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Singer index can be given simply from the Berry phase associated with domain wall Dirac operators
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the boundary contributions, each of which gives the bulk integration of the Chern character and the
eta-invariant.
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1 Introduction

The Atiyah-Patodi-Singer (APS) index theorem [IH3] is a generalization of the Atiyah-Singer (AS) index
theorem [4}5].

Let D be a massless Dirac operator on an even-dimensional manifold M without boundary. The AS index
is defined as the difference of the number of two chiral zero modes ind sgD = dimker Dy —dimker D_. The
AS index theorem states that the AS index is equal to the instanton number,

ind ASD = /M Ch(F) (1.1)

Next, let D be also a massless Dirac operator on an even-dimensional manifold M with a boundary
where the APS boundary condition is imposed so that exponentially growing modes are killed. The APS
index is defined similarly by ind opsD = dimker D, — dimker D_.

The APS index theorem states that the APS index is equal to the sum of the bulk integral of the Chern
character and the eta-invariant,

ind apsD — /M ch(F) + %n(iV), (1.2)

where iV be its restriction on M. The eta-invariant n(i¥) is the boundary contribution, formally defined
by

n(iy) = (Z sign An> (1.3)

where )\, is the eigenvalues of i¥ and (- - -)8” stands for the quantity which is regularized in a proper way
such as zeta function regularization. The eta-invariant is equal to the Chern-Simons term modulo integer.



Recently, non-perturbative generalization of anomaly inflow has been discussed in terms of the eta-
invariant [6H8]. It has been applied to high energy physics and condensed matter physics |[9H19]. The APS
index theorem above describes a special case of anomaly inflow [20]. See also [21] for early work on the APS
index theorem in physics.

As for applications to topological insulators, the masslessness of Dirac operators in the APS index theorem
is puzzling since typical topological insulators are massive inside the bulk. This puzzle was solved by
reformulating the APS index theorem in terms of Dirac operators with a domain wall mass [2224]. Such a
reformulation allows massive fermions inside the bulk and removes the “non-local” APS boundary condition.
Thus, it is well suited for actual topological insulators. See [25,26] for related works.

For the above reasons, it is desired to understand the domain wall APS index theorem at a deeper level.
However, its proof is technically complicated while it is mathematically rigorous. The best way to deepen
understanding is to re-derive the APS index by elementary calculations.

In this paper, we give a conjecture that the APS index can be given simply from the Berry phase associated
with domain wall Dirac operators when adiabatic approximation is valid. We confirm this conjecture by an
analytic calculation for a special case in two dimensions. The Berry phase is divided into the bulk and the
boundary contributions. Each of them corresponds to the bulk integral of the Chern character and the eta-
invariant, respectively. We intend to report such a new perspective on the domain wall APS index theorem
and the eta-invariant in a specific setup. The more general proof is left for future works.

Our derivation is distinguished from the TKNN formula [27]. The formula computes a Berry phase in
the momentum space, while this paper works in the position space. This paper clarifies how the edge modes
contribute to the eta-invariant by examining the contribution to the Berry phase from the spacetime position
near the edge.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. [2] we review the reformulation of the APS index theorem in
terms of domain wall Dirac operators. In Sec. [3] we state our conjecture that the APS index is interpreted
as a Berry phase. In Sec. [d] we derive the APS index from the Berry phase associated with a domain wall
Dirac operator on a two-dimensional Euclidean torus. In Sec.[5} we conclude this paper and discuss possible
applications of our results.

2 Domain wall APS index theorem

Let us consider, for simplicity, a d(= 2n)-dimensional Euclidean cylinder M which has boundaries at x4 =
+Ls/2. While the original APS index theorem was formulated in terms of massless Dirac operators, it
has recently been reformulated [2224] in terms of domain wall Dirac operators. They replaced the cylinder
with an infinite one but with a domain wall at 24 = +L2/2 and introduced a new index, the domain wall
APS index, defined by

n(D +ympw) — n(D + ympy)

ind DW D= B . (21)

Here, mpw, mpy are the domain wall mass and the Pauli-Villars mass respectively such that

mpw (zq) = +|m| [sign(xq + La/2) — sign(zq — L2/2) — 1], (2.2)

mpy(z4) = —|ml, (2:3)

where |m| > 0 is a large mass H They showed that the domain wall APS index is equal to the conventional
APS index as

ind pwD = ind papsD = Ch(F) + u

(2.4)
|wa|<La/2 2

IThe amplitudes of mpw, mpy are not necessarily required to be the same. The Pauli-Villars mass is introduced to fix the
phase of the trivial vacuum.



