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Abstract: We generalize the idea of the quantized Hall current to count gapless
edge states in topological materials in any number of dimensions. This construction
applies equally well to theories without any continuous symmetries in the bulk or chiral
anomalies on the boundaries. The generalized Hall current is related to the phase space
index of the Euclidean fermion operator and can be calculated via one-loop Feynman
diagrams. The relevant momentum-space topology is shown to be governed in each case
by the homotopy group πn (S n ) = Z, where in n is the number of spacetime dimensions.
This holds even for topological matter which is characterized by a Z2 invariant, since
the generalized Hall current is governed by topology in phase space, not just momentum
space. We elucidate these ideas by explicit examples in free relativistic field theories in
various spacetime dimensions with various symmetries, and argue that this approach
may work in interacting theories as well, including the interesting cases where the
interactions gap the edge states.
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1

Introduction

Topological insulators and superconductors, often well described by free fermion theories [1–5], generally have gapless fermion excitations confined to their boundary, or
more generally to any boundary such as a domain wall or vortex which breaks translation invariance. For d + 1 dimensional defects, where d is odd, these massless fermions
can be Weyl fermions. In that case the boundary theory has a chiral anomaly, and the
currents for classical axial symmetries can have nonzero divergence in the presence of
background gauge fields. These currents are conserved in the higher dimensional bulk
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theory, and the violation of axial charge in the boundary theory can be understood
as the result of a fermion number current flowing in from the bulk, as in the Integer
Quantum Hall Effect [6]. The argument can be turned around: the inflow of current
from the bulk indicates a boundary theory with a chiral anomaly, which in turn requires
massless particles to exist at the boundary.
It is appealing that one can deduce the existence of gapless edge states from the
inflow of current from infinity, but it is not general. For example, gapless edge states
exist for superconducting systems for which there is no conserved fermion number
current, as well as for boundaries with even spatial dimension d where there are no
chiral anomalies. In a recent paper we showed, however, that in all of these cases one
can generalize the idea of Hall currents and detect the existence gapless edge states by
this current’s divergence [7]. That theory makes use of the Callias index theorem [8]
applied to the index of the fermion operator in the Euclidian action and in the presence
of external “diagnostic fields”. A very simple procedure for calculating the current flow
in terms of a one-loop Feynman diagram allows one to detect the existence of gapless
edge states. Furthermore, this construction makes the topological protection of the
gapless modes manifest. In the present paper we work through the examples given in
Ref. [7] in greater detail, including the construction of the generalized Hall current, the
topological origins of its nonzero divergence, and the role of regularization. We also
extend the previous work with a discussion of the effect of interactions. Our discussion
throughout is in the context of relativistic quantum field theory.

2

General framework

Our starting point is a relativistic quantum field theory of free fermions in infinite
R
d + 1 dimensional Minkowski spacetime. The action is SM = dd+1 x ψ̄DM ψ, where
the fermion operator DM can include a position dependent mass term, e.g. one that
exhibits defects like a domain wall or a vortex singularity, which will serve as proxies for
a boundary. If the fermion operator DM hosts massless fermion states trapped in these
defects, and the defects are space and time translation invariant in the co-dimensions,
then the spectrum will include a state with zero momentum that is constant in the
space-time coordinates of the defect, and is localized on the defect in the transverse
direction(s). We wish to have a simple way to detect the existence of such states which
makes manifest the underlying topology. The approach we use is to note that when
DM is analytically continued to Euclidian time, the Euclidian fermion operator D is
an elliptic operator and the propagator 1/D will have poles corresponding to gapless
Minkowski edge states with zero momentum. We detect these states by computing the
index of D — the number of zeromodes of D minus that of D† . One obstacle to this
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program is that the index only counts normalizable zeromodes, while the states we are
discussing are constant in the noncompact boundary dimensions; another is that D†
also exhibits poles corresponding to these states. Both can be circumvented by adding
“diagnostic” background fields that localize these states within the boundary without
introducing a gap. This can be easily done when the diagnostic fields possess nontrivial
spatial topology; an interesting feature of this approach is that the diagnostic fields are
typically not fields that could have been introduced into the original Minkowski theory,
as we will explain below. In the presence of these diagnostic fields, we find that possible
solutions to D† ψ = 0 are delocalized and so the operator D acquires a nonzero index.
This effect is seen with the toy operator D = ∂x + (x) which has a localized solution
to Dψ = 0 while the conjugate operator D† = −∂x + (x) does not. The index then
indicates the presence of a massless edge state in the Minkowski theory, provided that
it persists in the limit that the energy density in the diagnostic fields tends to zero.
Computing the index then simply requires computing the divergence of an inflowing current by means of a 1-loop diagram, which generalizes the in-flow picture from
the quantum Hall system in any dimensions and whether the system has a conserved
current or not. Furthermore, the index is shown to be the product of the winding
number of the diagnostic fields in coordinate space times the winding number of the
fermion dispersion relation in momentum space, making manifest the topological nature
of the gapless modes. We will see that the Euclidian momentum space topology is
simpler than the topological invariants of the Minkowski systems would suggest: in
each case we examine it is governed by the homotopy group πn (S n ), where n is the
number of spacetime dimensions. The index we compute reflects the correct invariant
of the Minkowski system, Z2 for example, due to the interplay of momentum space and
coordinate space topology in its definition.
Our procedure is (i) start with a Minkowski theory of interest; (ii) analytically
continue to Euclidian space time; (iii) introduce diagnostic fields to localize edge states;
(iv) compute the index of the Euclidian fermion operator in the limit of vanishing
diagnostic fields, which involves computing the inflow of a generalized Hall current.
In the cases where fermion number is not conserved, relativistic systems analogous
R
to topological superconductors, the Euclidian action takes the form SE = 21 ψ T CDψ,
where C is the charge conjugation matrix. In these cases at step (ii) we consider instead
R
the Dirac action SE = ψ̄Dψ and proceed from there, since solutions to Dψ = 0 are
also solutions to CDψ = 0. The Dirac theory allows for the addition of diagnostic
fields not possible in the original theory, such as a U (1) gauge field coupled to fermion
number, or fields in D which appear symmetrically in CD, and hence would not couple
to the fermions in ψ T CDψ.
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The procedure for computing the index of an elliptic operator D is to first define


M2
M2
(2.1)
I(M ) = Tr
−
D† D + M 2 DD† + M 2
with
ind(D) = I(0) ≡ lim I(M ) .
M →0

(2.2)

The function I(M ) can be computed by means of Feynman diagrams by first defining




0 −D†
1 0
K=
,
Γχ =
,
(2.3)
D 0
0 −1
in terms of which I(M ) is expressed as

I(M ) = Tr Γχ

M
K +M


.

