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In this work, we develop a systematical approach of constructing and classifying the model Hamil-
tonians for two-dimensional (2D) higher-order topological phase with corner zero energy states
(CZESs). Our approach is based on the direct construction of analytical solution of the CZESs in
a series of 2D systems that stack the 1D extended Su-Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) model, two copies
of the original SSH model, along two orthogonal directions. Fascinatingly, our approach not only
gives the celebrated Benalcazar-Bernevig-Hughes and 2D SSH models but also reveals a novel model
and we refer it to crossed 2D SSH model. Although these three models exhibit completely different
bulk topology, we find that the CZESs can be universally characterized by edge winding number
for 1D edge states, attributing to their unified Hamiltonian construction form and edge topology.
Remarkably, our principle of obtaining CZESs can be readily generalized to arbitrary dimension and
superconducting systems. Thus, our work sheds new light on the theoretical understanding of the
higher-order topological phase and paves the way to looking for higher-order topological insulators
and superconductors.

Introduction - Over the past few years, the concept
of topological phases has been generalized to higher-
order [1–4], which has been extensively studied in
electronic [5–8], bosonic [9–15], Floquet [16–20], non-
Hermitian [21–25] and quasicrystal systems [26–30]. Es-
pecially in condensed matter system, the higher-order
topological insulators [31–35] and superconductors [36–
40], featuring corner or hinge states, have been attract-
ing increasing attentions. Generally speaking, the cor-
ner states of higher-order topological phase with addi-
tional chiral or particle-hole symmetry, will appear at
the center of their energy spectrum, namely zero en-
ergy. Particularly in the superconducting system with
intrinsic particle-hole symmetry, the exact zero energy
corner states, dubbed as Majorana corner states, follow
non-Abelian braiding statistics and allow the implemen-
tation of topological quantum computation [41]. Re-
cently, it has been shown that the corner zero energy
states (CZESs) in electronic system also present nontriv-
ial braiding properties [42].

The CZEs have been studied in various higher-
order topological systems [43–55]. However, the estab-
lished topological invariants characterization of CZESs
is usually case by case. For example, the well-known
Benalcazar-Bernevig-Hughes (BBH) [1] and 2D SSH
models [56] are two paradigms featuring the CZEs,
which are characterized by the quantized quadruple mo-
ment [57, 58] and bulk polarization [56], respectively. Al-
though exhibiting different topological characterization,
the BBH and 2D SSH models are both constructed from
stacking the extended SSH models, two copies of the orig-
inal SSH model [59]. This motivates us to systematically
investigate the 2D systems of stacking the 1D extended
SSH models along different directions. For these systems,
two open questions are urgent to be answered. Firstly,
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FIG. 1. Schematic diagram for the lattice hoppings of crossed
2D SSH model. (a) Red and black bonds represent the intra-
cellular and intercellular hoppings, respectively. (b) The limit
case tx,y = 0 in (a).

do these systems always support the CZESs? Secondly,
are there general topological characterizations for the ob-
tained CZESs?

In this work, we establish a general analytical theory
to provide the CZESs existing condition in the systems,
stacking the 1D extended SSH model along two orthogo-
nal directions. This condition not only naturally presents
the BBH and 2D SSH models, but also leads to a novel
model displaying second-order topology. We can visu-
ally distinguish this new model from the BBH and 2D
SSH models by its crossed hoppings along y-direction
(Fig.1(a)). We thus call it crossed 2D SSH model. Al-
though exhibiting completely different bulk topology, we
find that the CZESs in the BBH, 2D SSH and 2D crossed
SSH models can be uniformly characterized by the edge
winding number for 1D edge states, which elucidates the
unified edge-corner correspondence [60–62]. Moreover,
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Our theory can be easily generalized to 3D systems and
predicts the mass of 3D higher-order topological phases.

Constructing corner zero energy states- Generally, we
consider the 2D model Hamiltonian written as

H(k) =
∑
s=x,y hs(ks),

hs(ks) = Ms(ks)Γ
a
s + λs sin ksΓ

b
s, (1)

whereMs(ks) is defined as ts+λs cos ks and Γ
a(b)
s , belong-

ing to 15 traceless 4× 4 Dirac matrices, satisfy the anti-
commutation relation {Γas ,Γbs} = 0. Consequently, each
1D Hamiltonian hs respects chiral symmetry Cs = iΓasΓbs,
with C2

s = 1. As each Dirac matrix has two-fold degener-
ate eigenvalue, the three Dirac matrices {Γas ,Γbs, Cs} form
the reducible representation of SU(2) Lie algebra: hs(ks)
can be considered as the direct sum of two copies of SSH
model. Accordingly, the topology of hs is determined
by the winding number νs of the vector (Ms, λs sin ks)
around origin point [66]. Then the topologically nontriv-
ial phase is constrained in the region |ts| < |λs|, corre-
sponding to νs = 1. Taking s = x for example, each end
exists two end zero states in topologically nontrivial re-
gion and their wave functions can be obtained by solving
the equation [66]

hx(x)|Ψ(x)〉 = 0, (2)

with hx(x) the real space Hamiltonian. We find that the
end zero states are the eigenstates of Cx with eigenvalue
zx, and the end states labelled by zx = −1 and zx = 1
are localized at left and right ends, respectively. Con-
sequently, the 1D end zero states wave function can be
generically written as

|Ψzx(x)〉 = fzx(x)|ψzx〉. (3)

where f−(+)(x) is the spatial wave function localized at
left (right) end and the spinor |ψzx〉 satisfies Cx|ψzx〉 =
zx|ψzx〉.

Similarly, for the 1D Hamiltonian hy, we have

hy(y)|Ψzy (y)〉 = 0,

|Ψzy (y)〉 = gzy (y)|ψzy (y)〉, (4)

To understand above solution visually, the end zero states
of hx and hy are schematically denoted by the color
balls in Figs. 2(a) and (b). However, we note that
only the nontrivial topology of both hx and hy can not
guarantee the existence of CZESs for 2D Hamiltonian
H. This can be best exemplified by the well-known
Bernevig-Hughes-Zhang model [67, 68], in which the non-
trivial topology of hx and hy give gapless edge states
but without corner states. Remarkably, we find that the
CZEs can be obtained when additional general condi-
tion, namely [Cx, Cy]− = 0 is satisfied. Under this con-
dition, operators Cx and Cy have four common eigen-
states |ψ(zx,zy)〉, labelled by their eigenvalues (zx, zy),

(+,+)
(a)

(-,-) (-,-)
(+,-)

(+,+)(-,+)

(b)

FIG. 2. (a)(b)Schematic diagram of the end zero states and
CZESs spatial distribution under different situations. The
black square frame denotes the boundary of the 2D system
described by Hamiltonian H(k). The horizontal and per-
pendicular lines correspond to the 1D systems described by
Hamiltonians hx and hy, respectively. The four-color balls
are the four common eigenstates of operators Cx and Cy, de-
noting the end zero states or CZESs, labelled by eigenvalues
(zx, zy). The relation between the end zero states and CZESs
can be guided by the color of the balls.

with (zx, zy) ∈ {(+,+), (+,−), (−,+), (−,−)}. Then we
can construct the 2D wave function

|Ψ(zx,zy)(r)〉 = fzx(x)gzy (y)|ψ(zx,zy)〉. (5)

It is easy to see that

hx(x)|Ψ(zx,zy)(r)〉 = 0, hy(y)|Ψ(zx,zy)(r)〉 = 0, (6)

resulting in H(r)|Ψ(zx,zy)(r)〉 = 0. Obviously, the state
|Ψ(zx,zy)(r)〉 exponentially decays along both x, y direc-
tions, which indicates that it is a CZES for the 2D system.
Thus, we can conclude that H(r) hosts four CZESs when
νx,y = 1 and [Cx, Cy]− = 0.