Here, ny,/r is the eta-invariant defined at x4 = FLo/2.
Eta-invariants can be evaluated using, for example, zeta-function regularization. Especially for the two-
dimensional case

M =S} x[-Ly/2,Ls/2] (2.5)
with
2
D =348, +iA,), A1 =—Bzy+ ? Ay = 0, (2.6)
1

eta~-invariants can be computed explicitly (See App. [B|and, for example, App. A of [22]). The result is

m/r 1
2/ =5 amrTt lar,/r], (2.7)

where ar, /g is the holonomy at x5 = FLo/2 defined by ar, /g = Agﬁl |12:$L2/2.

3 APS index as Berry phase

In the paper [7], the author discussed that the phase of the partition function for a topological insulator is
given by

Z = |Z|ei™ind arsD, (3.1)

Since the APS index can be reformulated in terms of domain wall Dirac operators, it is expected that a
similar relation holds for a manifold equipped with domain walls.

3.1 Our conjecture

Since the APS index appears as a phase of the partition function, one may wonder whether it can also be
derived from canonical formalism. For a domain wall fermion with a slowly changing external gauge field
and a slowly changing kink mass, where adiabatic approximation is valid, one can expect that the phase of
the partition function can be given by the Berry phase since it is the only phase that appears in the partition
function under adiabatic approximation. Therefore, one is lead to a conjecture:

APS index = Berry phase of the domain wall system (3.2)

What is non-trivial is that even the eta invariant at the boundary can be included in the Berry phase. This
could give a new unified view of the APS index.

In the following, let us remind the reader of the fact that the phase of the partition function is given only
by the Berry phase when adiabatic approximation is valid for Euclidean theory. In a quantum mechanical
system with Euclidean time ¢, the Schrédinger equation is given as

0= (0 + H(1))|¥), (3-3)

where H (t) is the snapshot Hamiltonian. Let as denote |n(t)) and E,(t) as the n-th eigenstate and the n-th
eigenvalue of the snapshot Hamiltonian. Using a complete set of eigenstates of the snapshot Hamiltonian at
time t, a general state can be written as

) = an()n(®))- (3-4)

2In this setup, domain-wall index can be evaluated as ind pw D = [ar,] —[ar]. From Stokes theorem, ﬁ f|x2|<L2/2 d2z Fio =
a1, — ar holds. Combining this with the result of the eta invariants, one finds that the APS index theorem holds in the case.



Substituting this into the Schrédinger equation, one obtains

0= (an|n) + andeln) + anEn|n)). (3.5)

n

Multiplying (m/| from the left, one gets

0=a,+ Z an{m|o¢n) + amEn, (3.6)

When adiabatic approximation is valid, the m-th eigenstate does not make a transition to a different state
under time evolution, therefore

i = —((M)Bem) + Enm)am (3.7)

holds. Defining the Berry connection for the m-th state A, as A, = —i(m|0;|m), the equation reads

A (t) = a1, (0) exp [— /t dt' B, (1) —z‘/t dt’Am(t’)} . (3.8)

0 0

This means that the phase of the system can be given only by the Berry phase.

4 Special example in two dimensions

In this section, we will consider a two-dimensional torus where topologically trivial/non-trivial phases are
jointed with two domain walls in between. Considering a special gauge configuration where an analytic
calculation is possible, we will explicitly derive the phase of its partition function

Y = m-ind APSD (4.1)
from the Berry phase associated with a domain wall Dirac operator and confirm our conjecture in the previous

section.