(2.4)

The matrix K and Γ have twice the dimension of D. The operator 1/(K + M ) looks
like a fermion propagator in a theory whose action is
Z
(2.5)
SK = dd+1 x Ψ(K + M )Ψ,
where Ψ has twice the number of components as the original ψ field off our Minkowski
theory, but the integration is still over d + 1 spacetime coordinates. In this extended
theory, the quantity I(M ) in eq. (2.4) can be expressed as the matrix element of the
pseudoscalar density,
Z
I(M ) = −M dd+1 x hΨ̄Γχ Ψi
(2.6)
where hΨ̄Γχ Ψi is computed using a path integral with weight e−SK . We can also define
an axial current
Jµχ = Ψ̄Γµ Γχ Ψ

(2.7)

µ
e
where Γµ = i∂ K(p)/∂p
, where we use the tilde to indicate the operator has been
Fourier transformed to momentum space. Assuming that D = ∂/ +. . ., where the ellipsis
denotes nonderivative terms, then Γµ = σ1 ⊗ γµ , in the notation where Γχ = σ3 ⊗ 1.
Applying the axial transformation Ψ → eiΓχ θ(x) Ψ, we can derive the Ward-Takahashi
identity for this axial current as

∂ µ Jµχ = 2M Ψ̄Γχ Ψ − A ,
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(2.8)

where the first term on the right is the classical divergence due to the mass M , and the
second term is the anomaly, which can be computed using the method of Ref. [9],


K 2 /Λ2
= −2I(∞) .
(2.9)
A = −2 lim Tr Γχ e
Λ→∞

As we show below the anomaly vanishes in the cases we consider. With A = 0, eq.
(2.8) can then be used to express the index ind(D) as
Z
1
ind(D) = − 2 lim
dd+1 x ∂µ hJµχ i .
(2.10)
M →0

The current Jµχ is what we refer to as the generalized Hall current. With the
anomaly A vanishing, the nonzero divergence of this current in the M → 0 limit arises
from infrared divergences in the theory, and its inflow counts gapless edge states in the
original Minkowski theory.
The generalized Hall current in eq. (2.10) in the M → 0 limit can be computed
from a one-loop Feynman diagram Tr Γµ Γχ K −1 , which may need to regulated. The UV
regulator will in general contribute to the current in odd spacetime dimensions, but
not to its divergence, which arises from infrared physics. However, in these cases the
topological meaning of the current is obscured if regulator contributions are neglected,
as the Feynman diagram can be interpreted as being proportional to the winding number of a map from momentum space to an n-sphere – but only if the momentum space
of the fermion is compact. This makes the winding number sensitive to the ultraviolet behavior of the fermion propagator. Here we use Pauli-Villars regularization when
required, computing the index of Dreg = D(m)
, and then sending the regulator mass Λ
D(Λ)
−1
, where Kreg is given by
to infinity. The regulated current then is given by Tr Γµ Γχ Kreg
eq. (2.3) with D replaced by Dreg . We do this in any spacetime dimension d + 1, but
find that for even d + 1, the regulator does not contribute to the index.
In the next sections we work out in detail the examples of Ref. [7], starting with the
continuum example of a single Majorana fermion chain in 1 + 1 dimensions with 0 + 1
dimensional defect hosting a Majorana zero mode. This is followed by the example of
multiple flavors of Majorana fermions in 1 + 1 dimension with time reversal symmetry
violation. In both cases, the generalized Hall current correctly produces the index
of the fermion operator and counts the number of massless fermions in Minkowski
space. We then discuss Dirac fermion in 2 + 1 dimensions, which exhibits the Integer
Quantum Hall Effect, with the in-flow anomaly current described in Ref. [6]. We
then add a fermion number violating Majorana mass term this theory, modeling a
topological superconductor in 2 + 1 dimensions. Again we show how the divergence
of the generalized Hall current correctly detects edge states, even though there is no
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conventional Hall current in such a system, and we discuss the topological origins of
the index. After discussing the 2+1 dimensional case, we work through an analogous
example in 3 + 1 dimensions: that of Dirac fermion with a domain wall in its mass
which describes three dimensional topological insulator and its edge states. We again
compute the generalized Hall current, show how it reproduces the index and display it
topological origins. The final section provides a qualitative argument in the context of
1 + 1 dimensional interacting Majorana chains that the divergence of the generalized
Hall current detects zeromodes even in the presence of interactions, even though the
index of the free fermion propagator is no longer relevant.

Majorana fermion 1 + 1 dimensions

3
3.1

One flavor of Majorana fermion

For our first example we consider a single Majorana fermion in 1 + 1 dimension with
domain wall profile for the Majorana mass, with the 0 + 1 dimensional defect hosting
a 1-component real massless fermion. In this theory there is no continuous symmetry,
and hence no conserved current in the bulk, and no chirality or chiral anomaly on the
0 + 1 dimensional defect. Therefore this system cannot exhibit the conventional Hall
response. As we will show, however, we can compute generalized Hall currents which
converge on the defect when it hosts gapless states.
The Minkowski Lagrangian in this case is

LM = 12 ψ T C i∂/ − m ψ,

(3.1)

which is the continuum version of the 1-flavor theory considered in Ref. [10]. Here ψ is
a real, two-component Grassmann spinor. The γ matrices we take are
γ 0 = C = σ2 ,

γ 1 = −iσ1 ,

γχ = σ3 ,

(3.2)

where σi are the Pauli matrices. This model of Majorana fermions has a rich phase
structure when interactions are included [10], but in this section we restrict ourselves
to analyzing the free theory. To construct the generalized Hall current for this model
we first define the Euclidian theory1
LE = 12 ψ T CDψ ,
1

(3.3)

We use the mostly minus convention for the Minkowski metric, and in d + 1 dimensions we denote
both Minkowski and Euclidean time by x0 . The relation between Euclidian and Minkowski γ-matrices
0
0
i
i
is γM
= γE
, γM
= iγE
and γχ is the same in both Minkowski and Euclidean spacetime.
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where in Euclidean spacetime
D = ∂/ + m ,

γ0 = C = σ2 ,

γ1 = −σ1 ,

γχ = σ3 .

(3.4)

We now wish to study the index of D, somewhat modified (there being a one-to-one
correspondence between zeromodes of D and CD). The modifications involve replacing
the step function mass with a general scalar field φ1 (x), and adding a pseudoscalar field
φ2 (x) as our diagnostic field, so that the more general operator we consider is


φ1 + iφ2 −i∂0 − ∂1
D = ∂/ + φ1 + iφ2 γχ
=
,
i∂0 − ∂1 φ1 − iφ2
(3.5)


φ
−
iφ
i∂
+
∂
1
2
0
1
D† = −∂/ + φ1 − iφ2 γχ =
.
−i∂0 + ∂1 φ1 + iφ2
To understand the logic of this construction, first consider the operator we are
ultimately interested in, where φ2 = 0 and φ1 (x) = m0 (x1 ) with m0 > 0. In this case
we find two solutions each to the equations Dψ = 0 and D† χ = 0, namely
 
 
1 m0 |x1 |
1 −m0 |x1 |
ψ− (x) =
e
,
ψ+ (x) =
e
,
1
−1
(3.6)
 
 
1 −m0 |x1 |
1 m0 |x1 |
χ− (x) =
e
,
χ+ (x) =
e
,
1
−1
where the ± subscript refers to the eigenvalue of γ1 . None are normalizable since they
are constant in x0 , whether or not they are localized at the mass defect at x1 = 0,
and therefore the index calculation will give us ind(D) = 0. However, if we now add
φ2 = µ0 (x0 ) with µ0 > 0, a domain wall in Euclidian time, we find the four solutions
to Dψ = 0 and D† χ = 0 are
 
 
1 m0 |x1 |+µ0 |x0 |
1 −m0 |x1 |−µ0 |x0 |
ψ− (x) =
e
,
ψ+ (x) =
e
,
1
−1
(3.7)
 
 
1 −m0 |x1 |+µ0 |x0 |
1 m0 |x1 |−µ0 |x0 |
χ− (x) =
e
,
χ+ (x) =
e
, (x2 → x0 )
1
−1
D now has a single normalizable zeromode ψ+ localized at x0 = x1 = 0 while D†
has none. Therefore the index is given by ind(D) = 1 in this background scalar field.
By considering the other signs for m0 and µ0 one sees that more generally we get
ind(D) = −νφ , where νφ is the winding number of φ = φ1 + iφ2 in the x0 − x1 plane.2
2

This is easier to see if one replaces the singular step functions with something smoother, such as a
tanh function. In fact, it has to be smoothed out to justify the derivative expansion we perform next.
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As we shall see, this expectation is born out by the explicit calculation we give below.
Furthermore, our results persist even no matter how small we take |µ0 |. We also see how
the zeromodes we are counting would not have existed if there hadn’t been a solution
to Dψ = 0 for the case of interest, φ2 = 0 and φ1 = m0 (x1 ) (for either sign of m0 ),
and so the nonzero value for ind(D) informs us that the original Minkowski theory has
massless edge states.
Following the procedure laid out in the previous section, we compute the index of
D by constructing the fermion operator K which serves as the fermion operator in a
theory with twice the number of fermion degrees of freedom,


0 −D†
K=
= Γµ ∂µ + i(φ2 Γ2 + φ1 Γ3 ) .
(3.8)
D 0
where we have defined the five 4 × 4 matrices
Γi = σ1 ⊗ γi ,

Γ2 = σ1 ⊗ γχ ,

Γ3 = −σ2 ⊗ 1 ,

Γχ = σ3 ⊗ 1 .