Classification- Explicitly, the condition [Cx, Cy]− = 0
can be divided into two situations, namely (a): Cx 6= Cy
and (b): Cx = Cy. Here, we do not distinguish the equiv-
alent cases Cx = Cy and Cx = −Cy. For situation (a),
the four common eigenstates are labeled by (zx, zy) =
{(+,+), (+,−), (−,+), (−,−)}. Thus, the correspond-
ing four CZESs, schematically distinguished by the red,
yellow, green and blue balls in Fig. 2(a), are localized at
each corner according to Eq. 5. For situation (b), because
of zx = zy, the four common eigenstates of Cx and Cy
are labeled by (zx, zy) = {(+,+), (+,+), (−,−), (−,−)}.
As a result, the four corresponding CZESs are localized
at the diagonal corners, shown in Fig. 2(b). Notably,
up to now our analysis is general and the specific form
of H(k) has not been given. However, the topological
property of H(k) deeply depend on the given form. In
the following, we perform classification of H(k) under
the condition [Cx, Cy] = 0.

As any two Dirac matrices either commute or anti-
commute to each other, the second-order topological
phase described by H(k) can be further classified by the
commutation relations between Γa,bx and Γa,by under the
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condition [Cx, Cy] = 0, or equivalently [iΓaxΓbx, iΓ
a
yΓby] =

0. It is straightforwardly to show that there exist four
inequivalent cases with the commutation relations

(i) : {Γax,Γa,by } = 0, {Γbx,Γa,by } = 0;

(ii) : [Γax,Γ
a,b
y ] = 0, [Γbx,Γ

a,b
y ] = 0;

(iii) : [Γax,Γ
a,b
y ] = 0, {Γbx,Γa,by } = 0;

(iv) : [Γax,Γ
a
y] = 0, {Γbx,Γby} = 0

{Γax,Γby} = 0, [Γbx,Γ
b
y] = 0 (7)

Considering concrete representation of the Dirac matri-
ces, we find that situations Cx 6= Cy and Cx = Cy corre-
spond to the cases (i-iv) and (iv), respectively [66]. On
the other hand, it can be readily verified that H(k) has
bulk chiral symmetry C with {C, H(k)} = 0 for all the
cases. Concretely, C = CxCy and C = Cx for cases (i-
ii) and cases (iii-iv), respectively. Since the CZESs are
labelled by eigenvalues (zx, zy), the CZEs are the eigen-
state of C, with eigenvalue z = zxzy or z = zx. With
this property, the CZESs labelled by the same eigenvalue
of operator C can not be coupled by the perturbations
preserving the bulk chiral symmetry [69], which allows a
Z topological classification for the CZESs of second-order
topological insulator phase.

In case (i), matrices {Γa,bx ,Γa,by } anti-commute with
each other, corresponding to the BBH model. In case
(ii), hx and hy commute with each other, corresponding
to the 2D SSH model. Remarkably, the commutation
relations in the (iii) and (iv) predict two unprecedented
models. Case (iii) corresponds to the crossed 2D SSH
model (Fig. 1). In case (iv), we find that the CZESs al-
ways coexist with the edge flat band [66], which brings
the difficulty to identify and characterize the CZESs. In
the following, we focus on the crossed 2D SSH model.

Crossed 2D SSH model- Considering the concrete rep-
resentation of the Dirac matrices, the Hamiltonian for
case (iii) can be written as

H(k) = hx(kx) + hy(ky),

hx(kx) = Mx(kx)τxσ0 + λx sin kxτyσ0,

hy(ky) = My(ky)τxσx + λy sin kyτxσy, (8)

with τ, σ two sets of Pauli matrices. The correspond-
ing lattice hopping of H(k) is schematically shown in
Fig. 1(a), which has dimerized hopping in x-direction as
the 1D SSH model and crossed hopping in y-direction.
Therefore, we refer to this model as the crossed 2D SSH
model. In Fig. 1(b), the isloated atoms at the corner in
the limit case tx,y = 0 correspond to the CZESs.

To study the bulk phase and band structures of H(k),
we simplify H(k) as

H(k) = Mx(kx)τxσ0 + λx sin kxτyσ0 + Eyτxσϕ, (9)

with σϕ = cosϕσx + sinϕσy, cosϕ = My/Ey, Ey =√
M2
y + (λy sin ky)2. In the eigenbasis of σϕ (σϕ = ±1),

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 3. (a) The phase digram of the second-order topologi-
cal phase in 2D crossed model. The bulk phase transitions,
represented by the yellow line, divide the bulk states into
weak topological insulator (WTI), Weyl semimetal (WS), or
second-order topological insulator (SOTI) phases. (b) Spa-
tial distribution of the CZESs in the 2D crossed SSH model,
the inset plots the eigenenergies close to zero. (c) Numerical
calculation of edge polarization px. (d) Energy dispersion of
nanoribbon structure along y direction. The red bands denote
the edge states. Common parameters in (a)(c)(d) are taken
with tx = 0.1, λx = 0.2, ty = 0.3, λy = 1.

H(k) is block-diagonal and the two blocks Hamiltonian
can be written as

h±(k) = (Mx ± Ey)τx + λx sin kxτy, (10)

with ± corresponding to the eigenvalues of σϕ. As a
result, we can reveal the 2D bulk spectrum of H(k)
in Eq. (9) through the spectrum of h±(k), which can
be considered as the 1D SSH model along kx-direction
with ky-dependent hopping amplitude tx ± Ey. Given
ky, the topology of 1D SSH Hamiltonians h±(k) is char-
acterized by the quantized Berry phase α±(ky) of occu-
pied states. We classify the bulk states of Eq. (9) into
three phases based on the first-order topological band
theory: when α+(ky) and α−(ky) are both quantized to
π over all the range of ky, the SSH models in Eq. (10)
are fully gapped so that the bulk energy spectrum of
H(k) in Eq. (9) is also fully gapped. The system can
be viewed as the pile-up of 1D topologically non-trivial
SSH model, which is weak topological insulator with flat
edge band [66]; when α+(ky) and α−(ky) are both quan-
tized to 0 over all the range of ky, the SSH models in
Eq. (10) and the bulk energy spectrum of H(k) in Eq. (9)
are also fully gapped. The system is a trivial insulator;
when α+(ky) or α−(ky) has a transition with varying ky,
the SSH models in Eq. (10) and the bulk energy spec-
trum of H(k) in Eq. (9) close their gaps at certain ky
along high symmetry line kx = 0 or π. The system be-
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TABLE I. Topological characterization of the CZESs by var-
ious topological invariants. Here, ν̃ denotes the edge winding
number of 1D edge states along x-direction.

