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Benalcazar-Bernevig-Hughes (BBH) models, defined on D-dimensional simple cubic lattice, are
paradigmatic toy models for studying D-th order topology and corner-localized, mid-gap states.
Under periodic boundary conditions, the Wilson loops of non-Abelian Berry connection of BBH
models along all high-symmetry axes have been argued to exhibit gapped spectra, which predict
gapped surface-states under open boundary conditions. In this work, we identify 1D, 2D, and 3D
topological invariants for characterizing higher order topological insulators. Further, we demonstrate
the existence of cubic-symmetry-protected, gapless spectra of Wilson loops and surface-states along
the body diagonal directions of the Brillouin zone of BBH models. We show the gapless surfacestates are described by 2D−1 -component, massless Dirac fermions. Thus, BBH models can exhibit
the signatures of first and D-th order topological insulators, depending on the details of externally
imposed boundary conditions.

I.

INTRODUCTION

In quest for quantized, higher-order, electric multipole
moments in crystalline systems, Benalcazar et al. introduced the intriguing concept of higher-order topological insulators (HOTI) [1, 2]. The gapped surface-states
of these insulators were identified as lower-dimensional
topological insulators (TI), giving rise to mid-gap states,
localized at sharp corners and hinges of a material. The
corner-localized states were argued to support topological quantization of multipole moments under suitable
boundary conditions. This fascinating proposal has led
to tremendous inter-disciplinary research on HOTIs [3–
19], which can be realized in solid state materials [20–22],
photonic crystals [23–29], ultracold atomic systems [30],
and mechanical meta-materials [31–41].
In spite of exciting ongoing research, the bulk topological invariants of HOTIs are still not clearly understood
[1, 42–51]. Benalcazar et al. proposed the following topological properties of Wilson loops (WL) of non-Abelian
Berry connections of HOTIs. (i) As functions of transverse momentum components, the gauge-invariant eigenvalues of WLs along high-symmetry axes (or Wannier
centers) do not exhibit any non-trivial winding. (ii) The
generators of WLs or Wilson loop Hamiltonians (WLH)
display gapped spectra, since the mirror symmetry operators along different principal axes do not commute. (iii)
The gauge-dependent WLHs of D-dimensional HOTIs
are examples of (D − 1)-dimensional TIs, which can be
classified within the paradigm of “nested Wilson loops"
(NWL), by computing Wilson loops of Wilson loops. The
NWL is a tool for dimensional reduction and topological
classification of gauge-fixing ambiguities of non-Abelian
Berry connections on a periodic manifold, like Brillouin
zone (BZ) torus.

Since it cannot be easily implemented for complex
ab initio band-structures of real materials, the solidstate candidates of HOTI are identified by employing
(i) complimentary analysis of various symmetry indicators and spectra of WLs under periodic boundary
conditions (PBC) [45, 46, 52], and (ii) direct calculations of surface- and corner- states under open boundary conditions (OBC) [3]. The spectra of WLs for elemental bismuth have been shown to possess strongly
direction-sensitive behavior. Thus, elemental bismuth
has been identified as a mixed-order topological insulator, which can exhibit gapless or gapped surface-states,
depending on the orientation of surface [16, 20, 53].
The direction-sensitive gapless surface-states also occur
for anti-ferromagnetic topological insulators [54–58] and
many topological crystalline insulators [59–63]. However,
in real materials, due to the complexity of band structures, the precise relationship between surface-states and
corner-states cannot be clearly addressed.
This has motivated us to ask the following questions
for analytically controlled BBH models of D-th order TIs.
(i) Can the WLs of BBH models support gapless spectra? (ii) Do BBH models support gapless surface-states
along any directions? In this work, we perform explicit
analytical and numerical calculations to affirmatively answer these questions and establish mixed-order topology
of BBH models. We show the WLs along body-diagonal
directions of cubic Brillouin zone possess gapless spectra and the gapless surface-states along body diagonals
correspond to 2D−1 -component massless, Dirac fermions.
For two-dimensional BBH model of quadrupolar TIs, we
also show the corner-states arise, when the flow of Dirac
fermions is obstructed by boundary conditions.

MODELS AND PHASE DIAGRAMS
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Minimal models of cubic symmetry preserving Dth order TIs are constructed by combining one ex-
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FIG. 1. The phase diagram of D-dimensional, D-th order topological insulator, described by BBH model of Eq. 2. Topologically
distinct phases are separated by quantum critical points at |∆| = D (marked by colored dots), where bulk band gap vanishes at
either the zone center or corner, thereby realizing a single, bulk Dirac point. The topologically trivial (NI) phase is distinguished
from the higher-order topological insulator (HOTI) by the integer winding number of the unit vector n̂ from Eq. 6 along the
body diagonal direction of cubic Brillouin zone (shown by the texture of the arrows). Thus the difference between the NI and the
HOTI can be concisely understood in terms of the first homotopy classification of Bloch Hamiltonian, along the high-symmetry
lines, as proposed in the present work.