(3.9)

with i = 0, 1.
Our task is to compute the part of the chiral current Jµ = Ψ̄Γµ Γχ Ψ that contributes
to the index, where µ = 0, 1 and Ψ is a fermion with action S = Ψ̄KΨ. To do this we
first write the scalars as
φ = φ1 + iφ2 = (v + ρ(x))eiθ(x)

(3.10)

assuming constant v and slowly varying ρ and θ where hρi = hθi = 0 and the gradients
of ρ, θ fall off at infinity. Assuming hθi = 0 is general since we can perform a constant
chiral rotation of D which leaves the index invariant and shifts θ. To compute the
part of the current that contributes to the index we need the leading term in a 1/v
expansion, since higher order terms will drop off too fast at infinity to contribute to
R
the integral ∂µ Jµ . Thus we can write
K = K0 + δK ,

(3.11)

with
K0 = ∂µ Γµ + iv Γ3 ,

δK = iv θ(x)Γ2 + iρ(x)Γ3 .

(3.12)

Then K0−1 will be our free fermion propagator, while we perturb in δK.
When expanding Jµ in δK, note that because of the insertion of Γχ in the fermion
loop we require that the rest of the graph supplies one each of the other four Γ matrices
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p

Aβ
p

Figure 1. The loop diagram for computing the generalized Hall current for the 1+1-dimension
Dirac fermion. The black dot is an insertion of the chiral current Γµ Γχ with incoming momentum pν . The outgoing field α is the spatially varying part of the phase of the complex field
φ1 + iφ2 , and the fermion propagator is given by K0−1 .

in order to get a nonzero contribution from the trace. The matrices Γ0,1,3 can be
supplied by the fermion propagators while Γ2 must arise from an insertion of θ, and by
the shift invariance, it must be proportional the derivative of θ(x). Thus the leading
contribution is given by the graph in Fig. 1 expanded to linear order in the momentum
carried by θ.
Using K̃0 to denote the Fourier transform of K0 in momentum space, the diagram
can be computed as
"
!
#
Z
∂θ
d2 q
∂ K̃0−1
Jµ = v
Tr Γµ Γχ
Γ2 K̃0−1
∂xν
(2π)2
∂qν
Z
d2 q
4v 2
= µν ∂ν θ
(2π)2 (q 2 + v 2 )2
1
= µν ∂ν θ .
(3.13)
π
In this expression, the derivative ∂ν acting on θ(x) is with respect to xν , while the
derivative ∂ν acting on K̃0 is with respect to qν . The positive sign in the first line
above arises from (−1) from the fermion loop, a (−i) from Fourier transforming pν →
−i∂/(∂xν ), and another (−i) from the θ vertex, which gives −ivΓ2 .
From eq. (2.10) it follows that the index of D is given by
Z
I
1
∂θ
2
1
ind(D) = − 2 d x∂µ Jµ = −
d`µ = −νφ ,
(3.14)
2π
∂xµ
where νφ is the winding number of φ. This result agrees with what was predicted from
our earlier heuristic argument with a configuration of crossed domain walls.
Before turning to the question of topology we address two issues about the way we
handled the Ward-Takahashi identity for the generalized Hall current, given in eq. (2.8).
First of all, we set M = 0 from the outset, rather than performing the computation
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at nonzero M and then taking the limit M → 0 at the end. This is discussed further
in § 6, but in brief: the role of M was to serve as an IR regulator for the calculation,
but instead we used our background field φ to serve as the IR regulator. Note that the
←
→
generalized Hall current we found in eq. (3.13) is proportional to ∂µ θ = iφ∗ ∂µ φ/2|φ|2 ,
and that the inverse dependence on |φ| indicates its role as an IR regulator. Secondly,
we ignored the anomaly term, A. This quantity can be computed using the methods
of Fujikawa [9], where
A = lim Tr Γχ eK
Λ→∞

2 /Λ2

.

(3.15)

(Note that K, defined in eq. (3.12), is antihermitean.) The two-derivative term in K 2
gives rise to the Gaussian integral
Z
d2 k −k2 /Λ2
e
∝ Λ2 .
(3.16)
(2π)2
On the other hand, since the Γ-matrices obey the Clifford algebra for SO(4), the Γ2
2
matrix trace with Γχ requires that the expansion of eK /Λ supplies at least four different
Γµ to the trace before one obtains a nonzero value. As K/Λ is linear in the Γ matrices,
these four Γ matrices will be accompanied by a factor of 1/Λ4 which overwhelms the
factor of Λ2 from the momentum integral and causes the anomaly term A to vanish as
Λ → ∞. This will occur in all of our examples, since the doubled theory always has
the same d + 1 spacetime dimension as the original theory, while the Γ-matrices belong
to the Clifford algebra for SO(d + 3).
The calculation we have performed does not make explicit the topological quantization of the index, since it seems like an accident of the momentum integral that
the integral the divergence of the generalized Hall current came out to be an integer
times νφ . To display the topology underpinning of the calculation explicitly we define
D̃0 to equal D̃ with φ1 → v and φ2 → 0 and use the identities Γµ = −i∂µ K̃0 and
{γχ , D̃0 } = 2vγχ to rewrite eq. (3.13) as
"
#
Z


d2 q
Tr Γχ ∂ν K̃0−1 Γ2 K̃0−1 ∂µ K̃0
Jµ = −iv∂ν θ
(2π)2
"
#
Z


d2 q
†
−1
−1
= −iv∂ν θ
Tr γχ D̃0 ∂µ D̃0 ∂ν D̃0 + D̃0 → D̃0
(2π)2
"
#
Z


i
d2 q
= µν ∂ν θστ
Tr γχ D̃0−1 ∂σ D̃0 D̃0−1 ∂τ D̃0 + D̃0 ∂σ D̃0−1 D̃0 ∂τ D̃0−1 + D̃0 → D̃0†
4
(2π)2
(3.17)
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We can then define the special unitary matrix
v
D̃0
q
=p
ξ=p
+ iq̂µ γµ p
,
2
2
2
q +v
q + v2
det D̃0
in terms of which eq. (3.17) can be rewritten as
Z





i
d2 q
Jµ = µν ∂ν θ στ
Tr γχ ξ † ∂σ ξ ξ † ∂τ ξ + ξ∂σ ξ † ξ∂τ ξ † ,
2
2
(2π)

(3.18)

(3.19)

unaffected by the normalizing determinant factor (which can’t vanish for nonzero v).
As a final manipulation, we can define the “axial current”,
Aj =


i †
ξ ∂j ξ − ξ∂j ξ † ,
2

(3.20)

and using the identity γχ ξγχ = ξ † we can write the generalized Hall current as
Z
d2 q
Jµ = −iµν ∂ν θ στ
Tr [γχ Aσ Aτ ] .
(3.21)
(2π)2
In Appendix A we show that the above integral is proportional to the winding number
of the map provided by the Dirac propagator from momentum space compactified to S 2 ,
to “Dirac space” (the analog of the Bloch sphere), also S 2 in two spacetime dimensions.
That winding number νq is an element of π2 (S 2 ) = Z, and for this particular map we
have νq = 1. Making use of the normalization given in eq. (A.11) we arrive at

Jµ =

µν ∂ν θ
νq ,
π

νq = 1 .