Case

invariant
(p
νy
x , p

νx
y ) (Px, Py) Qxy ν̃x

(i)(BBH) X × X X
(ii)(2D SSH) × X × X

(iii) × × X X

comes mirror symmetry (Mx = τxσ0) protected Weyl
semimetal [66, 70]. Having clarified the bulk phase, we
plot the bulk phase diagram in Fig. 3(a) under the pa-
rameters λy = 1, ty = 0.3 and 0 < tx < λx. In this
CZESs existing parameters region, we find that the bulk
states can be divided into second-order topological insu-
lator (the CZESs shown in Fig. 3(b)), weak topological
insulator and Wely semimetal through the creation or an-
nihilation of the Wely points, represented by the yellow
line in Fig. 3(a). The absence of bulk-corner correspon-
dence implies that the CZESs may not origin from the
bulk topology.

On the other hand, for characterizing the CZESs, sev-
eral bulk topological invariants have been established, in-
cluding nested Wilson loop (p

νy
x , pνxy ) [1, 2], bulk polariza-

tion (Px, Py) [56, 71], quadrupole moment Qxy [57, 58].
Here, we test the applicability of characterizing the 2D
crossed SSH model by these topological invariants and
take the BBH and 2D SSH models as comparison. We
find that the nested Wilson loop and polarization topo-
logical characterizations only apply to BBH and 2D SSH
model, respectively [66]. Moreover, the quadrupole mo-
ment topological characterization apply to both BBH and
crossed 2D SSH models [66]. However distinct from the
BBH model with edge polarization [1, 2] pedgex = pedgey =
0.5, the crossed 2D SSH model exhibits nontrivial edge
polarization only along x-direction [66] and pedgex = 0.5
is shown in Fig. 3(c). Thus, the crossed 2D SSH model
provides a paradigm of type-II quadrupole topological in-
sulator [72], featuring nonzero quadrupole moment and
one direction edge polarization. Although absence of uni-
fied characterization by these bulk topological invariants,
we find that the CZESs in BBH, 2D SSH and 2D crossed
SSH models can be uniformly characterized by nonzero
winding number for 1D edge states [66]. We take the
crossed 2D SSH model for example following.

Note that the in gap edge state (red curves in
Fig. 3(d)), corresponding to the edge-localized states, ex-
tend over the whole 1D Brillouin zone. Thus, these edge
states can be described by truly 1D lattice Hamiltonian,
which is essential to define edge winding number for 1D
edge states unambiguously. Directly, the wave function
of the edge states can be obtained by solving the equa-
tion H(kx, y)|Ψ(kx, y)〉 = E(kx)|Ψ(kx, y)〉. Because of
[hx, Cy]− = 0, the edge state Ψ(kx, y)〉 are the common

eigenstate of Cy and hx, showing as

|Ψ(kx, y)〉 = g+(y)P |Φ(kx)〉,
hx(kx)|Φ(kx)〉 = Ex(kx)|Φ(kx)〉, (11)

with Ex(kx) =
√
M2
x + (λx sin kx)2 and the edge projec-

tion operator P = (1 + Cy)/2 [73, 74]. The edge Hamil-
tonian can be obtained by projecting hx to the subspace
defined by P , leading to the edge Hamiltonian

h̃x(kx) = Mx(kx)τ̃x + λx sin kxτ̃y. (12)

with τ̃ acting the subspace where Cy = 1. Obviously,

h̃x(kx) behaves as the SSH model and is topologically
nontrivial when νx = 1. On the other hand, the exis-
tence of edge states depend on the condition that hy is
topologically nontrivial, namely νy = 1. Thus, the edge
winding number ν̃x = 1 defined by the occupied states
of h̃x can precisely characterize the CZESs existing con-
dition νx,y = 1. Remarkably, the commutation relation
[hx, Cy] = 0 is the main reason for the existence of well
defined winding number of 1D edge states. It can be
readily that [hx, Cy] = 0 also holds in the BBH and 2D
SSH model according to Eq. (7). Thus, the edge wind-
ing number characterization also applies to the BBH and
2D SSH models owing to the unified commutation rela-
tion [hx, Cy] = 0, which also reflects the CZESs existing
condition [Cx, Cy] = 0.

Higher dimensional generalizations- Our principle of
constructing the CZESs can be easily generalized to ar-
bitrary dimension [66]. Here, we consider 3D eight bands
Hamiltonian

H(k) =
∑

s=x,y,z

hs(ks),

hs(k) = (ts + λs cos ks)Γ
8
as + λs sin ksΓ

8
bs, (13)

where 8 × 8 Gamma matrices Γ8
as,bs [66] anti-commute

with each other and the chiral symmetry of hs is given
by Cs = iΓ8

asΓ
8
bs. Similarly, hs can be deemed as the

direct sum of four copies of SSH model and then hs ex-
ists four end zero states at each end. Remarkably, when
8 × 8 matrices {Cx, Cy, Cz} commute with each other,
they have eight common eigenstates. Correspondingly,
eight CZESs of 3D Hamiltonian H can be constructed ac-
cording our general principle. However, to determine the
topological property of H(k), we need to specify the com-
mutation relations between all the Gamma matrices. On
the other hand, our 2D classification indicates that there
are four types commutation relations between matrices
{Γ8

as,Γ
8
bs,Γ

8
as′
,Γ8

bs′
} under the condition [Cs, Cs′ ]− = 0,

where {s, s′} ∈ {x, y}, {x, z}, {y, z}. Thus, classifying
H(k) can predict 64 models featuring CZESs when do
not distinguish the equivalent status between different
directions. A typical example is the topological octupole
insulator model [1, 2, 75], in which all the Gamma matri-
ces anti-commute with each other. We study other pre-
dicted models featuring the CZESs in our future work.
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Discussion and Conclusion- It is noted that our the-
ory of obtaining the CZESs can readily be generalized to
the superconducting system by requiring an additional
particle-hole symmetry. Some higher-order topological
superconductors can be predicted [66]. In view of the
experiment realization of the BBH and 2D SSH mod-
els [10–12, 76–80], we believe that the crossed 2D SSH
model can also be realized in various artificial lattice sys-
tems. It is also worth emphasizing that our theory of
obtaining the CZESs can be easily generalized to obtain
the hinge states with analytical solutions. Thus in our
theoretical framework, we can systematically construct
arbitrary order topological insulators and superconduc-
tors in arbitrary dimension by directly constructing the
analytical solution of boundary states, which is left as an
independent work.