PD
tended s-wave function fs (k) = [∆ − j=1 cos(kj )],
all independent p-wave harmonics fpj (k) = sin(kj ),
and a specific
class of d-wave harmonics,
fdl (k) =
h
i
q
Pl
2
s=1 cos(ks ) with l = 1, 2, ..(D −
l(l+1) l cos(kl+1 ) −
1), as elements of a 2D-dimensional vector field,
N (k) = [tp fp1 (k), .., tp fpD (k), td fd1 (k), .., td fdD−1 (k),
ts fs (k)],

(1)

where ts , tp , and td are three independent hopping parameters. Note that the role of such d-wave terms is to
reduce the number of TRIM points, supporting band inversion. The Bloch Hamiltonian
ĤD = tp

D
X
j=1

fpj (k)Γj + td

D−1
X

fdj (k)ΓD+j + ts fs (k)Γ2D .

k = (π, π, .., π) of the cubic BZ with respect to the matrix Γ2D , giving rise to a topologically non-trivial phase.
The presence of band inversion at two TRIM points is
due to the presence of d-wave harmonic fdD−1 (k). The
trivial phases (NI) occurring for |∆| > D are separated
from the non-trivial phase by topological quantum phase
transitions at ∆ = ±D. At these critical values of ∆,
the spectral gap respectively vanishes at k = (0, 0, .., 0)
and k = (π, π, .., π), while all other TRIM points remain
gapped in the entire phase diagram. Therefore, the universality class of topological phase transition between a
D-th order TI and NI is described by one species of 2D component, massless Dirac fermion. By contrast, lower
order TIs can support additional topologically non-trivial
states, separated by band-gap closing at other TRIM
points.

j=1

(2)
operates on 2D -component spinor Ψ(k), and Γj ’s are mutually anti-commuting, 2D × 2D matrices. Since the absent gamma matrix Γ2D+1 anti-commutes with ĤD (k),
the D-th order HOTI exhibits Z2 particle-hole symmetry. The operator O(k) = Ψ† (k)Γ2D+1 Ψ(k) has
the irreducible representation of 2D -th multipole moment of D-dimensional cubic point group, which beQD
haves as i=1 xi . For D = 2, 3, these correspond to
B2 quadrupole and A2 octupole, respectively. The specific forms of BBH models [1, 2] can be obtained from
ĤD (k) with special choices of hopping parameters and
∆, viz.
(ts , tp , td , ∆) =
√ for D =
√ 2 [D = 3] the parameters
√
√
(−λ/ 2, λ, λ/ 2, −2γ/λ) [(−λ/ 3, λ, λ/ 2, 0)]. By setting td = 0, we recover models of first-order TIs, with a
continuous O(D) symmetry.
The spectra of 2D−1 -fold degenerate conduction and
valence bands are given by E± (k) = ±|N (k)| and the
phase diagram is illustrated in Fig. 1. In the parameter
regime |∆| < D, the bands of D-th order HOTI are inverted between the center k = (0, 0, .., 0) and the corner

BULK TOPOLOGICAL INVARIANTS

While the physical properties of ĤD are independent
of representations of Γ matrices, we will assume Γ2D to
be a diagonal matrix, and other anti-commuting matrices will be chosen to have block off-diagonal forms. The
projection operators of conduction and valence bands are
determined by O(2D) unit vector N̂ (k), which lies on a
unit sphere S n , with n = 2D − 1. Since, πD (S n ) is trivial
for any n > D, the topology of HOTIs cannot be straightforwardly described in terms of spherical homotopy classification of N̂ (k). However, progress can be made by
treating ĤD (k) as a non-uniform order parameter (k dependent texture) that describes a pattern of symmetry
breaking SO(2D) → SO(2D − 1). Thus, ĤD (k) defines
map from the space group of a D-cube to the coset space
SO(2D)
Spin(2D)
2D−1
. On fermionic spinor
SO(2D−1) = Spin(2D−1) = S
Ψ, the action of special orthogonal group SO(m) is realized in terms of its universal double cover group Spin(m),
such that SO(m) = Spin(m)/Z2 . Consequently, ĤD (k)
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1st order TIs
2D BBH Model (Mixed order TI)
is diagonalized by unitary transformation

(−π, π)
(0,π)
H = tp sin kxΓ1 + tp sin kyΓ2 + ts(Δ − cos kx − cos ky)Γ5
H ==tp |N
sin k(k)|Γ
tp sin
U † (k)ĤD (k)U (k)
. kyΓ2 + ts(Δ
(3)− cos kx − cos ky)Γ5
xΓ1 +2D

• BHZ model [Science 314, 1757 (2006)] : U(1)+t
chiral
symmetry
kx − cos ky)Γ3
d,1(cos
Since the conduction and valence bands are 2D−1 -fold de• All
high-symmetry axes admit 1st homotopy classification.
(−π,0)
(0,0)
generate, the diagonalizing matrix U (k)[Science
can 357,
only
be de61 (2017)] : ℤ chiral symmetry
model
•1)BBH
• Helical
edgeup
states
and gapless
termined
to Spin(2D
−Wilson-Hamiltonians
gauge transformation and 2
Spin(2D)
admit
1st homotopy
classification.
ky axes
• Only kx ±the
U (k) any
∈ sample
. Consequently,
gauge
group
of
under
geometry.
Spin(2D−1)
intra-band Berry’s connection corresponds to SO(2D −
. A convenient form of intra-band con1) = Spin(2D−1)
Z2
nection is given by
(Na ∂µ Nb − Nb ∂µ Na )
Aµ (k) =
Γab ,
4(|N | + N2D )

(4)

1
[Γa , Γb ], with a = 1, .., 2D − 1, and b =
where Γab = 2i
1, .., 2D − 1 are the generators of SO(2D − 1) group. By
acting with the projection operators P± = 12 (1 ± Γ2D ),
one arrives at Berry connections for conduction (+) and
valence (−) bands.