4.1 Phase of partition function
Let us consider a domain wall fermion ¢ on a Euclidean torus,
M:Sil XSllz. (42)

We also introduce a Pauli-Villars field (bosonic ghost) x with a Pauli-Villars mass. The Lagrangian is given
as

&L =il + mpw)Y + X(i) + mpv)x, (4.3)

where the domain wall mass and the Pauli-Villars mass are defined as

T2 —L2/2 _
€

Lo/2
u,mnh
€

mpw (z2) = +|m| (tanh

1) (= m(aa). (1.4
mpv(l‘g) = —\m| (45)

where 0 < Ly < L} and where € is a small constant to regulate the jump of the mass. The domain wall mass
divide the Euclidean torus into two regions:

{ |za| < Lo/2 Non-trivial phase (4.6)

Lo/2 < |zo| < LL/2  Trivial phase



Regarding the xs-direction as the Euclidean time, we can write the partition function as

2141 = [ DivuDxDY o0 |- [ e 2500
M
= Tr|(—1)FPe- $amhien)], (4.7)
Here, iL(xg) is the snapshot-Hamiltonian and where (—1)f is the fermion parity. The trace is only over the

states in the Dirac sea since positive energy eigenstates are exponentially suppressed through the Euclidean
time development. We write the Dirac sea as

|\117> X Z (=17 H\IJ;@) |0) . (4.8)

oeperm.

Here, the index ¢ is some quantum number of the negative energy eigenstates. Let us denote, by Ypw
and —py, the phases acquired through the Euclidean time development of the fermion and the ghost,
respectively. Then, the partition function is expressed as

Z[A] = |Z[A)|e”, 9 = dpw — Dpy. (4.9)

Here, the minus sign of —¢py reflects that y is a ghost.

4.2 Adiabatic approximation

We will compute the phase Ypw. At the end of Sec. and Sec. we include contributions from the
ghost. In the language of the first-quantization, the fermion satisfies the Dirac equation,

DV =0, D=7(p+m). (4.10)
For later convenience, we choose the gamma matrices as
T =03, Y2=02, Y=-imY2 =01, (4.11)
and assume that
A, = Au(x2). (4.12)

Then, the wave function ¥ satisfies a Schrodinger like equation,

0

—%Wpl (z2) = h(22) ¥y, (72), (4.13)

where the snapshot-Hamiltonian h(z2) is expressed as
h(LL'Q) = h/(mg) + iAQ(LL'Q), hl(l'Q) = (pl + Al(l‘g))al + m({L‘Q)O'Q. (414)

It has positive/negative energy eigenstates such that

W (22) W5 (22) = ey, (22) V5, (22),  &p, (w2) = V/P1(22)2 + m(22)?, (4.15)

Here, we wrote p; = p; + A;1. The snapshot wave function is

4 et [ cosf/2

\ijl (IQ) =e€ (ei¢ sin 6/2 ) (416)
_ ia— sinf/2

\Ilpl ($2) =€ (ei(w+¢) CcoSs 9/2> ’ (417)
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Figure 1: Typical spectrum of the snapshot Hamiltonian h'(x2). The green-dashed, blue-solid, orange-
solid and red-dashed curves correspond to momentum eigenstates with p; Ly /2m = —2,—1,0, 1, respectively.
(We will explain the difference of the solid/dashed curves in Sec. . Domain walls are put on the gray
vertical lines. The gauge potential monotonically decreases inside the region separated by the domain walls
as Ay (z2) = —Bxa+ A1(0) (Jz2| < L2/2) and monotonically increases outside as A;(z2) = +B(z2 F L2/2) +
A1(£L2/2) (La/2 < |za| < L4/2), where B = 2 - (2w/L1L2). Parameters are chosen as Ly = 1,L9/2 =
20, |m| = 2,e = 8 so that the hierarchy is satisfied. In the left panel, the holonomy a = A;(0)L,/27
is an integer, invalidating adiabatic approximation at the domain walls. In the right panel, the holonomy is
shifted to a half-integer, validating adiabatic approximation.

where we introduced the Bloch sphere coordinates such that

sin 6 cos ¢
W(zy)=R-o, R=c|sinfsing |, (4.18)
cosf
and where two functions a* = a® () correspond to U(1)-left/right gauge transformations.