In summary, we provide a general analytical theory to
study the higher-order topological phase emerging from
SSH stacking. Our theory not only gives the well-known
BBH and 2D SSH models, but also predicts the crossed
2D SSH model. We establish the unified topological char-
acterizing of these three models. Our work provides
a broad venue to looking for higher-order topological
phases in arbitrary dimension.
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Supplemental Materials

Dirac matrices and their generalization

Starting from three anti-commuting Pauli matrices σx,y,z and 2 × 2 identity matrix σ0, the 16 Dirac matrices
σi ⊗ σj(σiσj) can be obtained through their direct product, with i = j = x, y, z, 0. Besides 4× 4 identify matrix, the
other 15 Dirac matrices are traceless and they square to identify. For the 15 traceless Dirac matrices, the five of them
anti-commuting with each other. Without loss of generality, we can choose the five anti-commuting matrices as

Γ4
1 = σzσx,Γ

4
2 = σzσy,Γ

4
3 = σzσz,Γ

4
4 = σxσ0,Γ

4
5 = σyσ0. (14)

Other 10 traceless Dirac matrices can be generated by Γ4
mn = 1

2i [Γ
4
m,Γ

4
n], with m = n = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5. Generalizing to

higher dimension, the direct product of arbitrary d sets Pauli matrices can generate 4d Gamma matrices σi · · ·σj · · ·σk
with dimension 2d and they square to identify. In these 4d Gamma matrices, 2d + 1 matrices anti-commuting with
each other, forming complex Clifford algebra. Generally, the 2d+1 anti-commuting matrices can be obtained through
the iteration from 2d− 1 anti-commuting Gamma matrices with dimension 2d−1 × 2d−1

Γ2d

1,2,··· ,2d−1 = σz ⊗ Γ2d−1

1,2,··· ,2d−1,Γ
2d

2d = σx ⊗ I2
d−1

,Γ2d

2d+1 = σy ⊗ I2
d−1

, (15)

where I2
d−1

denotes the 2d−1 × 2d−1 identify matrix, Γ2d−1

1,2,··· ,2d−1 represents 2d− 1 anti-commuting Gamma matrices

with dimension 2d−1 × 2d−1.

1D extended SSH model

In the momentum space, we consider the general model Hamiltonian in AIII symmetry class[63–65].

h(k) = M(k)Γ2d

a + λ sin kΓ2d

b , (16)

where M(k) = (t+λ cos k), Γ2d

a,b are 2d×2d Gamma matrices and satisfy {Γ2d

a ,Γ
2d

b } = 0. The chiral symmetry of h can

be written as C = iΓ2d

a Γ2d

b . It is noted that h(k) is block-diagonal in certain basis and each 2× 2 block Hamiltonian
behave as the SSH model. Thus, h(k) can be generically deemed as the direct sum of 2d−1 copies of SSH model. In
the following, we characterize the topology of h(k) by topological invariant winding number.

The energy spectrum of h is E =
√

(t+ λ cos k)2 + (λ sin k)2. For simplicity, h can be normalized as

h̄ = cosϕΓ2d

a + sinϕΓ2d

b , (17)

with cosϕ = (t+ λ cos k)/E. With the dimension and symmetry class given, the topology of h̄ is determined by the
winding number

ν̄ = − 1

4iπ

∫ π

−π
Tr[Ch̄dh̄] (18)

= − 1

4iπ

∫ π

−π
Tr[(cosϕ∂k cosϕ+ sinϕ∂k sinϕ)C + (cosϕ∂k sinϕ− sinϕ∂k cosϕ)CΓ2d

a Γ2d

b ] (19)

=
2d

4π

∫ π

−π
(cosϕ∂k sinϕ− sinϕ∂k cosϕ) (20)

=
2d

4π

∫ π

−π
∂kϕ. (21)

In the parameter region |t| < |λ|, above integration yields topological invariant ν̄ = 2d−1. Otherwise, ν̄ = 0. Owing
to the bulk-boundary correspondence, the winding number ν̄ is associated with 2d−1 end zero states localized at each
end under the open boundary condition. In the following, we solve the analytical wave function of these end zero
states.

Considering the semi-infinite system (r > 0) described by h, we solve the end zero states localized close to the end
r = 0. Directly, we expand the Hamiltonian h at k = 0 to second order of k and replace k → −i∂r. Then we have

h(−i∂r) = (m+ λ/2∂2r )Γ2d

a − iλ∂rΓ2d

b , (22)



8

with m = t+ λ. Solving the eigen equation h(−i∂r)|Φα(r)〉 = 0 gives rise to

(m+ λ/2∂2r )Γ2d

a |Φα(r)〉 − iλ∂rΓ2d

b |Φα(r)〉 = 0. (23)

Multiplying both sides by Γ2d

a gives

(m+ λ/2∂2r )|Φα(r)〉 = λ∂rC|Φα(r)〉. (24)

Obviously, state |Φα(r)〉 should be the eigenstate of chiral operator C, namely C|Φz(r)〉 = z|Φz(r)〉 with z = ±1. We
set the trial wave function |Φz(r)〉 = eξzr|ψz〉, with C|ψz〉 = z|ψz〉 and ξz is a complex number. By inserting this
ansatz solution into Eq. (24), we have

λs/2ξ
2
zs − zsλsξs +m = 0. (25)

The two roots are ξ1,2z = zλ±
√
λ2−2mλ
λ . In the region |t| < |λ|, the real part of ξ1,2z are negative and positive when

z = −1 and z = 1, respectively. Under the boundary condition |Φz(0)〉 = |Φz(∞)〉 = 0, we can know that the wave

function of end states are |Φ−(r)〉 = N (eξ
1
−r − eξ

2
−r)|ψ−〉, with the normalization factor N . On the contrast, if we

consider the semi-system r < 0, then we will find that the end zero states should be the eigenstate of chiral operator
C with eigenvalue z = 1. As a result, for a finite system with length L, the end zero states localized close to the end
r = 0 and r = L are the eigenstates of chiral operator C with eigenvalue z = −1 and z = 1, respectively. For 2d × 2d

matrix C, there are 2d−1 eigenstates with eigenvalue z = 1 and z = −1, respectively. Thus, there are 2d−1 end zero
states localized at each end for h(r). In the main text, we take d = 2 and d = 3, then there are two and four end zero
states localized at each end, respectively. The spatial parts of the wave function for these end zero states are

fs−(rs) = N−s (eξ
1
−rs − eξ

2
−rs), fs+(rs) = N+

s (eξ
1
+(rs−Ls) − eξ

2
+(rs−Ls)), (26)

where N−s ,N+
s are the normalization factors, index s denotes the different directions.