Due to the underlying cubic symmetry (symmetry of
base manifold), various components of N (k) will vanish at high-symmetry points, and on high-symmetry axes
and planes, indicating partial restoration of global symmetries. Therefore, high-symmetry points, lines and
planes serve as topological defects of the SO(2D)-vector
field and SO(2D − 1) intra-band Berry connection. Since
at the band-inversion points, N has only one nonvanishing component, they support maximal restoration
of the SO(2D − 1) global symmetry. Hence, these TRIM
points will be mapped on to the north- and south-poles
of S 2D−1 , causing Dirac-string singularities of the Berry
connection described by Eq. 4. In contrast to this, on
high-symmetry axes and planes smaller sub-groups of
SO(2D) are restored. The corresponding defects may be
classified by one and two dimensional winding numbers.
Among all high-symmetry lines (planes), the body diagonal axes (dihedral planes) connecting the points of band
inversion show the maximal restoration of global symmetry and play essential roles toward topological classification.

One-dimensional winding number

Irrespective of the spatial dimensionality, all mirrorsymmetry preserving d-wave harmonics (fdj ) vanish along
the body diagonal-axes. The Bloch Hamiltonian along
these lines is described by two-component vectors, indicating restoration of SO(2D − 2) global symmetry. For
example, by setting kx = ky = ... = kD = k, we arrive at
the following two-component model
√
ĤD (k) = tp D sin(k)Γ0 + [∆ − D cos(k)]Γ2D
(5)
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FIG. 2. Distinction between two-dimensional, first- and
second- order topological insulators, based on the number
of high-symmetry lines in the Brillouin zone (BZ) that can
be classified by the fundamental group of a circle, π1 (S 1 )
[red lines]. (a) For first-order topological insulators (TIs),
the Bloch Hamiltonian maps each line connecting two highsymmetry points (blue dots) in the BZ to a circle in the
Hilbert space. Thus, all such mirror lines may be topologically
classified by π1 (S 1 ). (b) In contrast to this, for a second-order
TI, exemplified by the Benalcazar-Bernevig-Hughes model,
only the diagonal mirror lines can be classified by π1 (S 1 ).

√
PD
along the [1, 1, .., 1] direction, with Γ0 = ( j=1 Γj )/ D.
Owing to this, the two-component unit vector
√
(tp D sin k, ∆ − D cos k)
n̂(k) = q
(6)
Dt2p sin2 k + (∆ − D cos k)2
describes map from a non-contractible cycle (S 1 ) of the
Brillouin zone to a coset space S 1 , with a non-trivial
winding number. When |∆| < D, ĤD (k) describes a
one-dimensional TI, classified by the fundamental group
of a circle π1 (S 1 ) = Z, which is captured by the winding
of the angle
√
−1 tp D sin k
θ(k) = tan
,
(7)
∆ − D cos k
as shown in Fig. 1. Since we are working with toy
models with only nearest neighbor hopping, the winding number can only take values 0, ±1. By introducing further neighbor hopping terms one can find higher
winding numbers [64]. In contrast to HOTIs, first-order
TIs support band inversion at all TRIM points, and all
high-symmetry lines can be classified by π1 (S 1 ). This
distinction between first and D-th order TIs at D = 2 is
summarized in Fig. 2.

Two-dimensional winding number

The two-dimensional (three-dimensional) HOTI also
supports a rotational symmetry protected, quantized
non-Abelian Berry flux through its entire bulk (threefoldrotation symmetric or C3 and dihedral planes). Because
the two-dimensional HOTI is a special case of the planes
in C4 rotational-symmetry protected Dirac semimetals
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FIG. 3. Planes in the three-dimensional cubic Brillouin zone
supporting quantized non-Abelian Berry flux of magnitude
2π. (a) One of the six dihedral planes (shaded) with the red
and blue dots representing high-symmetry points that support band-inversion. The Bloch Hamiltonian projected to
this plane has the form of two-dimensional, C2 -symmetric,
Benalcazar-Bernevig-Hughes (BBH) model [see (8) ]. (b)
By contrast, planes perpendicular to the body diagonals are
C3 symmetric, and support a single band-inversion at the
zone center. The corresponding projected Bloch Hamiltonian,
given by (9), is unrelated to the BBH model.

that lie in-between the Dirac points, it can be classified
by a pair of two-dimensional winding numbers [65]. The
quantized flux will be associated with a specific component of the generator of C4 symmetry, which is given by
the commutator of mirror operators M̂x and M̂y , i.e.,
[M̂x , M̂y ] = Γ12 . Here, we do not discuss it further; instead, we focus on the dihedral and C3 planes of threedimensional 3rd order TIs, which are planes perpendicular to two out of three n-fold rotational axes (n = 2, 3, 4)
supported by the Oh point group. In particular, we
show that these planes carry quantized non-Abelian,
Berry flux, which allows us to identify two-dimensional
BBH models, and both C3 and dihedral planes of threedimensional BBH models as generalized, quantum spin
Hall insulators [65]. The remaining set of planes perpendicular to the principle axes possess fourfold-rotational
symmetry, and do not support quantized flux.
If we consider the high-symmetry plane, which is perpendicular to [1, −1, 0] axis (exemplified by the kx = ky
plane in Fig. 3a ), the Bloch Hamiltonian of 3rd-order TI
will be reduced to two-dimensional, C2 -symmetric HOTl,
written with 8 × 8 anti-commuting
√ matrices. In the rotated basis, k± = (kx ± ky )/ 2, the Hamiltonian for
[1, −1, 0] plane will become


√
k+
√
Ĥ3 (k+ , k− = 0, kz ) = 2tp sin
Γ+ + tp sin(kz )Γ3
2



h
2td
k+
+ √ cos(kz ) − cos √
Γ5 + ts ∆ − cos(kz )
3
2


k+ i
− 2 cos √
Γ6 ,
(8)
2

FIG. 4. Comparison between
√ the relative Chern numbers
carried by the k3 = 0 and 3π planes. The difference is
equivalent to a 3D winding number. Here, only the higher
order TI phase (|∆| < 3) supports a finite 3D winding number.