A typical spectrum of the snapshot Hamiltonian is shown in Fig.[l} In the following, we assume the
following hierarchy of parameters
[m|

— < L2 < mf%. (4.19)

Since each momentum eigenstates are decoupled and the bulk mass is sufficiently large
Im|Ly > 1 (4.20)

under the hierarchy, the Landau-Zener effect (See also App. is well suppressed at almost all
Euclidean times. The dangerous time is when the domain wall mass goes to zero m(zs) = 0. However,
unless the holonomy a is an integer, the hierarchy assures that the Landau-Zener effect is well suppressed
since

2 -2

L
n_ 1. 4.21
mije ™ Tmlje > (4.21)

€

Here, we used (C.3) by replacement €12 — €,,, @ — |m|/e. Thus, the adiabatic approximation is valid. Also,
let us assume that Lo is sufficiently large so that the bulk and the boundary regions are well distinguished



while the mass gap opens slowly €|m| > 1 around the domain walls. The largeness of Ly is consistent with
the previous discussion that the Dirac sea states dominate the functional trace.
Under adiabatic approximation, each state acquires a Berry phase,

(U |—i02| W, ) +iAy =i (U, |(—ids + A2) |0, ). (4.22)

The first term of the left-hand side is associated with h'(x3). Each momentum eigenstate develops as
T2
W, (0) = exp [—/O dwy (—ep, + i (¥, |(—id2 + A2)|¥, ) | ¥, (0). (4.23)
Summing over all the states in the Dirac sea, we find that

19DW ~ Z%dl’g <\III:1 |(—i82 + A2)|\I/;1> (424)

as long as the adiabatic approximation is valid. Note that the phase Ypw is gauge invariant, reflecting the
compactness of the manifold M. We fix the phase of the wave function so that Ypw = 0 for A = 0. It means
that we have to set

By + Ay = 0. (4.25)

In the following computations, we set a™ (z2) = Az(x2) = 0 for simplicity. The total Berry phase becomes

Ypw =~ = %dxg 82¢(1 + 0089 fdl‘g 82¢ (426)
pim O2p1 82m

= — d — . 4.27

2;7{ x2ﬁ%+m2< o m) 2

We will evaluate this quantity in two different ways in the following Sec. and Sec. They will clarify
the meanings of the Berry phase from two different perspectives.

4.3 Berry phase and level crossings

Firstly, we evaluate the expression (4.26). The following computations will clarify the relationship between
our formulation and the level-crossings in the context of the original APS index theorem.
Recall that the Bloch sphere coordinates are related with the Euclidean time as

h (”) m(z,) (4.28)

cos ¢ = , sing = .
VD1(72)2 + m(z2)? V1 (2)? + m(z2)?

Note that the domain wall mass crosses zero m(zz2) = 0 twice if we go around the torus along the Euclidean
time. Also, note that some momentum eigenstates cross p;(x2) = 0 twice. For example, the two states
illustrated as blue/orange solid curves in the right panel of Fig. |1| cross p1(x3) = 0 once within |zs| < Lo /2
and within Ly/2 < |za| < Lj/2. Then, from (4.28)), we find that such states acquire a phase A¢ = 27 if we
go around the torus. Their wave functions develop as

T : 7[12/24’0 — 7L2/270
1 1 . (4.29)
— . 1 1
e (eiﬂ> - 75 <6i77+i27r)

They are depicted as the blue/orange (homotopically non-trivial) curves in Fig.
On the other hand, note that the other momentum eigenstates do not cross pj(z2) = 0. For example,
the two states illustrated as green/red dashed curves in the right panel of Fig. [1] do not cross p1(z2) = 0.



Then, from (4.28]), we find that such states acquire no phase A¢ = 0 if we go around the torus. Their wave
functions develop as

zo: —Ly/240 — —Ly/2-0
v L (;ﬂ) - L (e}ﬂ) ; (4.30)
or
x2:  —La/24+0 — —L3/2-0
L (emlm> - (eiﬂim) ~ (4.31)

They are depicted as the green/red dashed (homotopically trivial) curves in Fig,.