(3.22)

The topological quantization in momentum space is analogous to the topological
origin of the quantization of the Integer Quantum Hall Effect discovered in the celebrated TKNN paper and related work [11–13].
Our final result for the index is then given by
ind(D) = −νφ νq ,

(3.23)

where νφ is the winding number of our diagnostic field in coordinate space, obtained by
integrating µν ∂ν θ and determined by the homotopy group π1 [U (1)] = Z. We see that
the index, which counts edge states, is manifestly quantized by simultaneous nontrivial
topology in both momentum and coordinate space. This result confirms our heuristic
argument about localizing the zeromode with crossed domain walls, and agrees with
eq. (3.14).
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Relativistic quantum field theories can be assigned to the same ten topological
classes as used for condensed matter systems; for example see Ref. [5]. The translation
is simple, with what are called time reversal symmetry, particle hole symmetry, and
sublattice symmetry replaced by the conventional T , C and P symmetries respectively
in the relativistic theory. The ten categories are constructed from (i) time reversal
symmetry with T T = T , or T symmetry with T T = −T , or T violation; (ii) charge
conjugation symmetry with C T = C, or C symmetry with C T = −C, or C violation;
(iii) both C and T violation, but good parity symmetry. Due to the CP T theorem, no
other possibilities exist. The only caveat in comparing with the tables from condensed
matter papers is that the symmetry of the C matrix is opposite that of the conventional
particle-hole symmetry matrix, since in the relativistic case charge conjugation is that
the symmetry of C is opposite that of the conventional particle-hole symmetry, since
in the relativistic case charge conjugation is the transformation ψ → C ψ̄ T for a Dirac
fermion, while particle hole symmetry is ψ → P HSψ ∗ , without the extra γ 0 matrix.
In the present example we have both T and C with symmetric T and antisymmetric
C, which puts the system in the BDI class, with topological invariant Z. If we had
considered a Nf -flavor version of the theory considered in this section without special
global flavor symmetries, we would have trivially found ind(D) = −Nf νφ νq , which can
take on any value in Z as one would expect for a BDI topological class in one spatial
dimension.
3.2

Multiple flavors of d = 1 + 1 Majorana fermions with time reversal
symmetry violation

With Nf flavors of free fermions in our 1 + 1 dimensional model, it is possible to include
both scalar and pseudoscalar mass terms:

LM = 21 ψiT C i∂/δij − mij − iγχ µij ψj ,
(3.24)
where m must be a real and symmetric matrix, while µ is imaginary and antisymmetric.
Without loss of generality it is possible to take mij to be diagonal.
The theory with µij = 0 is invariant under the antiunitary time-reversal symmetry,
ψi (x, t) → σ1 ψi (x, −t). When the masses have domain wall profiles, such as mi =
m0 (x) with m0 > 0, there will be Nf massless Majorana modes localized at the mass
defect with wave function
 
1
ηi (t)
(3.25)
−1
in the 0 + 1 dimension theory at the defect. In order to gap these modes in the free
theory, one might add a term µij ηi σ1 ηj with µ imaginary and antisymmetric, and it is
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easy to see that this term lifts into the bulk theory as the µ term in eq. (3.24). However,
the pseudoscalar µ term is odd under the time-reversal symmetry we identified (since
µ is imaginary), and therefore time reversal symmetry requires µ = 0 and ensures that
the edge states remain gapless. Such a system is in the BDI topological class, whose
gapless states are characterized by the group Z [14].
For Nf ≥ 3 it is possible to show that one can choose m and µ such that time
reversal symmetry is broken, and generically the edge states will be gapped pairwise,
so that there will be one massless edge state for Nf odd, and none for Nf even. Such
a system is in the D class, with topology characterized by the group Z2 [14].
For Nf = 2, time reversal is not actually broken when µ 6= 0, since the theory is
invariant under the simultaneous antiunitary transformations ψ1 (x, t) → +σ1 ψ1 (x, −t)
and ψ2 (x, t) → −σ1 ψ2 (x, −t). In this case edge states can still be gapped because the
fermions transform with opposite signs under time reversal and the system is topologically trivial. So the system is indistinguishable from the D class as far as edge states
are concerned.
We focus on this simplest Nf = 2 case to show how the index calculation procedure
we have developed here gets the correct answer, that there are no gapless edge states.
The Minkowski theory we consider is

LM = 21 ψiT C i∂/ − m0 (x) − iγχ µτ2 ψ ,
(3.26)
where we have suppressed the two flavor indices. The (i∂/ −m0 (x)) operator is diagonal
in flavor, while τ2 is the y-Pauli matrix acting in flavor space, and µ is real and constant
in spacetime.
Our Euclidean operator D with a diagnostic field φ(x) in this case is given by
D = ∂/ + φ1 (x) + i (φ2 (x) + µτ2 ) γχ .

(3.27)

This can be diagonalized in flavor to give two 1-flavor Dirac operators
D± = ∂/ + φ1 (x) + i (φ2 (x) ± µ) γχ .

(3.28)

Now we expect the sum of two contributions to Jµ proportional to µν ∂ν (θ+ + θ− )
where
θ± = arctan

φ2 (x) ± µ
.
φ1 (x)

(3.29)

Now we see that even if φ(x) = φ1 (x) + iφ2 (x) has winding number, as we take the
limit φ2 → 0, that winding number vanishes. For example, if we take φ1 = m(x) and
φ2 (x) = m0 (τ ), the two contributions to the index will both equal one for |m0 | > |µ|,
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but will jump to zero for |m0 | < |µ| as we remove our diagnostic field. So the index in
this case would give the correct answer of zero, as it will for any even number of flavors.
If we have an odd number of flavors with a constant µ matrix for Nf = 2n + 1, we
will find n pairs of fermions coupling to φ2 (x) with ±µi shifts, each contributing zero
to the index; however there would be one flavor with no shift, and we would find an
index of one then. Thus we find that ind(D) takes values in Z2 . That is the correct
answer since having no T symmetry while having C symmetry with antisymmetric C
puts the model in the D topological class, whose topological invariant in one spatial
dimension is Z2 .
We emphasize though that in our calculation the reduction of the topological invariant from Z in the time reversal symmetric case to Z2 in the case with time reversal symmetry breaking manifests itself in the spacetime coordinate topology that the
fermion sees, and not due to a change in the topology in momentum space. The index
we compute sees the topology in phase space, and is sensitive to both.