√
where Γ± = (Γ1 ± Γ2 )/ 2. The Hamiltonian Ĥ3 is
invariant under twofold rotations generated by Γ3+ =
1
2i [Γ3 , Γ+ ]. It can be shown that the projection of the
non-Abelian Berry connection on the rotation generator
Γ3+ , A3+ := 18 tr{A Γ3+ }, supports a Berry flux of magnitude 2π [65]. We note
√ that all 12 dihedral planes (corresponding to k− = 0, 2π planes) carry 2π fluxes carried
by respective twofold-rotation generators.
In crystals with the cubic symmetry, planes in the BZ
perpendicular to the body-diagonals possess a threefold
rotational symmetry. Such planes support rotationalsymmetry protected, non-Abelian, quantized flux in 3rd
order TIs. In order to demonstrate the presence of
the quantized flux, we consider the plane perpendicular to the [1, 1, 1] axis, which takes the form of a
hexagonal Brillouin zone, as shown in Fig. 3b. We
introduce
a set of rotated coordinates, (k1 , k2 , k3 ) ≡

kx −ky kx +ky −2kz kx +ky +kz
√
√
√
,
,
2
6
3

, to express the reduced
Hamiltonian on the k3 = 0 plane as
r


k1
k2
2
Hk3 =0 (k1 , k2 ) = tp sin √ + √
Γ1 − sin
k2 Γ3
3
2
6


k1
k2
k1
k2
− tp sin √ − √
Γ2 + 2td sin √ sin √ Γ4
2
6
2
6
"
#
r
2td
2
k1
k2
+ √ cos
k2 − cos √ cos √ Γ5
3
3
2
6
"
#
r
k2
k1
2
+ ts ∆ − 2 cos √ cos √ − cos
k2 Γ6 .
(9)
3
2
6

Threefold rotations on the√k3 = 0 plane are generated
by Γ̃ = (Γ12 + Γ23 + Γn
31 )/ 3 and Γo
45 , with the rotation
[111]
π
:= exp i 3 (Γ̃ + Γ45 ) . In order to obtain
operator Ĉ3
the Abelian projected Berry flux threading the k3 = 0
plane, we follow the methods in Ref. [65], and integrate
the Berry curvature supported by the . First, we deduce
the projections of the non-Abelian Berry connection, A,

5
on the rotation generators, Ã :=

1
8

n
o
tr A Γ̃ and A45 :=

1
8 tr{A Γ45 }. Next, we integrate ∇× Ã and ∇×A45 over
the k3 = 0 plane to obtain the respective Abelian fluxes.
We find that Ã (A45 ) supports a net −2π (0) flux. We
note that there exists√a second plane perpendicular to the
[1, 1, 1] axis at k3 = 3π, which shares the same rotation
generators. However, this plane does not support any
finite net flux, as shown in Fig. 4. By virtue of the cubic
symmetry, all such pairs of C3 planes carry the same
pattern of quantized flux.

Three-dimensional invariant

The pattern of quantized flux on the two planes perpendicular to each body diagonal axis reveals a fluxtunneling configuration, whereby the quantized nonAbelian Berry flux tunnels from
√ −2π (eg. on the k3 = 0
plane) to 0 (eg. on the k3 = 3π plane) along the body
diagonal direction (eg. [1, 1, 1]). In analogy to the equivalence between the three dimensional winding number and
tunneling of mirror Chern number between mirror planes
in 1st order TIs [67], here, the tunneling of non-Abelian
flux along the body diagonals implies the existence of
a non-trivial three-dimensional winding number characterizing the bulk topology of the 3rd order TI. The 3D
winding number is defined as N3D = C√3π − C0 , where
Ca is the net Berry flux carried by the a-th plane in units
of 2π [67]. Here, N3D = 1, as demonstrated by Fig. 4.
In contrast to 1st order TIs, which support a tunneling
configuration along both the principle axes and bodydiagonals, in 3rd order TIs the quantized non-Abelian
flux tunnels only along body-diagonals.
Through the analyses of 1, 2, and 3 dimensional invariants, we have demonstrated that D-th order TIs in
D space dimensions share a subset of band-topological
characters of 1st order TIs. Therefore, they carry a mixed
topology, which allows D-th order TIs to behave like 1st
order TIs under suitable conditions. In order to demonstrate these connections explicitly, in the following sections, we will identify the gapless spectra of WLs along
the body-diagonal directions and their physical consequence.

BULK-BOUNDARY CORRESPONDENCE

The Wilson loop Wk (k⊥ ) along the k̂k direction is defined as
 Z π

1
Wk (k⊥ ) =
P exp i
Ak (kk , k⊥ ) dkk
(10)
N
−π
where P denotes path-ordering and the (D − 1)dimensional wave vector k⊥ is orthogonal to k̂k , and N
is the rank of gauge group. By construction Wk is an
element of the gauge group for Berry connections, trans-

forming covariantly under k⊥ -dependent gauge transformations. Since n̂(k) winds an integer number of
times around S 1 , the WLs along body-diagonal directions
will be mapped to non-trivial Z2 center elements ±1 of
Spin(2D − 1) group. The odd (even and zero) integer
winding leads to −1 element (1 element), which corresponds to π mod 2mπ (0 mod 2mπ) Berry phase. The
non-trivial π Berry phase along any high-symmetry axis
is known to cause band-touching of WL bands at the projection of the axis on the transverse (D − 1)-dimensional
BZ. Therefore, for D-th order TIs, whether the WLH is
gapless or gapped crucially depends on the direction of
WL. In this section, through explicit examples, we connect the direction sensitivity of WLH to similar behavior
of surface states.

