gap at zero
energy is given by 2m.

Next, let us consider the system defined in the region
x1 > 0. Let g, (21, k2) be the wave function (38) of Hy,
on which the boundary condition (22) [i.e., (41)] with
6 = 0 is imposed. Then,

. Ewo)y(xl7k2)
1Z)u:i:(xl’ k2) o < (50.,1/ + imz)‘/’o,v(xl’ k2) > 7 (52)
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FIG. 7: Edge (and bulk) states of the BBH Dirac insulator
with (a) m1 = 1 and (b) m1 = —1. Other parameters used
are mo = 0.1 and B = 1.5. The dashed lines are the bulk
spectrum of the BBH Dirac insulator in a magnetic field, +m1

and £,/(c5,,)? + m3.

is the wave function of (43) with energy ¢ =
+,/€., + m3 satisfying Eq. (45).

In Fig. 7, we show an example of the spectrum of the
BBH Dirac insulator in a magnetic field. These figures
indeed reproduce the spectra of the BBH model in Fig. 3.
The case with small ms is shown in Fig. 7 (a), in which
the gap closing of the edge spectrum, i.e., the boundary-
obstruction at ms = 0 is manifest. As discussed in Sec.
IIIB 2, the edge state of Hy can be basically given by
Eq. (31), implying that an effective Hamiltonian for the
edge state at ky < 0 of the present BBH Dirac insula-
tor is also given by Eq. (49). Thus, even in a mag-
netic field, the gap closing of the edge state induces the
topological change associated with a corner state. This
boundary obstruction occurs with keeping the bulk gap
2m open. On the other hand, in the case of m; < 0,
no gap closing is observed, as is expected in Fig. 7 (b).
Therefore, we conclude that the BBH Dirac insulator in
a magnetic field reproduces the BOTP transition of the
BBH model, although the direct calculations of the topo-
logical invariants by the use of the Dirac insulator model
in the presence of a magnetic field are impossible.

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

To construct an effective theory of the BOTP transi-
tion of the BBH model in a magnetic field, we investi-
gated an effective Dirac fermion model with two kinds
of mass terms in the continuum limit around 7 flux. We
emphasized the importance of the boundary condition for
the Dirac fermion to obtain the edge states: We argued
the boundary condition from the point of view of the lat-
tice termination, symmetry, and the Hermiticity condi-
tion. We first solved the edge states for the conventional
2D massive Dirac fermion in the absence/presence of a
magnetic field imposing a generic boundary condition.
Using these, we next derive the edge states of the BBH
Dirac insulator model. The gapped edge states of the
BBH Dirac insulator show the gap closing at the tran-
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sition point from the HOTI phase to the trivial phase
which is nothing but the BOTP transition. This occurs
even in the presence of a magnetic field, in which the edge
states associated with the unpaired Landau level causes
the BOTP transition.

The result in this paper may be limited within small
magnetic fields around 7 flux, since we use the linear
dispersion approximation of the BBH model. Indeed,
as discussed in Sec. ITA, Fig. 2 shows at least in
5m/6 < ¢(< 7w /6), the BOTP exists, but in ¢ < 27/3,
the higher-order topological phase transition accompa-
nies bulk gap closings. It then follows that the descrip-
tion by the BBH Dirac insulator cannot be extended into
such a region. It may be an interesting future problem
to clarify the nature of this phase.

Acknowledgments

This work was supported in part by Grants-in-Aid
for Scientific Research Numbers 17K05563 and 17H06138
from the Japan Society for the Promotion of Science.

Appendix A: Parabolic cylinder functions D, (z)

The solutions D, (z) of the equation

d? 1 1
( +1/+———22>D,j(z)20,

dz2 2 4 (A1)

are called parabolic cylinder functions [29]. These func-
tions obey

< d | f) D, (z) = vD,_1(2),

dz ' 2

d =z

D)= Dl (A2
Other linearly independent solution of Eq. (Al) is

D,(—z) if v is not an integer, or D_,_1(iz) for any v.
When v is a non-negative integer, v = n = 0,1,---,
D,,(z) corresponds to the familiar wave function of the
1D harmonic oscillator,

2

Dn(2) =2 2" 1% H, (27 22), (A3)

where H,,(z) is the Hermite polynomial of degree n. The
asymptotic behavior of D, (z) for large values of |z| and
a fixed value of v (# n) is

D, (2) = 2¥e~ 4% (14 0(|2]72)),

(|arg z| < 37w/4), (Ad)
whereas
D,(2) = z¥e 7% (1+0(2]7%))
- I(?(?i)j) eyl (1+0(lz[7%),
(/4 < arg z < 5m/4). (A5)



Therefore, Eq. (A5) tells that D,(z) diverges as
—v—1

1.2 . .
z e1® for real negative z, z — —oo, if v (# n).
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