Each of the homotopically non-trivial modes gives an equal contribution 27 to the Berry phase dpw. The
total number of such homotopically non-trivial modes is equal to the number of crossings through p;(x2) = 0.
That is

lar] — [ag]- (4.32)

On the other hand, none of the homotopically trivial modes gives any contribution. Thus, the total Berry
phase from the domain wall fermion is

1
Ypw = 2;%d$252¢

=7 ([ar] — [ar])
=T- ind ApsD. (433)

Next, let us consider the ghost contribution. The Pauli-Villars mass never crosses zero through the Eu-
clidean time development. Thus, all momentum modes are homotopically trivial even if they cross p(x2) = 0.
Thus,

Ipy = 0. (4.34)
Combining the above results, we obtain the desired result (4.1)

¥ = vpw — Vpv
= -ind APSD- (435)

This result implies that our formulation counts the number of the level crossings as the original APS index
theorem does. However, it appears puzzling that the Pauli-Villars field does not give any contribution as
opposed to the usual wisdom. E| Actually, this is just a superficial puzzle caused by adding the two regions
|z2| < La/2 and Lo/2 < |z2| < L5/2. In the next Sec. we will divide the torus into these two regions
and see that the Berry phase is “doubled” by including the fermion and the ghost contributions.

4.4 Berry phase and bulk/boundary contributions

Secondly, we evaluate the expression (4.27)). The following computations will clarify how the bulk and the
boundary modes contribute to the bulk integral of the Chern-character and the eta-invariant respectively.

3For example, a standard calculation shows that the phase of the partition function for a three-dimensional manifold without
boundary, which is given by the Chern-Simons action, one obtains an equal amount of contributions from physical field and
Pauli-Villars field.



Figure 2: Typical Euclidean time development along the equator § = 7/2 of the Bloch sphere. The blue-
solid and orange-solid curves are homotopically non-trivial modes, while the green-dashed and red-dashed
curves are homotopically trivial modes. Each type of the solid/dashed curves corresponds to the ones in
Fig. [} The two blobs correspond to the two domain walls.

Let us decompose Ypw into the inside region |za| < L2/2 and the outside region Lo/2 < |za| < L}/2
divided by the domain walls as
Ipw = 19%]\3{;18 + ,lgoutblde. (436)

We focus on the inside part 19“‘5“1‘3 The outside part 19‘]3‘{}\,5“6 can be computed similarly as the inside one
19‘“5“16. Note that the first term of (4.27)) dominates in the bulk region where 9op51/02m > 1 while the second
term dominates around the boundary regions where 0Py /0am < 1. We can decompose 19}51\5,{,(1" as

191ni1de ~ ’lgblk + 79L—bdy + 19R—bdya (437)

where

Vi = = Z/ L( Oap1(22)), (4.38)

24 |m|*

UL bay = Z/Lbdy LQ/(Q)LQ/Q) (xQ)zan(xg), (4.39)

UR-bdy = Z /R by P1(+L2/2) 5 Oam(x2). (4.40)

p1(+L2/2)* + m(x2)
Such a decomposition is justified for the limit |m| — oo,e — 0, Ls — 0o, keeping the hierarchy (4.19).
4.4.1 Bulk contribution

Let us introduce dimensionless quantities

Al (!L‘Q)Ll
2 ’

m(x2) Ly

or

(4.41)

a(ze) = b(zs) =

for later convenience. The bulk contribution is rewritten as

_1 . 1/|m| B .
Do = 2le/blkd > 1+@1(x2)/|m|)2( A1 (22)). (4.42)




Here, note that

Pi(z2) _ 2mn N Ai(z2) _nta (4.43)

im| [m|Ly — m] 0]

Inside the bulk, the mass gap is sufficiently larger than the Compton scale and than the gauge potential as

Ib] > 1, % <1. (4.44)

Thus, the summation over the momentum p; is well approximated by an integral. Performing the momentum
integral first

) dn_1/m] )
Pplk = = /blk / 27 11 (b (22) 1)) 5 (—02A1(22))

S Y S
/blkd / T (ﬁ1/|m|)g( 02 A1(x2))

= Z/blk z (—02A1(22)). (4.45)

This iS nOthing but/ ‘he bulk integral Of the Chern—charac‘er
ISb k — < ' /d X F ) (4 46)
! 2 27( 12 ’