Quadrupolar model at D=2

In order to understand the analytical structure of WLs
for two-dimensional, quadrupolar insulators D = 2, let
us consider the components of Spin(3) ≡ SU (2) Berry
connections along [1, ±1] directions. Without any loss of
generality we can choose our 4 × 4 gamma matrices to be
Γ4 = τ3 ⊗ σ0 , Γ5 = τ2 ⊗ σ0 , Γj = τ1 ⊗ σj , with√j = 1, 2, 3.
After using rotated variables k± ≡ (kx ± ky )/ 2 and the
rotated
√ components of Berry connections A± = (Ax ±
Ay )/ 2 acquire the following form
√
2tp
A± (k) =
Ω± (k∓ ),
(11)
2N (k)[N (k) + N4 (k)]
where N (k) ≡ |N (k)|, with N (k) being defined by Eq.
(1), and the gauge dependent matrix Ω−s (ks ) is given by

ks
ks
Ω−s (ks ) = s sin √ td sin √ (Γ23 − sΓ31 )
2
2

ks
−tp cos √ Γ12 .
(12)
2
with s = ±1, and Γ12 = τ0 ⊗ σ3 , Γ23 = τ0 ⊗ σ1 ,
Γ31 = τ0 ⊗ σ2 are three generators of SU (2) group. With
our gauge choice, the conduction and valence bands support identical form of SU (2) Berry connection. Since
Ω+ (k− ) is independent of the variable of integration k+ ,
W+ (k− ) can be calculated by performing ordinary onedimensional integration, without bothering about discrete path-ordering procedure. Therefore, the WLHs for
[1, ±1] directions are proportional to Ω± (k∓ ) and the
eigenstates of W± (k∓ ) correspond to those of Ω± (k∓ ).
The eigenvalues of W+ (k− ) are given by e±iλ+ (k− ) , with
λ+ (k− ) being determined by
√
Z √2π
2tp
λ+ (k− ) = λ̃+ (k− ) √ dk+
,
2N
(k)[N
(k)
+ N4 (k)]
− 2π
(13)
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FIG. 5. Gapless spectra of Wilson loops and helical edgestates of two-dimensional, second order topological insulator
along [1, 1] direction. (a) The gauge invariant spectra of Wilson loop Hamiltonian [Eq. 13 ] support band touching at the
center of transverse/surface Brillouin zone. (b) The spectra of
edge-states in the slab geometry with surfaces along the [1,1]
direction. The (gray) circles represent energy levels obtained
by exact diagonalization, while the (red) solid curves are the
analytically obtained dispersion [see Eq. (14)].

where ±λ̃r
+ (k− ) are eigenvalues of Ω+ (k− ),
 
√
t2p
k−
2
+
sin
(
2k− ).
λ̃+ (k− ) = 2t2d sin4 √
4
2

101

State number

k-

with

For first-order TIs with
√ td = 0, Ω+ (k− ) vanishes at
both k− = 0 and π/ 2. At these singular locations,
W+ (k− ) maps to −1 and 1, respectively. Consequently,
the √WL spectra become gapless (gapped) at k− = 0
(π/ 2), and λ+ (k− ) interpolates from 0 to 2π. In contrast to this, Ω+ (k− ) of quadrupolar TIs vanishes only
at k− = 0. The d-wave term gives rise
√to non-degenerate
eigenvalues of Ω+ (k− ) at k− = π/ 2, and W+ never
reaches the trivial center element 1. The gapless behavior of WLH is elucidated in Fig. 5a. The isolated singularity of WLH is simultaneously protected by C4v and
particle-hole Z2 symmetries.
The manner in which gapless WLH gives rise to gapless
edge modes can also be established analytically. When
the system occupies the half-space r+ > 0, where r+ is
the position space conjugate of k+ , the analytical expressions for helical edge modes along [1, ±1] directions can
be obtained by following Creutz and Horváth [68]. The

(d)

FIG. 6.
Localization pattern of zero-energy states under
various geometries. Here, we consider the fourfold symmetric,
two-dimensional, 2nd order topological insulator described by
Eq. (1). (a) A flat surface-termination is present perpendicular to all high symmetry axes in the octagonal geometry. Since
only the diagonal axes support a non-trivial π1 (S 1 ) winding
number, the mid-gap states are solely localized on the diagonal edges of the octagon. (b) Energy distribution of the lowest
284 states obtained by exact diagonalization in the octagonal
geometry. The localization-pattern of the zero energy states
(red) is given in (a). (c) If the diagonal-edges are replaced
by corners, such as in the square geometry, corner-localized
states are observed. (d) By contrast, if the x and y edges of
the octagon are reduced to points, such as in the diamond
geometry, edge propagating modes are obtained.