4
4.1

Dirac fermion and Majorana fermions in 2+1 dimensions
A d = 2 + 1 Dirac fermion with U (1) fermion number symmetry

Our next example is a massive Dirac fermion in 2+1 (Minkowski) dimensions, which
is directly analogous to the Integer Quantum Hall Effect and is quite familiar. The
coordinates are {x0 , x1 , x2 } = {t, x, y} and the fermion mass m(y) which has a “domain
wall” structure – a monotonically increasing function of y with m(0) = 0 [15]. For
convenience we choose the particular basis for the γ matrices
γ 0 = σ2 ,

γ 1 = −iσ1 , γ 2 = iσ3 ,
(4.1)


in which case the Dirac equation i∂/ − m(y) ψ = 0 has the two special solutions,
ψ± = e−iω(t±x) e∓

Ry
0

ds m(s)

χ± ,

(4.2)

where χ± are constant 2-component spinors satisfying σ3 χ± = ±χ± . The solution ψ+
is localized on the 1+1 dimensional domain wall and corresponds to a massless
Weyl
R
+ 0y ds m(s)
fermion that travels at the speed of light in the −x direction. However, since e
is not normalizable, the ψ− solution does not correspond to a state in the Hilbert space.
Therefore the spectrum on the domain wall is chiral, and if fermion number is gauged,
this 1 + 1 dimensional theory on the domain wall is anomalous.
All other eigenstates of the Dirac operator are gapped and are not localized. One
might therefore expect that these heavy states could be integrated out, leaving an
effective 1 + 1 dimensional theory of a Weyl fermion at y = 0, along with irrelevant
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operators. However, when fermion number symmetry is gauged the heavy fermions
do not decouple entirely, giving rise to a marginal Chern-Simons operator after being
integrated out of the theory, as pointed out by a number of authors [6, 16, 17]. For a
constant mass m, this contribution is 3
LCS =

1 m µνρ
 Aµ ∂ν Aρ .
4π |m|

(4.3)

The coefficient of this operator depends on the sign of m but not its magnitude; the dependence on the sign is required because m changes sign under T or P transformations
(time reversal and space reflection), as does the Chern-Simons operator. Variation of
LCS with respect to the gauge field gives rise to a current
µ
JCS
=

1 m µνρ
 ∂ν Aρ
2π |m|

(4.4)

Callan and Harvey [6] discussed the effects of this operator in the presence of a
domain wall profile, substituting the step function (y) for m/|m| in the above expresµ
sion, so that JCS
corresponds to a current flowing on or off of the domain wall from
both sides, with a divergence proportional to δ(y) that exactly cancels the anomalous
divergence of the chiral current on the domain wall. There are a few problems with
their analysis. For one, the substitution of spatially varying mass for a constant mass
in the coefficient of the Chern Simons term is not correct where the fermion mass is
varying appreciably, i.e. near the domain wall; however to demonstrate overall charge
conservation, one need only look at the spatial integral of the divergence of the current,
which involves the Chern Simons coefficient at infinity, where the substitution is valid if
the mass is not rapidly changing there. A second problem is that while the 1-loop integral for deriving LCS is finite, the full theory requires a regulator which contributes to
the Chern-Simons operator as well. For example, with a Pauli-Villars regulator of mass
Λ, the coefficient in eq. (4.3) and eq. (4.4) becomes proportional to (m/|m| − Λ/|Λ|).
With the Pauli-Villars mass Λ being independent of y, the effect is to double the inflowing current on one side of the domain wall, and cancel it on the other. This has no
effect on the divergence of the current, but corrects the coefficient of the Chern-Simons
term and makes a topological interpretation possible. Other regularization schemes,
such as the lattice, can have richer topological phase structure.
Even with the correct expression for the current, the connection with the Integer
Quantum Hall Effect is obscure, beyond the fact that an electric field in the x direction
gives rise to a current in the y direction; missing is an analog of the famous plot
3

Our notation is that the covariant derivative is Dµ = (∂µ − iAµ ), where Aµ has mass dimension
1, setting the electric charge to e = 1.
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of the resistivity ρxy versus magnetic field in the condensed matter system, with its
characteristic steps. In the Dirac fermion case, the domain wall plays the role of one
of the boundaries of the Quantum Hall system, and the Dirac mass — which is time
reversal violating in 2 + 1 dimensions — plays the role of the magnetic field, while
the resistivity is the ratio of the applied electric field to the Chern Simons current.
However, one does not see a stepwise increase in the current as a function of the Dirac
mass. Once again, that is a result of how the short-distance physics of the theory is
being regulated. For example, when one uses a lattice and Wilson terms to regulate
the UV, one does see quantized jumps in the Chern-Simons current as a function of
the fermion mass [18–20].
The Euclidean fermion operator for this fermion is


/ + m(y) ,
D= D

γ 0 = σ2 ,

γ1 = −σ1 ,

γ2 = σ3 ,

(4.5)

with Dµ = ∂µ + iAµ . From eq. (2.3) we have

K=

0 −D†
D 0


= Dµ Γµ − im(y)Γ3 ,

(4.6)

where we define the matrices (satisfying the SO(5) Clifford algebra)
Γµ = σ1 ⊗ γµ ,

Γ3 = σ2 ⊗ 1 ,

Γχ = σ3 ⊗ 1

(4.7)

for µ = 0, 1, 2. Our task now is to compute the generalized Hall current Jµ in eq. (2.7).
Since the bulk mass |m| serves to regulate the IR divergences of the theory, we can take
the limit M → 0 in eq. (2.10) from the start. Another simplification is that since we
only need the current in-flow from infinity in the limit that the gauge field strength is
weak, we can compute Jµ to leading order in a 1/m expansion which is given by the
Feynman diagram in Fig. 2 expanded to first order in the incoming momentum4 .
We first perform the calculation naively, without a Pauli-Villars regulator, with the
result
Z
d3 q
Jα = ∂γ Aβ
Tr Γα Γχ (∂γ K̃0−1 (q))Γβ K̃0−1 (q) ,
(4.8)
(2π)3
where as before, the tilde indicates a Fourier transform to momentum space, and K̃0 =
K̃|Aµ =0 . The factor of Γα Γχ in the trace comes from the insertion of the generalized
Hall current, while the photon vertex gives iΓβ ; the two factors of K̃0−1 are the two
4

The term we keep will give a finite contribution to the index, while higher order operators fall off
R
too fast at infinity to contribute to the integral ∂µ Jµ .
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k
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#
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p

p

Figure 2. Loop diagram for computing the generalized Hall current for the 2 + 1-dimension
Dirac fermion. The black dot is an insertion of the chiral current Γα Γχ with incoming momentum p, and the propagators are given by K −1 .

fermion propagators, and the derivative ∂γ = ∂/∂qγ arises from expanding the graph
to first order in the external momentum p. With Γα = −i∂α K̃0 , we can rewrite this as
Z
h 


i
d3 q
−1
−1
−1
'
Jα (p) = ∂γ Aβ
Tr
Γ
K̃
∂
K̃
K̃
∂
K̃
K̃
∂
K̃
χ
γ 0
β 0
α 0
0
0
0
3
(2π)
Z
3
dq
4m
= −αβγ ∂γ Aβ
(2π)3 (m2 + q 2 )2
1 m
αβγ ∂γ Aβ .
=−
2π |m|
(4.9)
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With a domain wall profile for m(y), the above expression exhibits generalized Hall
current flow converging on (or diverging from) the wall similar to the electromagnetic
current found by Callan and Harvey [6].
To better understand the topology behind the loop integral, it is convenient to
rewrite eq. (4.9) in terms of the fermion operator D̃0 of the undoubled theory,

Z
h


i
1
d3 q
−1
−1
−1
Jα = −αβγ ∂γ Aβ
ijk
Tr D̃0 ∂i D̃0 D̃0 ∂j D̃0 D̃0 ∂k D̃0
3
(2π)3
(4.10)
As in the example in the previous section, for constant m we can define the SU (2)
matrix
D̃0 (q)
θ
θ
≡ cos + iθ̂ · γ sin
U (q) = q
2
2
det D̃0 (q)

(4.11)

where θ is a real 3-vector with θ = |θ| and
θ
m
=p
,
2
m2 + q 2

sin

θ
q
=p
,
2
m2 + q 2
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#
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p

cos

Aβ

θ̂ = q̂ .