4.4.2 Boundary contribution

The left-boundary contribution is rewritten as

P1(—L2/2)
VLbdy = Z/Lbdy L2/2) 2 (I2)282m($2)

1 i(~La/2)
N Z/L bdy (=L2/2)? +m? (4.47)

Here, note that

Bi(=Lo/2) = 2 4 Ay (~La/2) =

I —(n+ap). (4.48)

2
Ly
Recall that we assumed that the compactification length L; is small so that the adiabatic approximation is
valid. Also, the mass gap is almost zero around the boundary. Thus, the summation over the momentum pq
is no longer approximated by an integral. We will perform the integral over m first instead of the summation
over the momentum. Writing the integral E| with dimensionless quantities,

3 ntag
9. S Ot 4.49
Lbdy = 5 s Z/ (n+ap)?+b° (4.49)

2||—>oo

At this stage, we formally find that 91, b4y is proportional to the eta-invariant as

1 _ b 1~
VL-bdy = 3 Z [tan ! n+aL]
n

0
n+ar, >0 n+aL<0

4Another integration interval —|b] < b < 0 belongs to ¥9itside,

10



T 7L
= — . —. 4.50

The last equality is from (B.2]). Also, we can derive a regularized version of the eta-invariant. We decompose
the integrand as

1 10| n+ ar,
V1. = — lim db——m———
bobdy : ;/0 (n+ap)? +v?

1 L 1 1
= 1i - db . 4.51
b|1—I>noo4;/0 [n+aLib+n+aL+ib ( )

Performing the integral over b,

. 1 n + ag, — i|b|
I pay = 1 - In ————
Lbdy = e 4 zn: St aL + b

.1, sinw(ag, —ilb) i etmlletiman _ oomlblg—imar
= lim -ln————% = lim - . .
[b]—oo 4 sinm(ar, +i[b]) |plooc 4 e~ Tlbletiman — etmlbo—imar
. ‘ ]
= ilnezm(‘“_l/m = g (2 —aL + C) . (4.52)

At the final line, there is an ambiguity of the choice of the branch ¢ € Z. To fix the branch, recall the original
expression . Note that a shift a;, — ar, + Z can be absorbed by the shift of the momentum label n.
This means that the final result depends on ar, — [ar] rather than ar, itself. Also, note that the phase is zero
for aj, = 1/2 due to the symmetry for exchanging n <+ —n — 1. The only choice to satisfy these conditions
is ¢ = [ar].

Then, we obtain the regularized expression (See ) for the eta-invariant

™ ML
19L_bdy == 5 . ? (453)
Similarly, we obtain
T 7R
IR~ =——=—. 4.54
R-bdy 5 9 (4.54)

The minus sign appears since the mass decreases around the right boundary, contrary to the left boundary.

4.4.3 Total phase

Summing over the above results

. |1 - T
Yipside ~ 5 {% /de Fip + & 5 Ly 5 'ind apsD. (4.55)

This is half of the desired result (4.1). However, including the outside region and the ghost contributions,
we finally arrive at

¥ = Jpw — Upv

_ inside outside inside outside
= [Ipw T + 0w ] — [PV + opee]

@ 1 L — MR 1 2 L — MR
= — +7/ dQCL'Fm—i- )+<— d“x Fio +
2 |: ( 27 inside 2 27 outside 2

1 1
_ T ——/ d®z Fio4+0) + _7/ d*z Fi2 +0
2 27 inside 27 outside

1 J—
=T |: / dzfﬂ F12 + 77LnR:| =7 -ind APSD- (456)
2 inside 2

11



Here, the sign in front of [ Fi reflects the sign of the mass in the inside/outside region. Note that the
bulk integral of Chern-character is doubled due to the Pauli-Villars contribution, while the eta-invariants are
doubled due to contributions from another side of the domain walls. The outside bulk contributions cancel,
implying that the Pauli-Villars term nicely chose the phase of the trivial vacuum.

Now, we can answer the puzzle at the end of Sec. Due to the periodicity of the gauge potential on
the torus, [ Fia over the inside/outside region changes its sign. Thus,

m 1 N — MR
U =2-— — d*z F T
oW 2 <+ 27 /inside rhz 2 )
= -ind ApsD, (457)
Ipy = 0. (4.58)

These agree with the previous result .