dispersion for [1, 1] edge is given by
±
E[11]
(k− ) = ± q

k−
∆ts tp sin √
2

t2p sin2

k
√−
2

+ 2t2s cos2

k
√−
2



k−
k−
k−
× Θ t2p sin2 √ + 2t2s cos2 √ − t2s ∆ cos √
, (14)
2
2
2
where the Heaviside theta function, Θ(x), implements
the condition for normalizability of the surface-states.
For |k− |  1 the dispersion is linear, and describes two
counter propagating modes. In Fig. 5b, we corroborate
the analytically obtained egde-states dispersion by an exact diagonalization of Hamiltonian on a finite cylinder.
Our detailed analysis of two-dimensional HOTI clearly
reveals the following mixed-order topological properties:
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the bulk is a generalized quantum spin Hall state that
supports (i) quantized, non-Abelian Berry flux of magnitude 2π; (ii) the presence of gapless (gapped) WLHs
along [1, ±1] ([1, 0] and [0, 1]) directions; and (iii) the
existence of gapless helical (gapped) edge-modes along
[1, ±1] ([1, 0] and [0, 1]) directions. Next we demonstrate
that the corner-states emerge, when the flow of helical
edge-states is hindered by boundary conditions.
In finite samples, the localization pattern of the topologically protected mid-gap states is strongly geometry
dependent. For any D-dimensional point group, there
exists a sample-geometry with (D − 1)-dimensional surface terminations perpendicular to every high-symmetry
axes. The localization pattern of the mid-gap states in
such a geometry bears a direct correspondence with the
π1 (S 1 )-based classification of the bulk topology. In particular, if a high-symmetry axis supports a non-trivial
π1 (S 1 ) winding number under periodic boundary condition, then the surface-terminations perpendicular to it
will support (D − 1)-dimensional edge-localized states.
In Fig. 6(a), we demonstrate this principle through the
localization pattern of the mid-gap states in the twodimensional 2nd-order TI in an octagonal geometry. Because the diagonal-axes carry non-trivial π1 (S 1 ) windings, the zero-energy states [see Fig. 6(b)] are localized
only on the diagonal edges of the octagon. If the x and
y [diagonal] edges are reduced to points, then the zeroenergy states are localized along the edges [at the corners]
of the resultant diamond- [square-] shaped samples, as
shown in Fig. 6(c)[(d)]. Therefore, in the diamond geometry, the two-dimensional 2nd-order TI supports propagating edge-localized states. It is, thus, notable that
the mid-gap states in an HOTI may behave like those in
1st-order TIs under suitable sample geometries. In the
following section, we identify the analytical structure of
WLH and gapless surface-states at D = 3.

Octupolar model at D=3

The π1 (S 1 ) classification of [1, 1, 1] axis [see Eq. 6 ]
and C2 -symmetric BBH form at [1, −1, 0] dihedral plane
[see Eq. 8 ] indicate the presence of gapless WL bands
and surface-states. Without any loss of generality, we will
use the following representation of 8×8 gamma matrices:
Γ6 = η3 14×4 , Γ7 = η2 ⊗ 14×4 , and Γj = η1 ⊗ γj , where
γj ’s are five mutually anticommuting 4 × 4 matrices. For
calculating WL of SO(5) Berry connection along [1, 1, 1]
direction, it is convenient to use the rotated coordinates
(k1 , k√
2 , k3 ), and the rotated component A3 = (Ax + Ay +
Az )/ 3 of Berry connection, whose form is given by
A3 (k) =

1
Ω3 (k1 , k2 ).
2N (k)[N (k) + N6 (k)]

(15)

The WLH will be proportional to the gauge dependent
matrix
5
1 X
Ω3 (k1 , k2 ) = √
ωab (k1 , k2 )Γab ,
3 a<b=2

(16)

which is independent of k3 . The explicit expressions of
ωab (k1 , k2 )’s are presented in Appendix A. Since Ω3 is independent of k3 , the WL is easily obtained by performing
one-dimensional integration over k3 , and the WLH is proportional to Ω3 . The 8 × 8 matrices Γab = [Γa , Γb ]/(2i)
correspond to ten generators of SO(5) group, and they
can also be expressed as Γab = η0 ⊗ γab , where γab are
4×4 generators of SO(5) group. Therefore, identical form
of Berry connection for conduction and valence bands
will be found by acting with projectors P± = 21 (1 ± Γ6 ).
The projections of Ω3 (k1 , k2 ) on conduction and valence
bands can be obtained from Eq. 16, with the replacement Γab → γab . Although all SO(5) generators simultaneously appear in Ω3 (k1 , k2 ), it can be shown that
Ω23 (k1 , k2 ) ∝ 1. Consequently, at any generic location
of (k1 , k2 )-plane, the eigenvalues of WLH will be twofold degenerate. Since the eigenstates of Ω3 (k1 , k2 ) are
also the eigenstates of W3 (k1 , k2 ), Ω3 (k1 , k2 ) describes
SO(5)/SO(4) gauge fixing of Berry connection.

For first-order TIs, Ω3 (k1 , k2 ) vanishes at Γ̄ :
(k1 , k2 ) = (0, 0), and M̄ : (k1 , k2 ) = (0, 0) points of
the hexagonal, transverse or surface BZ. Furthermore,
W3 maps to −1 and 1 at Γ̄ and M̄ points, respectively.
This gives rise to the interpolation of WLH spectra (±λ3 )
between 0 and 2π. In contrast to this, Ω3 (k1 , k2 ) for octupolar TIs only vanishes at Γ̄. As d-wave terms gap out
WLH spectra at M̄ point, the WL of octupolar TI cannot interpolate between ±1. The behavior of λ3 (k1 , k2 )
is shown in Fig. 7a. Due to the four-fold degeneracy of
WLH spectra at Γ̄ point, we expect the surface-states for
(111) surface to be described by four-component, massless Dirac fermions. For the BBH model augmented by a
finite ∆, the surface-states close to the zone center obtain
an isotropic dispersion,
±
E(111)
(k1 , k2 ) ≈ ±

|tp ∆|
3

q

k12 + k22 .