General principle of obtaining the CZESs

Considering arbitrary dD Bloch Hamiltonian

H(k) =

d∑
s=1

hs(ks), {Cs, hs(ks)} = 0, (27)

where k = (k1, · · · , kd), hs belongs to the AIII symmetry class and respects the chiral symmetry Cs. Thus, 1D
Hamiltonian hs has a Z topological classification [63–65]. When hs is topologically nontrivial characterized by the
nonzero winding number, there are end zero states for this 1D system and their wave functions can be generically
written as

|Φszs(rs)〉 = fszs(rs)|ψszs〉, Cs|ψ
s
zs〉 = zs|ψszs〉, (28)

where spinor |ψszs〉 is the eigenstate of Cs with eigenvalue zs = ±1, scalar function fszs(rs) exponentially decays along
rs. Here, we have used the fact the end zero states always can be labeled by the eigenvalue of chiral symmetry Cs.
Remarkably, when |ψ1

z1〉 = · · · = |ψdzd〉 = |ψ(z1,··· ,zd)〉, we can construct the dD wave function

|Ψz1,··· ,zd(r)〉 =

d∏
s=1

fszs(rs)|ψ(z1,··· ,zd)〉. (29)

It is easy to see that

hs=1,··· ,d|Ψz1,··· ,zd(r)〉 = 0, H(−i∂r)|Ψz1,··· ,zd(r)〉 = 0. (30)

Thus, the state |Ψz1,··· ,zd(r)〉 is the zero energy state of Hamiltonian H(−i∂r). Obviously, state |Ψz1,··· ,zd(r)〉 ex-
ponentially decays along all directions. Therefore, it is localized at the corner of a dD system and we obtain a
CZESs.

Without loss of generality, we exemplify 1D Hamiltonian hs(ks) with the form considered in Eq. (16). Explicitly,
the considered Hamiltonian can be written as

H(k) =

d∑
s=1

hs(ks), hs(ks) = Ms(ks)Γ
2d

as + λs sin ksΓ
2d

bs . (31)
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Under the condition |ts| < |λs|, we have shown that hs is topologically nontrivial and the bulk topology is characterized
by the winding numbers ν̄s = 2d−1. Taking the open boundary condition of ks, hs hosts 2d−1 end zero states
localized at the ends rs = 0 and rs = Ls, respectively. The wave function of the end zero states can be written as
|Φszs(rs)〉 = fszs(rs)|ψszs〉 with Cs|ψszs〉 = zs|ψszs〉.

When 2d× 2d matrices {C1, · · · , Cm, · · · , Cd} commute with each other, they have 2d common eigenstates labelled
by their eigenvalue (z1, · · · , zm · · · , zd). Correspondingly, we obtain 2d CZESs with the wave function

|Ψz1,··· ,zd(r)〉 =

d∏
s=1

fszs(rs)|ψ(z1,··· ,zm··· ,zd)〉, (32)

with Cm|ψ(z1,··· ,zm··· ,zd)〉 = zm|ψ(z1,··· ,zm··· ,zd)〉. It can be readily verified that hs=1,2··· ,d|Ψz1,··· ,zd(r)〉 = 0, giving rise

to H(−i∂r)|Ψz1,··· ,zd(r)〉 = 0. It is noted that the commutation relations between Γ2d

js and Γ2d

j′s′
have not been given

still, with s, s
′ ∈ {1, · · · , d}, j, j′ = a, b. However, these commutation relations will determine the topology property

of H(k) unambiguously. Under the condition [Cs, Cs′ ] = 0, 2D classification in the main text indicates there are four

types commutation relations between Γ2d

js and Γ2d

j′s′
, namely

(i) : {Γ2d

as,Γ
2d

as′ ,bs′
} = 0, {Γ2d

bs ,Γ
2d

as′ ,bs′
} = 0,

(ii) : [Γ2d

as,Γ
2d

as′ ,bs′
] = 0, [Γ2d

bs ,Γ
bd

as′ ,bs′
] = 0,

(iii) : [Γ2d

as,Γ
2d

as′ ,bs′
] = 0, {Γ2d

bs ,Γ
bd

as′ ,bs′
} = 0,

(iv) : [Γ2d

as,Γ
2d

as′
] = 0, {Γ2d

as′
,Γ2d

bs′
} = 0,

{Γ2d

as,Γ
2d

bs′
} = 0, [Γ2d

as′
,Γ2d

bs′
] = 0. (33)

Therefore, there are 4 × 42 × · · · × 4d−1 types commutation relations for H(k) when assign all the commutation

relations between Γ2d

js and Γ2d

j′s′
, with s, s

′ ∈ {1, · · · , d}, j, j′ = a, b. Notably, here we do not distinguish the equivalent

status between different directions. Once the commutation relations between all these Gamma matrices are given, we
can predict a model featuring the CZESs in a arbitrary dD system. Remarkably, when the bulk and boundaries are
gapped of the system, we will obtain a dth-order topological insulator.

The details and comparisons of different cases in 2D system

When d = 2 for the 2D Hamiltonian in Eq. (31), the Eq. 33 transform into the form

(i) : {Γ4
ax,Γ

4
ay,by} = 0, {Γ4

bx,Γ
4
ay,by} = 0,

(ii) : [Γ4
ax,Γ

4
ay,by] = 0, [Γ4

bx,Γ
4
ay,by] = 0,

(iii) : [Γ4
ax,Γ

4
ay,by] = 0, {Γ4

bx,Γ
4
ay,by} = 0,

(iv) : [Γ4
ax,Γ

4
ay] = 0, {Γ4

ay,Γ
4
by} = 0,

{Γ4
ax,Γ

4
by} = 0, [Γ4

ay,Γ
4
by] = 0. (34)

Without loss of generality, we choose {Γax,Γbx, Cx} = {Γ4
1,Γ

4
2,Γ

4
21}. For the different commutation relations in Eq. 34,

we can list all possible choices of {Γay,Γby, Cy} as

(i) : {Γ4
α,Γ

4
β ,Γ

4
βα};

(ii) : {Γ4
αβ ,Γ

4
βγ ,Γ

4
αγ};

(iii) : {Γ4
2α,Γ

4
2β ,Γ

4
βα};

(iv) : {Γ4
2α,−Γ4

1α,Γ
4
21}, {Γ4

1,Γ
4
2,Γ

4
21},

{Γ4
2α,Γ

4
2,−Γ4

α}, {Γ4
1,Γ

4
1α,Γ

4
α}; (35)

with α 6= β 6= γ ∈ (3, 4, 5). Thus, the situations Cx 6= Cy and Cx = Cy classified in the main text correspond to the
cases (i-iv) and (iv), respectively.
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

(f) (g) (h)(e)

FIG. 4. (a)-(d) The schematic diagram of the lattice hoppings for Hamiltonians Hi-iv. The red and black bonds represent the
intracellular and intercellular hoppings, respectively. (e)-(h) Schematic of the lattice hoppings in the limit case tx = ty = 0 for
Hamiltonians Hi-iv. The existence of the CZESs corresponds to the presence of the isolated atoms at the corners in this limit
case. For (e)-(g), the existence of isolated edge atoms coupled in a dimerized way corresponds to the existence of edge states
described by the SSH model.