Finally, let us mention the case where i fT2 Fi5 takes a non-zero integer value m. In this case, the
Dirac sea state does not come back to the original state as we go around the torus. Rather, its momentum
eigenstates shift as ¥, — ¥ Thus, the Dirac sea state acquire a phase as

n—m:

_ _ ;0 (1) _ -0 (2) _
\I/n1 \Ijn2 . |0> — elgDW\I/nlfm ezeDWanzfm A |0>

= (—1)f MW W - (0), (4.59)

where f(m) is some function obtained by computing infinite products with an appropriate regularization. If
we normalize the partition function so that its phase is zero for A, = 0 as we did in this whole paper, the
prefactor (—1)/(™) is simply dropped. A similar discussion holds for the ghost with the Pauli-Villars mass.
Thus, our conjecture that the APS index is equal to the Berry phase is unchanged.

5 Conclusion and Discussions

In this paper, we proposed that the APS index can be given by the Berry phase associated with a domain
wall Dirac operator when the adiabatic approximation is valid. We have confirmed this conjecture for a
special case in two dimensions.

The Berry phase counts the number of level crossings through Euclidean time development. This resem-
bles the original APS index theorem, which states that the APS index is counted by the level crossings of
massless Dirac operators. Also, the Berry phase is spatially divided into the bulk and the boundary contri-
butions if the bulk size is sufficiently large. Each of them gives the bulk integral of Chern-character and the
eta-invariant. We remark that the eta-invariant arises from an integral around the domain walls rather than
the exact points where the mass gap closes. This implies that we do not necessarily have to make domain
walls like step functions. (Indeed, the slope-like mass in [30] works as a domain wall.)

It is interesting to generalize our derivation to other higher spatial dimensions and to seek mathemati-
cally rigorous formulations. The new perspective that the APS index is Berry phase would give us better
understandings of the non-perturbative aspects of the eta-invariant. Also, the simplicity of our derivation
would enable us to generalize the domain wall APS index theorem to other exotic systems. For example, the
topological nature of non-hermitian systems would be described by “Berry phase” of non-hermitian Dirac
operators. These questions are left for future works.
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A Conventions

The Gamma matrices are all chosen to be hermitian as

{7y =20", () =+, (A1)
{77y =0, M=% (A-2)

The Dirac operator is a Hermitian operator on M such that
D =7Ip = 37" (0 + iAy). (A.3)

Under the chiral representation, we write it as

=0 o= %)

B Eta-invariant in two-dimensional case

See also, for example, App. A of [22] for a two-dimensional example of the APS index theorem. Let us denote
the dimensionless eigenvalues of the boundary Dirac operator iV by

An =1+ a. (B.1)

We assume that the holonomy is non-integer. The eta-invariant is formally defined by

n=> signh, = Y 14+ > (-1). (B.2)

n+a>0 n+a<0

A convenient regularization is the zeta-regularization

-y o (3.3)

Indeed, it is evaluated by the Hurwitz zeta function as

1 -1
1= D Grar T2 Ty

n+a>0 n+a<0
= 1 = ~1
= Z S + Z S
—(nta—la) = (n+1-a+]ad)
:C(s,a—[a])—C(s,l—a+[a]). (B4)
Noting that
¢(0,a) = = —a, (B.5)
the eta-invariant is expressed as
n_1_
5 =3 a+ [a). (B.6)



C Landau-Zener effect

See also [28}29]. Let us consider a two-state system whose snapshot Hamiltonian is given by

h(r) = (51 812), %, = ar, (C.1)

€12 —¢&1

where o, 12 > 0. This system has positive/negative energy eigenstates such that

h(T)UE(T) = £1/€2 4 2,0 (7). (C.2)

The energy gap becomes small at 7 = 0. Then, the positive/negative energy eigenstates may mix, violating
the adiabatic approximation. The probability of non-adiabatic transition through the dangerous time 7 = 0
is given by

_ 27y _ 5%2
P=e s Y= (C.3)

Thus, the adiabatic approximation is valid as long as

v > 1. (C4)
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