(17)

With increasing deviations from the zone center, the
Dirac cone acquires a trigonal warping due to the threefold rotational symmetry about the [1 1 1] axis [see Appendix B for more details]. We note that for the BBH
model of a three-dimensional 3rd order TI ∆ = 0, which
would lead to flat surface states. The solution of surfacestates dispersion is illustrated in Fig.7b and the detailed
form is presented in Appendix B. We further note that
the spin-orbital texture of surface-states in the immediate
vicinity of Dirac point can be reasonably approximated
by linearized form of Ω3 , which allows us to identify the
surface Dirac point as SO(5) vortex.
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FIG. 7. Gapless behavior of Wilson loop Hamiltonian and
surface-states of three-dimensional, octupolar topological insulator along [1, 1, 1] direction. (a) The Wilson loop bands are
two-fold degenerate and exhibit four-fold degeneracy only at
the center of hexagonal, surface Brillouin zone. (b) The twofold degenerate surface- conduction and valence bands meet
at the Dirac point located at the center of surface Brillouin
zone. Here, k1 and k2 axes are perpendicular to the [111]
direction, and we have set (ts , tp , td ) = (− √λ3 , λ, √λ2 ) with λ
and ∆ > 0.

BEYOND THE BBH CLASS

The models of HOTIs discussed above are unitarily related to the BBH models, augmented by a general set
of parameters, and maybe considered as models belonging to the ‘BBH class’. The distinguishing properties
of these models under periodic boundary condition are
(i) only a subset of TRIM locations support band inversion with respect to Γ2D ; (ii) only the body diagonals may be classified by π1 (S 1 ). By breaking the cubic
symmetry, it is possible to construct models of HOTIs
that do not satisfy these properties, and, thus, do not
belong to the BBH class. An interesting class of models
that lie beyond the BBH-class is constructed by replacing
fdl (k) with gdi,j (l) = sin ki sin kj where 1 ≤ i < j ≤ D.
At D = 2, this corresponds to replacing B1 harmonic
(cos kx − cos ky ) in Eq. 1 by B2 harmonic sin kx sin ky of
C4v point group. In D dimensions, the vector field is
given by
N 0 (k) =[tp fp1 (k), .., tp fpD (k), td gd1,2 (k), .., td gdD−1,D (k),
ts fs (k)],

(18)

PM +1 0
and the Bloch Hamiltonian is Ĥ 0 (k) = j
Nj (k)Γj ,
where M = D(D + 1)/2. Since there are D(D − 1)/2 d+1)
wave terms in (18), the coset space changes to Spin(M
Spin(M ) ,
which readily distinguishes between the two classes of
models at D ≥ 3. Interestingly, akin to 1st order TIs, this
non-BBH class of HOTIs support band inversion with
respect to ΓM +1 at all TRIM locations, and admits FuKane’s Z2 index. In contrast to 1st order TIs, only the
principal axes may be classified by π1 (S 1 ), because along
the diagonal axes Ĥ 0 (k) is described by 3-components
vectors, and the corresponding unit vectors map these
axes to S 2 . Such maps do not support a non-trivial 1st
homotopy classification. The Wilson lines along principal axes display gapless spectra and λx (ky ) interpolates
between 0 and 2π (winding of Wannier charge centers).
Consequently, under the slab geometry along principal
axes and the square geometry of Fig. 6d one finds gapless helical edge-modes, which connect bulk conduction
and valence bands. However, the Wilson lines and the
surface-states along [1, ±1] directions display gapped spectra. Therefore, under open boundary conditions with the
diamond geometry of Fig. 6c, one obtains gapped edge
modes and zero-energy, corner-localized, mid-gap states.
The induced quadrupole moment will have B1 symmetry. Here, we learn two important lessons: (i) all highsymmetry lines joining band-inversion points are not required to support π Berry phase or time-reversal polarization; (ii) there exist HOTI models that display fully
connected spectra of Wilson lines along principal axes.
Since the high-symmetry axes of the two classes of HOTIs have a complementary behavior, their mixing can
produce HOTIs where no axis can support a non-trivial
π1 (S 1 ) classification. Consequently, the Wilson loop and
edge/surface spectra along all high-symmetry directions
are gapped. Such models may be called “ideal HOTI”
due to the absence of gapless surface states under any
geometry. Generic planes lying in between the Dirac
points in Kramers degenerate Dirac semimetals are twodimensional examples of such HOTIs [65, 69, 70], which
admit the quantized non-Abelian Berry flux as a robust
bulk invariant [65].