(4.12)

+

The coordinates θi parametrize SU (2) ∼
= S 3 as a three-dimensional ball of radius 2π,
where we can identify U = 1 and |θ| = 0 as the “north pole” of S 3 , while U = −1 and
|θ| = 2π corresponds to the “south pole”. However, as the magnitude of the momentum
q ranges from q = 0 to q = ∞, we see that U only visits half of S 3 . In particular, for
m > 0 we see that 0 ≤ |θ| ≤ π, the two limits corresponding to q = ∞ and q = 0
respectively; while for m < 0 the corresponding limits are 2π ≥ |θ| ≥ π. We can
rewrite our expression eq. (4.10) in terms of the θi variables as




Z
1
d3 q
† ∂U
† ∂U
† ∂U
Jα = − αβγ ∂γ Aβ ijk
U
U
Tr
U
3
(2π)3
∂qi
∂ qj
∂qk


!

Z
∂U
∂U
1
1
∂U
= − αβγ ∂γ Aβ
U†
U†
(4.13)
,
ijk
d3 θ Tr
U†
π
24π 2
∂θ
∂θ
∂θk
i
j
V1/2
where as discussed above, the volume of integration V1/2 only covers half of the ball,
corresponding to the northern hemisphere of S 3 for m > 0, or the southern hemisphere
for m < 0. As such, the integral cannot be considered to be the winding number of
a map from momentum space to S 3 . The situation is remedied when a regulator is
included. Here we consider a Pauli-Villars regulator, which corresponds to replacing
D → Dreg = D/DPV = D(m)/D(Λ) everywhere, where in DPV we have simply replaced
m by the Pauli-Villars mass Λ, which we will take to +∞ after the calculation. The
calculation proceeds as before, but now the SU (2) matrix in eq. (4.11) gets replaced
by
θreg
θreg
D̃reg (q)
+ iθ̂ reg · γ sin
Ureg (q) = q
≡ cos
2
2
det D̃reg (q)

(4.14)

where θ̂ reg = q̂ as before, and
cos

θreg
Λm + q 2
=p
,
2
(m2 + q 2 ) (Λ2 + q 2 )

sin

θreg
q(Λ − m)
=p
.
2
(m2 + q 2 ) (Λ2 + q 2 )
(4.15)

We note that at q → ∞ we have Ureg (q) → 1, corresponding to compactifying momentum space to S 3 and mapping the point at q = ∞ to the north pole of the S 3
parametrized by θ. (This is in contrast to U in eq. (4.11) which maps the 2-sphere at
q → ∞ onto the equator of S 3 ). At q = 0, however, we find that Ureg (0) = ±1 depending on the relative sign of m and Λ. When Λ and m have the same sign, cos θreg
≥ 0 for
2
all values of q, with θreg = 0 for both q = 0 and q = ∞. In this case Ureg (q) describes
a topologically trivial map from our compact momentum space to the northern hemisphere of S 3 (0 ≤ θreg ≤ π/2). However, when m and Λ have opposite signs Ureg (q) is
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a nontrivial map from momentum space to S 3 with winding number equal to one. It
is no surprise then that we find that for the regulated theory





Z
1
1
† ∂Ureg
† ∂Ureg
3
† ∂Ureg
Ureg
Ureg
Jα = − αβγ ∂γ Aβ (p)
ijk
d θreg Tr
Ureg
π
24π 2
∂θi
∂θj
∂θk
V
νq
= αβγ ∂β Aγ ,
(4.16)
π
where


Λ
m
1
νq = 2
−
(4.17)
|Λ| |m|
is the winding number of the map from compact momentum space to S 3 , where νq = 0
when Λ and m have the same signs, and νq = ±1 when Λ and m have the opposite
signs. This relation between the topology in momentum space of the fermion dispersion
relation and the quantization of the Hall current in 2+1 dimensions has been remarked
on previously in connection with the Ward-Takahashi identity in Refs. [20, 21].
We arrive at the index of D as the surface integral at infinity in Euclidian 3-space
Z
Z
νq
1
Jα dSα = −
αβγ ∂β Aγ dSα
(4.18)
ind(D) = − 2
2π S
S
and it remains for us to show that what is multiplying νq is an integer winding number
in coordinate space. For our diagnostic gauge field, we choose A0,1 to be independent
of y, while A2 = 0, and for our integration region we take the volume to be a cylinder
with its axis perpendicular to the domain wall, which we then take to infinite size in
every direction. The surface integral only gets contributions from the end caps of the
cylinder, νq being different at the two ends when we assume that Λ (with Λ > 0) and
m have the same sign for y > 0 and the opposite signs for y < 0,. The expression for
the index then becomes

I

y=∞
y=∞
y=∞
m(y)
ν
Λ
A
~ · d~` νq (y)
ind(D) = −
A
= −νA νq (y)
=−
−
= νA ,
2 |Λ| |m(y)| y=−∞
y=−∞
y=−∞
(4.19)
where νA is the winding number of our Abelian gauge field integrated over the circle at
infinity in the τ −x plane (where τ = x0 and x = x1 ), evaluated at y = x2 = ±∞. We see
that a diagnostic gauge field with winding number νA = 1 yields ind(D) = 1, revealing
the existence of the gapless edge state in the corresponding Minkowski spacetime theory
through a combined topological configuration in both coordinate and momentum space.
Again, with more flavors we could get any integer value for the index, consistent with
the fact that this model is in the D class (antisymmetric C and broken T symmetry)
for which the topological invariant is known to be Z in two spatial dimensions.
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4.2

A d = 2 + 1 Majorana fermion with only Z2 fermion number symmetry

The model becomes more interesting when we explicitly break fermion number symmetry down to Z2 by adding a Majorana mass (with the domain wall profile still in
the Dirac mass). This system is analogous to a topological superconductor with the
Majorana mass playing the role of the condensation of Cooper pairs. As it has no conserve fermion number, there is no conventional Hall current in this model, even though,
as we shall see, for some parameters there exist gapless edge states. The Minkowski
theory is

iµ
iµ
LM = ψ̄ i∂/ − m ψ + ψ T Cψ + ψ̄C ψ̄ T , sign of µ
2
2

(4.20)

where m is real, we can take µ to be real and positive, and C is the charge conjugation
matrix satisfying
C † = C −1 = C ,

Cγ µ C −1 = −(γ µ )T .

(4.21)

Once again we will assume a domain wall profile m(y), while keeping the Majorana
mass µ constant. Because of the lack of continuous symmetry in this model, there
are no conserved currents and hence no anomaly current in-flow picture at nonzero µ.
Nevertheless, we will show that one can still detect massless edge states in this model
by computing the generalized Hall current, which does have in-flow onto the defect
when massless edge states exist, and we show that we can use this inflow to count such
states.
Since Dirac notation is cumbersome when fermion number is violated, our first step
√
is to rewrite LM in terms of two real spinor fields χ1,2 , where ψ = (χ1 + iχ2 )/ 2. The
Lagrangian can then be expressed in terms of a 4-component spinor
 
χ1
χ=
(4.22)
χ2
as
LM

1
= χT
2




 


1 i
01
0
⊗ γM i∂/ − m − µ
⊗C χ
−i 1
10
A
(4.23)

where the subscript “A” means “antisymmetric part”, derivatives being antisymmetric.
We can now Wick rotate to Euclidean space and write the Euclidean Lagrangian as


 


1 T
1 i
01
LE = χ
⊗ γ0 ∂/ + m + µ
⊗C χ
−i 1
10
2
A
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(4.24)
In the particular γ-matrix basis of eq. (4.5)
γ1 = −σ1 ,

γ0 = C = σ2 ,

γ 2 = σ3 ,

(4.25)

we can write LE in terms of the fermion fields

  
1 χ1 + χ2
ζ
≡ +
ζ=√
ζ−
2 χ1 − χ2

(4.26)

as
LE =

1
2

 T

ζ+ CD+ ζ+ + ζ−T CD− ζ− ,

D± = ∂/ + (m ± µ) .