The 2D models predicted by the commutation relations (i-iii)

Making a classification for 2D Hamiltonian H(k)(d = 2) in Eq.31, we can obtain four types commutation relations
(i-iv) between the Gamma matrices, as discussed in the main text. For the case (i-iii), without loss of generality, we
consider their representations as

Hg(k) = hgx(kx) + hgy(ky),

hix = Mx(kx)τxσ0 + λx sin kxτyσ0, h
i
y = My(ky)τzσx + λy sin kyτzσy,

hiix = Mx(kx)τxσ0 + λx sin kxτyσ0, h
ii
y = My(ky)τzσx + λy sin kyτzσy,

hiiix = Mx(kx)τxσ0 + λx sin kxτyσ0, h
iii
y = My(ky)τxσx + λy sin kyτxσy, (36)

with τ, σ two sets Pauli matrices and index g = i,ii,iii. It is noted that Hamiltonians Hi(k) and Hii(k) have completely
identical topology as the BBH and 2D SSH models and Hiii denotes the crossed 2D SSH model. For Hamiltonians
Hi,ii,iii(k), we have the chiral symmetries

C i
x = −τzσ0, C i

y = −τ0σz, [C i
x, C

i
y] = 0, Ci = C i

xC
i
y = −τzσz,

C ii
x = −τzσ0, C ii

y = −τ0σz, [C ii
x , C

ii
y ] = 0, Cii = C ii

xC
ii
y = τzσz,

C iii
x = −τzσ0, C iii

y = −τ0σz, [C iii
x , C

iii
y ] = 0, Ciii = C iii

x = −τzσ0. (37)

where [Cgs , h
g
s ]+ = 0, [Cg,Hg]+ = 0, with indexs s = x, y, g = i,ii,iii. The hopping of these lattice models are

schematically shown in Figs. 4(a)-(c). In Figs. 4(e)-(g), the presence of isolated atoms at the corners in the limit case
tx,y = 0 correspond to the existence of the CZESs.

Remarkably, the band structures of Hamiltonians Hi,ii,iii(k) can be clearly revealed by diagonalizing them in the σ
space as

Hi(k) = Mx(kx)τxσ0 + λx sin kxτyσ0 + Eyτzσϕ,

Hii(k) = Mx(kx)τxσ0 + λx sin kxτyσ0 + Eyτ0σϕ,

Hiii(k) = Mx(kx)τxσ0 + λx sin kxτyσ0 + Eyτxσϕ, (38)

where we have defined Ey =
√
M2
y + (λy sin ky)2 and σϕ = cosϕσx + sinϕσy, with tanϕ = λy sin ky/My. Thus, in
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the eigenbasis of σϕ, Hi,ii,iii are block-diagonal and two blocks Hamiltonians are

hi±(k) = Mx(kx)τx + λx sin kxτy ± Eyτz,
hii±(k) = Mx(kx)τx + λx sin kxτy ± Eyτ0,
hiii±(k) = (Mx(kx)± Ey)τx + λx sin kxτy, (39)

with ± the eigenvalues of σϕ. With given ky, hi±, h
ii
±(k), hiii±(k) can be viewed as the SSH model along kx, with

additional chiral symmetry breaking term ±Eyτz, modulated chemical potential term ±Eyτ0, modulated intra-cell
hopping term ±Eyτx, respectively. According to the Eq. (39), we know that the bulk energy spectrums of Hamiltonians
Hi-iii(k) can be written as

Ei(k) = ±
√
E2
x + E2

y , E
ii(k) = ±Ex ± Ey,

Eiii(k) = ±
√

(Mx ± Ey)2 + (λx sin kx)2, (40)

with Ex =
√
M2
x + (λx sin kx)2, Ey =

√
M2
y + (λy sin ky)2. Thus, for Hi(k), as long as Ex 6= 0 or Ey 6= 0, the bulk is

full gapped. For Hii(k), when |Ex|min < |Ey|max or |Ey|min < |Ex|max, the bulk is fully gapped. Otherwise, the bulk
is gapless and behave as a metal. For Hiii(k), when ||tx| − |Ey||min > |λx|, the bulk is fully gapped and behave as
a trivial insulator or a 2th-order TI when |tx,y| < |λx,y|. When |tx| + |Ey|max < |λx|, or ||tx| − |Ey||max < |λx| and
|tx| + |Ey|min > |λx|, the bulk is fully gapped and behave as a weak topological insulator characterized by the edge
flat bands, as shown in Figs. 5(a)(b). Otherwise, the bulk is gapless and behave as mirror symmetry protected Weyl
semimetal characterized by edge flat bands, as shown in Figs. 5(c)-(f).

When the bulk is fully gapped, the occupied states for Hamiltonians Hi-iii(k) can be written as

|Ψi
1〉 = (sin θ/2,− cos θ/2eiφ)T ⊗ (1, eiϕ)T /

√
2,

|Ψi
2〉 = (cos θ/2,− sin θ/2eiφ)T ⊗ (1,−eiϕ)T /

√
2,

|Ψii
1〉 = (1, eiφ)T ⊗ (1,−eiϕ)T /2, |Ψii

2〉 = (1,−eiφ)T ⊗ (1,−eiϕ)T /2,

|Ψiii
1 〉 = (1,−eiβ1)T ⊗ (1, eiϕ)T /2, |Ψiii

2 〉 = (1,−eiβ2)T ⊗ (1,−eiϕ)T /2, (41)

with cos θ = Ey/|Ei|, tanφ = λx sin kx/Mx, tanβ1 = λx sin kx/(Mx + Ey), tanβ2 = λx sin kx/(Mx − Ey). Here, for
the definition of the occupied states, we consider the parameters region |Ex|min < |Ey|max for Hii(k).

The comparisons of the topological characterizations

In the following, we compare the different topological characterizations, including nested Wilson loop, polarization,
quadrupole moment, and edge winding number, for the second-order TI phase in cases (i-iii). It is known that the
CZESs in the BBH model can be characterized by the nested Wilson loop topological invariants, which reflect the
topology of the gapped Wannier band. From the bulk wave function in Eq. (41), the Wannier bands ν(ky), the
momentum dependent Berry phase of the occupied states, can be calculated as

νgn(ky) =

∫ π

−π
Agn(k)dkx = −i

∫ π

−π
〈Ψg

n(k)|∂kx |Ψg
n(k)〉dkx, (42)

with the occupied states index n = 1, 2, Agn(k) the Berry connection. According to the Eq. (41), we have

Ai
1 = cos2 θ/2∂kxφ,A

i
2 = sin2 θ/2∂kxφ,

Aii
1 = Aii

2 = ∂kxφ/2, A
iii
1 = ∂kxβ1/2, A

iii
2 = ∂kxβ2/2. (43)

After the integration for the Berry connection, the Wannier bands νi1(ky) = 2π cos2 θ/2, νi2(ky) = 2π sin2 θ/2. Thus,
the Wannier bands νi1,2 for Hi(k) are gapped when Ey 6= 0. Otherwise when Ey = 0, the chiral symmetry for hi±
restores and the Wannier bands are gapless at ky = 0/π, namely νi1(ky = 0/π) = νi2(ky = 0/π). Thus, the Wannier
band νin(ky) has the same topological phase transition condition as hy. Analogously, Wannier band νin(kx) has the
same topological phase transition condition as hx. Thus, the CZESs existing condition νx,y = 1 can be extracted from
the Wannier band topology through the nested Wilson loop topological invariants. Nevertheless, because φ, β1, β2 are
the periodic function of kx, the Berry phases νii,iiin (ky) for the occupied states of Hii,iii(k) are always quantized to 0
or π, which indicates that the Wannier bands are gapless for these two cases. Then the nested Wilson loop method
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

FIG. 5. (a)(b) The bulk energy spectrum and edge flat bands of the weak TI phase are plotted. We take the parameters as
λx = 1, tx = 0.6, λy = 1, ty = 0.5. (c)(d) The bulk energy spectrum and edge flat bands of the Weyl semimetal with two Weyl
points are plotted. We take the parameters as λx = 1, tx = 0.6, λy = 0.7, ty = 0.4. (e)(f) The bulk energy spectrum and edge
flat bands of the Weyl semimetal with two Weyl points are plotted. We take the parameters as λx = 1, tx = 0.6, λy = 1, ty = 0.2.

fails to characterize the CZESs in cases (ii,iii). Thus, the nested Wilson loop characterizations for the CZEs are only
valid for case (i).