DISCUSSION

In this work we formulated a unified, gauge-invariant
description of bulk-topology through first-homotopy classification of high-symmetry lines and second homotopy
classification of high-symmetry planes. Our analytical
results show that the Wilson loop spectra of HOTIs
have strong direction dependence. The presence of bandinversion between the center and the corner of cubic Brillouin zone gives rise to gapless (gapped) spectra along
body diagonals (principal axes). Consequently, D-th order TIs support gapless (gapped) surface-states along the
body diagonal (principal axes). In the class of models we
considered here, the gapless surface-states take the form
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of (D − 1)-dimensional Dirac fermions. For similar reasons, gapless surface states are also present in n-th order
TIs with n ≤ D under suitable sample geometries. Since
recent experiments on engineered systems have simulated
quadrupolar and octupolar topological insulators, our predictions for the gapless surface states and their relationship with corner-states can be directly verified with such
experimental set up.
Since topologically protected states at crystal terminations play a key role in determining the nature of bulktopology, corner or hinge localized states have been designated as the defining signatures of higher order topology. Due to their sub-extensive nature, however, such
states are usually not accessible to angle resolved photoemission spectroscopy, which is a powerful probe for
elucidating band-topology of solid-state systems. The
Dirac-like surface-state we obtain here, therefore, offers
an avenue for angle resolved photoemission spectroscopy,
to directly address higher order topology, if a suitable
cleavage surface is available. Further, our results indicate
the need for distinguishing between surface state signatures of higher-order and weak topology, as both may
support Dirac cones on a subset of crystalline-symmetry
preserving surface terminations.
Our analysis can also be applied to other models of
HOTIs, with stronger resemblance to 1st-order TIs. An
interesting class of such models is obtained by using D C2
number of sin ka sin kb type d-wave harmonics, which are
odd under the mirror operation ka → −ka (or kb → −kb ).
Akin to the 1st-order TI, the resulting model supports
band inversion at all TRIM points, and admits Fu-Kane’s
Z2 index. The contrast between the two classes of HOTIs
is succinctly reflected by the localization patterns of midgap states in crystalline-symmetric sample-geometries,
characterized by the presence of surfaces perpendicular to
all high-symmetry axes, as exemplified by Fig. 6a. Twodimensional topological insulators with gapped Wilson

loop and edge/surface spectra along all high-symmetry
directions can be obtained by combining the fdl (k) and
gdi,j (k) type harmonics in Eqs. (1) and (18). The resulted TIs generically lack the Z2 particle-hole symmetry of BBH type models, and corner-states are found at
finite energies under all crystalline-symmetry preserving
sample geometries.
Beside its influence over surface state properties, the
1D winding number discussed here also controls the period of Bloch oscillations [71–73]. Thus, our 1D winding number based diagnostic of higher order topology is
accessible to experiments, particularly for HOTIs realized in ultracold atoms setups. While direct experimental
probes for the 2D and 3D winding numbers discussed here
are presently unavailable, these topological invariants can
be “measured” in gedankenexperiments by inserting flux
tubes and monopoles, respectively [65, 74]. In particular,
a non-zero quantized flux (flux tunneling configuration)
in the Brillouin zone would result in isolated zero modes
being trapped at the vortex (monopole) core. The number of such zero-modes reveals the magnitude of the 2D
or 3D winding numbers.
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Appendix A: Explicit expressions of ωab ’s
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= √ sin √ cos √ − cos √
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3
2
2
2

(A1)

Appendix B: Gapless surface-states of octupolar model

Here, we note the key intermediate steps for the derivation of the [111] surface states. In the (k1 , k2 , k3 ) coordinates
the Hamiltonian takes the form,
HD=3 = N · Γ0 ,

(B1)

where Γ0 are a set of 6 mutually anti-commuting 8 × 8 matrices, and




N1
k1
k2
k2
k1
k3
k1
k2
k1
k2
k3
= cos √ sin √ cos √ + sin √ cos √ + sin √ cos √ cos √ − sin √ sin √
tp
3
2
6
6
2
3
2
6
2
6




N2
k1
k1
k2
k2
k1
k2
k3
k2
k3
k1
= cos √ sin √ cos √ − sin √ cos √ + sin √ sin √ sin √ + cos √ cos √
tp
3
6
2
2
6
3
2
6
2
6
!
!
r
r
N3
k3
2
2
k3
= sin √ cos
k2 − sin
k2 cos √
tp
3
3
3
3
N4
k1
k3
k2
k1
k2
k3
= sin √ sin √ cos √ + sin √ sin √ cos √
2td
2
3
6
2
6
3
"
!
#
"
!
#
r
r
√
3N5
k3
2
k1
k2
k3
2
k2
k1
= cos √ cos
k2 − cos √ cos √ + sin √ sin
k2 + sin √ cos √
2td
3
3
3
2
6
3
6
2
"
!#
"
!#
r
r
N6
k3
k1
k2
2
k3
k2
k1
2
= cos √ −2 cos √ cos √ − cos
k2
+ sin √ 2 sin √ cos √ − sin
k2
+ ∆.
ts
3
3
3
2
6
3
6
2

(B2)

After a sequence of unitary transformations one can solve for the states on the (111) surface for the system occupying
the half space r3 > 0 (or, equivalently, r3 < 0), where r3 is the position space conjugate of k3 . We find a pair of
twofold degenerate bands, described by
p
E(111) (k1 , k2 ) = ±|ts ∆| (cos θ3 sin θ5 sin φ1 )2 + (cos θ3 sin θ5 cos φ1 cos φ2 + sin θ3 sin φ2 )2 ,
(B3)
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where
θ1 = tan−1
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(B4)

k3
in Eq. (B1).
with gj being the coefficient of Γ0j multiplying sin √
3
The conduction and valence bands are two-fold degenerate and display
p four-fold degeneracy only at the center of
heaxgonal surface BZ. Close to the zone center, in terms of {k⊥ , φ} = { k12 + k22 , arctan(k2 /k1 )},

3(t2d + 2t2p )t2s − 4t4p 3
E(111) (k⊥ , φ)
|tp |
=
k⊥ +
k⊥
|ts ∆|
3|ts |
216|tp ||ts |3

12t2s t4p t2s (8 cos(6φ) + 5) − 10t2d − 60t2d t2p t4s (5 cos(6φ) − 7) + 15t4d t4s (16 cos(6φ) − 17) − 240t6p t2s + 80t8p 5
7
+
k⊥ + o(k⊥
),
51840|tp |3 |ts |5
(B5)
which leads to the asymptotic form of the dispersion noted in the main section of the paper. We note that the warping
5
term arises at o(k⊥
), and it is present at td = 0, i.e. for 1st order TIs.