(4.27)

As in the 1 + 1 dimensional case we can drop the C matrix and use [ind(D+ ) +
ind(D− )] to detect edge states in this case, with m(y) having a domain wall form and µ
being constant. We can immediately adapt the result eq. (4.19) in the previous section
and to evaluate this index as

I
 y=∞
+
−
~
~
νq (y) + νq (y)
A · d`
ind(D) ≡ [ind(D+ ) + ind(D− )] = −
y=−∞

y=∞

= −νA


νq+ (y) + νq− (y)

,
y=−∞

(4.28)
where
νq(±)

=

1
2



Λ
m±µ
−
|Λ| |m ± µ|


.

(4.29)

Assuming positive Λ, we have


νq(+) + νq(−) =




2 m < −|µ| ,

1 −|µ| < m < |µ| ,


0 |µ| < m .

The analog of eq. (4.19) then follows for the index in this theory,

 y=∞
ind(D) = −νA νq(+) (y) + νq(−) (y) y=−∞ ,

(4.30)

(4.31)

where νA is the winding number in the diagnostic gauge field. For νA = 1 it follows
that the index takes on one of the values 0, ±1, ±2 depending on which the cases in
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m+ < −|µ|
0
−1
−2

m− < −|µ|
−|µ| < m− < |µ|
|µ| < m−

−|µ| < m+ < |µ|
1
0
−1

|µ| < m+
2
1
0

Table 1. The index ind(D) for spatial topology νA = 1 as a function of m± , the asymptotic
values of the fermion mass on the two sides of the domain wall, relative to the constant
Majorana mass µ.

eq. (4.30) pertains for the asymptotic values of m at the two sides of the domain wall.
If we denote the asymptotic values m(±∞) = m± , then our result for the index for
various cases is given in Table 1.
We now show that the above results agree with what one finds when constructing
explicit domain wall solutions for this model. We return the Minkowski Lagrangian

µ
µ
(4.32)
LM = ψ̄ i∂/ − m ψ + i ψ T Cψ + i ψ̄C ψ̄ T , sign of µ
2
2
and consider the equation of motion in our basis
γ 0 = σ2 ,

γ 1 = −iσ1 ,

γ 2 = iσ3 ,

C = σ2 .

(4.33)
π

To obtain the solutions to the equations of motion we redefine the fermion field ψ = ei 4 ϕ
in which case we can write the solutions as

 (−m−µ)y
α1 e
+ iβ1 e(−m+µ)y
(4.34)
ϕ(x) =
α2 e(m+µ)y + iβ2 e(m−µ)y
We take µ to be spatially constant, and without a loss of generality we assume µ > 0,
while the mass m depends on the coordinate y and takes the asymptotic values m → m±
as y → ±∞. For y > 0, a localized solution requires that the coefficient of y in
the exponent in eq. (4.34) be negative when m is replaced by m+ . Out of the four
exponentials in eq. (4.34), there are always two that meet this criterion. Labeling them
by their coefficients, they are
m+ > |µ| :

α1 , β1 ,

−|µ| < m+ < |µ| :

α1 , β2 ,

m+ < −|µ| :

α2 , β2 .

(4.35)

We can do the same thing for solutions at y < 0 and m → m− ; in this case the
coefficient of y must be positive, and again there are always two solutions, the same as
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m− < −|µ|
−|µ| < m− < |µ|
|µ| < m−

m+ < −|µ|
0
L
2L

−|µ| < m+ < |µ|
R
0
L

|µ| < m+
2R
R
0

Table 2. The number and chirality of edge state solutions to Dψ = 0 before introducing a
gauge field, where the R,L indicates chirality. The table for solutions to D† ψ = 0 would be
the same with substitution L ↔ R.

the above but with subscripts 1, 2 reversed:
m− > |µ| :

α2 , β 2 ,

−|µ| < m− < |µ| :

α2 , β 1 ,

m− < −|µ| :

α1 , β 1 .

(4.36)

When we match solutions at y = 0 there must localized solutions of the same
chirality on both sides, and they must be both real or both imaginary. That means
that the must be the same αi or βi solution for positive and negative y. It is evident then
that depending on the two values m± relative to |µ| there can be 2, 1, or 0 solutions.
For example, if m+ > |µ| while −|µ| < m− < |µ|, then there is one localized positive
chirality β1 solution that can be matched across y = 0. The number and chirality of
edge state solutions are given in Table 2, where the R, L entry tells us whether we have
upper or lower component solutions respectively.
Note that the index in Table 1 is giving us the number of positive chirality massless
edge states minus the number of negative chirality ones. The reason for that is that
the equation D† ψ = 0 has the same solutions as Dψ = 0 except for a parity flip,
exchanging R ↔ L. When the gauge field is turned on with νA = 1, then it localizes
the R solutions of D while delocalizing the L solutions. Therefore what the index is
counting is the number of R solutions for Dψ = 0, minus the number of R solutions for
D† ψ = 0, which is equivalent to the number of positive chirality massless edge states
minus the number of negative chirality ones for the operator D.
The index we computed still takes values in Z which is appropriate, since the Majorana mass term does not break T symmetry, so the system is still in the D topological
class.
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5

Dirac fermion in 3 + 1 dimensions

Our last example of a Dirac fermion 3+1 dimensions shares many features with the 1+1
dimension example. When the mass m has a domain wall profile, the Dirac equation in
Minkowski spacetime has exact solutions corresponding to 2-component massless edge
states localized on the 2 + 1 dimensional wall. Such a domain wall describes the physics
of a topological insulator, where the region with m < 0 is considered the interior of the
topological insulator and the region with m > 0 is considered to be the exterior. There
is no analog of chirality in 2 + 1 dimensions, and hence no charge violation on the wall
in the presence of background gauge fields and no inflowing current from the bulk to
the wall maintaining current conservation. This makes the theory of three dimensional
topological insulator another interesting example to which one could imagine applying
our construction for which to compute the generalized Hall current and index.
The Euclidean Dirac operator is simply ∂/ + m(x3 ) which has a static and unnormalizable solution localized at x3 = 0 and constant in all the other coordinates. The
edge state has two nonzero spinor components and is an eigenstate of γ3 . To fully
localize this state we add as diagnostic fields a four dimensional gauge field and a pseudoscalar, and again we consider the mass to be an arbitrary scalar field for now. Thus
the operator we consider is
D = Dµ γµ + φ1 + iφ2 γχ ,

(5.1)

where Dµ = (∂µ + iAµ ) is the d = 4 gauge covariant derivative and γµ , γχ are our 4d
Dirac matrices.
To compute the index of D we once again construct the K operator,


0 −D†
K=
= Dµ Γµ + iφ2 Γ4 + iφ1 Γ5 ,
(5.2)
D 0
where µ = 0, . . . 3 and the Γa are the 8-dimensional matrices
Γµ
Γ4
Γ5
Γχ

=
=
=
=

σ1 ⊗ γµ ,
µ = 0, . . . , 3 ,
σ1 ⊗ γχ ,
−σ2 ⊗ 1 ,
σ3 ⊗ 1 . index starts at 0

(5.3)