For the 2D SSH model, it has been shown that the CZEs can be characterized by the bulk polarization. For
example, the polarization along x direction can be written as

P gx =
i

4π2

∑
n

∫
dkydkxTr[〈Ψg

n(k)|∂kx |Ψg
n(k)〉

=
1

4π2

∫
dky(νg1 (ky) + νg2 (ky)). (44)

For modelHi(k), because the chiral symmetry breaking term Eyτz is opposite for h
i

+ and h
i

−, we have νi1(ky)+νi2(ky) =
2π, giving rise to trivial polarization. Thus, the polarization characterization for the CZEs is invalid for this case. For
model Hii(k), νii1,2(ky) are both quantized to π and 0 when νx = 1 and νx = 0, respectively. The former case leads

to nontrivial polarization for each band. Similarly, νii1,2(kx) are both quantized to π and 0 when νy = 1 and νy = 0,
respectively. Thus the CZEs can be characterized by the polarization of each band for this case. For the second-order
TI phase in model Hiii(k), the Berry phase νiii1,2(ky) are both quantized to the value 0, leading to trivial polarization.
Thus, the polarization topological invariant also can not characterize the existence of the CZEs for this case.

It is known that quadrupole moment as a higher-order topological invariant can characterize the existence CZEs in
the BBH model [57, 58]. The quadrupole moment can be calculated in real space and it is given by

Qxy = [
1

2π
Imlog[det(U†Q̂U)]− qxy]mod1 (45)

where the matrix U is constructed by column-wise packing of the occupied eigenstates under the periodic boundary
conditions, Q̂ = e2πix̂ŷ/LxLy and x̂, ŷ are the position operators, qxy = 1

2

∑n
j=1 xjyj/ (LxLy) is the contribution

from the background positive charge distribution, with n the dimension of the bulk Hamiltonain. Our numerical
calculations show that the quadrupole moment topological invariant Qxy can characterize the CZEs for Hamiltonian
Hiii(k), but can not characterize the CZEs for Hamiltonian Hii(k). The numerical results are shown in Figs. 6(b)(c).
Moreover distinct form the BBH model where pedgex = pedgey = 0.5, the edge polarizations pedgex = 0.5, pedgey = 0., as

shown in Figs.6(e)(f) in model Hiii(k). Thus, the second-order TI phase in Hiii(k) is a phase of type-II quadrupole
TI.



13

(a) (b) (c)

(e) (f)

FIG. 6. (a)-(c) The quadrupole moment numerical calculations for the fully gapped phases in cases (i-iii). Common parameters
are taken as λx = 0.2, λy = 1, ty = 0.3. We perform the numerical calculation with the size 41× 41. It is noted that the samll
deviation from the exact phase transition point |tx| = 0.2 in (c) is resulted by the size effect. (e)(f) The numerical calculations
of edge polarizations (pedgex , pedgey ) for the case (iii). We take the parameters as tx = 0.1, λx = 0.2, ty = 0.3, λy = 1.

In the main text, we have shown that the edge winding number ν̃x = 1 can completely reflect the CZEs existing
condition νx,y = 1. For the BBH and 2D SSH models, there are edge states along kx and ky directions, as shown in
Figs.7(a)(b) and (c)(d), respectively. Generally, the wave function of the edge states along kx and ky can be written
as

|Ψg(kx, ry)〉zy = fgzy (ry)P gzy |ψ
g(kx)〉, hgx(kx)|ψg(kx)〉 = Ex(kx)|ψg(kx)〉,

|Ψg(rx, ky)〉zx = fgzx(rx)P gzx |ψ
g(ky)〉, hgy(ky)|ψg(ky)〉 = Ey(ky)|ψg(ky)〉, (46)

with the projection operators P gzx = (1 + zxC
g
x)/2 and P gzy = (1 + zyC

g
y )/2, g=i,ii. It can be readily verified that

H(kx, ry)|Ψg(kx, ry)〉zy = Ex(kx)|Ψg(kx, ry)〉zy ,
H(rx, ky)|Ψg(rx, ky)〉zx = Ey(ky)|Ψg(rx, ky)〉zx , (47)

which means that the edge states |Ψg(kx, ry)〉zy and |Ψg(rx, ky)〉zx have the same energy spectrum as hx and hy,
respectively. Notably, the existence of the edge states along kx and ky requires [Cgy , h

g
x] = 0 and [Cgx, h

g
y] = 0,

respectively. Otherwise, |Ψg(kx, ry)〉zy or |Ψg(ky, rx)〉zx is a null vector after the projection. It can be readily verified
that [C i,ii

x , hy] = 0, [C i,ii
y , hx] = 0 for both cases (i) and (ii), and {C iii

x , hy} = 0, [C iii
y , hx] = 0 for case (iii). Thus, there

are both edge states along kx and ky for cases (i-ii), but there are edge states only along kx for case (iii), as shown in
Figs. 7(e)(f). Correspondingly, the edge Hamiltonian describing these edge states can be obtained by projecting hx
or hy into the subspace defined by Pzy or Pzx . Then we will find that these edge states are described by a SSH model,
which consists with the existence of edge isolated atoms coupled in a dimerized way in the limit case tx = ty = 0,
as shown in Figs. 4(e)-(g). Remarkably, the existence of edge states along kx and ky require that hy and hx are
topologically nontrivial, respectively. Thus, the edge winding number ν̃x = 1 or ν̃y = 1 of the 1D edge states can
completely reflect the CZEs existing conditions νx = νy = 1. As a result, the edge winding number can completely
characterize the existence of the CZEs for cases (i-iii), revealing the unified edge-corner correspondence.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

FIG. 7. (a)(b) The energy spectrum for Hi(k) with ribbon geometry along kx and ky directions, respectively. We take model
parameters as λx = λy = 1, tx = 0.2, ty = 0.3. (c)(d) The energy spectrum for Hii(k) with ribbon geometry along kx and ky
directions, respectively. We take model parameters as λx = 0.2, λy = 1, tx = 0.1, ty = 0.3. (e)(f) The energy spectrum forHiii(k)
with ribbon geometry along kx and ky directions, respectively. We take model parameters as λx = 0.2, λy = 1, tx = 0.1, ty = 0.3.

The model predicted by the commutation relation (iv)

In the main text, classifying the 2D system constructed by the SSH model from each direction, we obtain the case
(iv) and it can be realized by considering the Hamiltonian

Hiv(k) = Mx(kx)Γax + λx sin kxΓbx + λyMy(ky)Γay + sin kyΓby,

Γax = τzσx,Γ
b
x = τzσy,Γ

a
y = τ0σx,Γ

b
y = τ0σy. (48)

The lattice hopping of Hiv(k) is shown in Figs. 4(d)(h). For this concrete model, we have chiral symmetries C iv
x =

C iv
y = −σz and ΓaxΓay = τzσ0, which commutes with Hamiltonian Hiv(k). Correspondingly, Hiv is block diagonal in τ

space and each block can be written as hiv± = (±Mx +My)σx + (±λx sin kx + λy sin ky)σy. Here, h+ and h− have the
identical physics and we focus on the block hiv+. This two bands model can be separated into two 1D Hamiltonians

h
′

s=x,y = (t
′

s + λs cos ks)σx + λs sin ksσy with t
′

x + t
′

y = tx + ty = t. As long as h
′

x and h
′

y are topologically nontrivial
with end zero states, the 2D Hamiltonian h+ has CZEs localized at the diagonal corners according to our construction
principle. Thus, there are CZEs for h+ when |t| < |λx|+ |λy|.

Obviously, hiv+ can be viewed as a modulated SSH along kx/y, with ky/x given. The band structures can be clearly
revealed by the Berry phase νiv(kx) or νiv(ky) of the occupied state of h+, with kx or ky given. When νiv(kx) or νiv(ky)
is quantized to π over all the range, the bulk behave as a weak TI characterized by edge flat band, corresponding
to the condition |t| + |λx| < |λy| or |t| + |λy| < |λx|. When νiv(ky) and νiv(kx) are both quantized to 0 over all the
range, corresponding to the condition |t| > |λx|+ |λy|, the bulk is a normal insulator. When νiv(kx) or νiv(ky) is not
successive, corresponding to the condition ||t| − |λx|| < |λy| < |t| + |λx| or ||t| − |λy|| < |λx| < |t| + |λy|, the bulk is
a Weyl semimetal characterized by edge flat band. Thus, distinct from the case (iii), the predicted CZEs here always
coexist with the edge flat band, which brings the difficulty to identify and characterize the predicted CZEs.

The CZEs in the superconducting system

In the main text, we consider the 2D electronic system constructed by the combination of the SSH model along
different directions. By classifying this system, we obtain four topologically unequivalent models supporting the CZEs.
In the following, we show that all these models with different commutation relations between the Gamma matrices
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can be realized in the superconducting system by allowing additional particle-hole symmetry. Directly, considering in
the superconducting Bogoliubov–de Gennes (BdG) basis Ψ(k) = (c↑,k, c↓,k, c

†
↑,k, c

†
↓,k), the BDG Hamiltonian can be

generically written as

HBDG(k) = Me(k)(τzs0 + τzsx + τzsz + τ0sy) +Mo(k)(τ0sx + τ0sz + τzsy)

+∆e(k)(τysy + τxsy) + ∆o(k)(τxs0 + τxsz + τxsx + τys0 + τysx + τysz), (49)

where, τ, s are Pauli matrices in the particle-hole and spin space, respectively. Here, required by the particle-hole
symmetry P = τxK, we have Me(k) = Me(−k),Mo(k) = −Mo(−k),∆e(k) = ∆e(−k),∆o(k) = −∆o(−k). Obvi-
ously, all the 15 traceless Dirac matrices can enter into the BDG Hamiltonian. In the following, we consider the BDG
Hamiltonian

HBDG = Mx(kx)Γax + λx sin kxΓbx + λyMy(ky)Γay + sin kyΓby, (50)

with

Γax,Γ
a
y ∈ {τzs0, τzsx, τzsz, τ0sy, τysy, τxsy},

Γbx,Γ
b
y ∈ {τ0sx, τ0sz, τzsy, τxs0, τxsz, τxsx, τys0, τysx, τysz}. (51)

Under the CZEs existing condition [iΓaxΓbx, iΓ
a
yΓby] = 0 for the BDG Hamiltonain HBDG, we will show that all four

types commutation relations between the Dirac matrices can be realized.
For the case (i), we require {Γax,Γa,by } = 0, {Γbx,Γa,by } = 0. This case can be realized by considering the represtations

Hi
BDG1(k) = Mx(kx)τzsx + λx sin kxτysx + λyMy(ky)τ0sy + sin kyτxsx,

Hi
BDG2(k) = Mx(kx)τzsx + λx sin kxτxs0 + λyMy(ky)τzsz + sin kyτys0,

Hi
BDG3(k) = Mx(kx)τysy + λx sin kxτ0sx + λyMy(ky)τxsy + sin kyτzsy,

Hi
BDG4(k) = Mx(kx)τzs0 + λx sin kxτxsz + λyMy(ky)τxsy + sin kyτys0,

Hi
BDG5(k) = Mx(kx)τzs0 + λx sin kxτxs0 + λyMy(ky)τysy + sin kyτysx,

Hi
BDG6(k) = Mx(kx)τzsz + λx sin kxτ0sx + λyMy(ky)τ0sy + sin kyτxsz. (52)

The bulk states of these Hamiltonians are fully gapped and they behave as the second-order TSCs, which have
completely identical topology property as the BBH model. It is noted that the models Hi

BDG1(k) and Hi
BDG2(k)

have been studied in references [81, 82]. The realization of the model Hi
BDG3(k) only need the even parity pairings,

breaking or preserving time-reversal symmetry (T = isyK), which has been considered in reference [37]. Besides the
model Hamiltonian Hi

BDG3(k), the realizations of other model Hamiltonians require the p-wave pairings, breaking or
preserving time-reversal symmetry.

For the case (ii), we require [Γax,Γ
a,b
y ] = 0, [Γbx,Γ

a,b
y ] = 0. This case can be realized by considering the representation

Hii
BDG1(k) = M1(k1)τzs0 + sin k1τxsx +M2(k2)τzsz + sin k2τ0sx. (53)

The realization of this concrete model requires the p-wave pairing for the system.
For the case (iii), we require [Γax,Γ

a,b
y ] = 0, {Γbx,Γa,by } = 0. This case can be realized by considering the representation

Hiii
BDG1(k) = M1(k1)τzsx + sin k1τys0 +M2(k2)τzs0 + sin k2τxsz,

Hiii
BDG2(k) = M2(k2)τzsx + sin k2τzsy +M1(k1)τysy + sin k1τ0sx. (54)

The realization of model Hamiltonian Hiii
BDG1(k) needs the p-wave pairing. The realization of model Hamiltonian

Hiii
BDG2(k) only needs the even parity pairing preserving time-reversal symmetry.
For the case (iv), we require [Γax,Γ

a
y] = 0, {Γ1,Γby} = 0, {Γax,Γby} = 0, [Γbx,Γ

b
y] = 0. This case can be realized by

considering the representation

Hiv
BDG(k) = M1(k1)τzs0 + sin k1τxsz +M2(k2)τzs0 + sin k2τysx. (55)

The realization of model Hamiltonian Hiv
BDG(k) needs the p-wave pairing.
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