Our task is to compute the part of the chiral current Ja = Ψ̄Γa Γχ Ψ that contributes
to the index, where Ψ is a fermion with action S = Ψ̄KΨ. As in the 1 + 1 dimensional
example in eq. (3.10), we first write the scalars as
φ = φ1 + iφ2 = (v + ρ(x))eiθ(x)
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(5.4)

k

Aβ
p

p

Aβ

#
<latexit sha1_base64="2+LkYgIw/Un2EiY1mN5ES0lZZe8=">AAACAXicbVDLSgMxFL1TX7W+Rt0IboJFcFVmpKjLggguK9ha6Awlk0nb0ExmSDKFMtSNv+LGhSJu/Qt3/o2ZdhbaeiDkcM69yb0nSDhT2nG+rdLK6tr6RnmzsrW9s7tn7x+0VZxKQlsk5rHsBFhRzgRtaaY57SSS4ijg9CEYXef+w5hKxWJxrycJ9SM8EKzPCNZG6tlHmRfEPFSTyFzIG2Oph1TjaaVnV52aMwNaJm5BqlCg2bO/vDAmaUSFJhwr1XWdRPuZeZARTqcVL1U0wWSEB7RrqMARVX4222CKTo0Son4szREazdTfHRmOVD6jqYywHqpFLxf/87qp7l/5GRNJqqkg84/6KUc6RnkcKGSSEs0nhmAimZkVkSGWmGgTWh6Cu7jyMmmf19yLWv2uXm3cFHGU4RhO4AxcuIQG3EITWkDgEZ7hFd6sJ+vFerc+5qUlq+g5hD+wPn8Avs2XFw==</latexit>

+

Aβ

#
<latexit sha1_base64="2+LkYgIw/Un2EiY1mN5ES0lZZe8=">AAACAXicbVDLSgMxFL1TX7W+Rt0IboJFcFVmpKjLggguK9ha6Awlk0nb0ExmSDKFMtSNv+LGhSJu/Qt3/o2ZdhbaeiDkcM69yb0nSDhT2nG+rdLK6tr6RnmzsrW9s7tn7x+0VZxKQlsk5rHsBFhRzgRtaaY57SSS4ijg9CEYXef+w5hKxWJxrycJ9SM8EKzPCNZG6tlHmRfEPFSTyFzIG2Oph1TjaaVnV52aMwNaJm5BqlCg2bO/vDAmaUSFJhwr1XWdRPuZeZARTqcVL1U0wWSEB7RrqMARVX4222CKTo0Son4szREazdTfHRmOVD6jqYywHqpFLxf/87qp7l/5GRNJqqkg84/6KUc6RnkcKGSSEs0nhmAimZkVkSGWmGgTWh6Cu7jyMmmf19yLWv2uXm3cFHGU4RhO4AxcuIQG3EITWkDgEZ7hFd6sJ+vFerc+5qUlq+g5hD+wPn8Avs2XFw==</latexit>

p

k

Figure 3. Loop diagrams for computing the generalized Hall current for the 3 + 1-dimension
Dirac fermion. The black dot is an insertion of the chiral current Γα Γχ with incoming momentum p + k. The outgoing fields are the gauge field and the phase θ of the complex field
φ1 + iφ2 , and the fermion propagator is given by K0−1 .
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assuming constant v and slowly varying ρ and θ where hρi = hθi = 0. Assuming hθi = 0
is general since we can perform a constant chiral rotation of D which leaves the index
invariant and shifts θ. We compute the leading contribution to the chiral current in a
1/v expansion, since higher order terms will drop off too fast at infinity to contribute
R
to the integral ∂µ Jµ . To this end we write
K = K0 + δK ,

(5.5)

with
K0 = ∂µ Γµ + ivΓ5 ,

δK = iAµ Γµ + iθvΓ4 + iρ(x)Γ5 .

(5.6)

Then K0−1 will be the free fermion propagator, while we perturb in δK. To compute
the part of the current that contributes to the index we need the leading term in a 1/v
expansion, since higher order terms will drop off too fast at infinity to contribute to
R
the integral ∂µ Jµ .
When expanding Jµ in δK, the Γχ insertion in the fermion loop requires that the
rest of the graph supplies one each of the other six Γa matrices in order to get a nonzero
contribution from the trace. First consider the source of Γ4,5 in the graph. We see the
Γ5 can come from one of the fermion propagators K0−1 , but to obtain Γ4 we require
an insertion of θ in the graph, while to lowest order the ρ contribution will vanish.
To obtain the other four Γµ we note that the result for Jµ will be proportional to an
epsilon tensor µαβγ and that we can only contract the α, β, γ indices with a gauge field
and two derivatives – one acting on the gauge field, the other on θ. Thus we must
expand the graphs in Fig. 3 to linear order in the momenta carried by the gauge field
and by θ.
It is straightforward to evaluate this loop integral, with the result
Z

h


d4 q
−1
−1
−1
Tr
Jµ = v∂γ θ∂α Aβ
Γ
Γ
(∂
K̃
)Γ
K̃
Γ
∂
K̃
µ
χ
α
β
4
γ
0
0
0
(2π)4
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+

(∂γ K̃0−1 )Γ4 K̃0−1 Γβ
Z

= −µαβγ ∂γ θ∂α Aβ
=−



∂α K̃0−1
4

i 

16v 2
dq
(2π)4 (q 2 + v 2 )3

1
µαβγ ∂γ θ∂α Aβ ,
2π 2

(5.7)

where the derivatives inside the integral are with respect to q. The prefactor in the first
line includes a (−1) for the fermion loop, (−1) from the Fourier transform p2 → −∂x2 ,
(−1) from the two derivatives with respect to momentum with opposite signs due to
momentum flow, and factors (−iv) and −iΓβ for θ and Aβ vertices respectively.
To highlight the momentum space topology underlying the above calculation, we
follow similar steps as in the 1 + 1 dimensional example of § 3 to rewrite the result as
the analog of eq. (3.19)
Jµ =

1
µαβγ ∂γ θ∂α Aβ
12
Z
 †  †
 †  †





d4 q
†
†
†
†
×ρστ ω
Tr
γ
ξ
∂
ξ
ξ
∂
ξ
ξ
∂
ξ
ξ
∂
ξ
+
ξ∂
ξ
ξ∂
ξ
ξ∂
ξ
ξ∂
ξ
χ
ρ
σ
τ
ω
ρ
σ
τ
ω
(2π)4
(5.8)

where
ξ=

D̃0

qµ γµ
v
+ ip
.
=p
2
2
q +v
q2 + v2
(det D̃0 )
1
4

(5.9)

Making use of the currents Aµ and Vµ defined as
Aµ =


i †
ξ ∂µ ξ − ξ∂µ ξ † ,
2

Vµ =


1 †
ξ ∂µ ξ + ξ∂µ ξ † ,
2

(5.10)

the integrand in eq. (5.8) can be related to the volume form derived for four spacetime
dimensions in eq. (A.11) using the relation that one can derive
 †  †





ρστ ω  †  †
†
†
†
†
−
ξ
∂
ξ
ξ
∂
ξ
ξ
∂
ξ
ξ
∂
ξ
+
ξ∂
ξ
ξ∂
ξ
ξ∂
ξ
ξ∂
ξ
ρ
σ
τ
ω
ρ
σ
τ
ω
96π 2 


1
1
Aρ Aσ Aτ Aω + ∂σ
Aσ Aτ Vω
.
(5.11)
= ρστ ω −
16π 2
24π 2
On taking the trace of the above equation multiplied by γχ , the first term on the right
is recognized from eq. (A.11) as the volume measure for S 4 , while the second term is
the divergence of a current which is well defined without singularities on S 4 , and hence
integrates to zero. Therefore the generalized Hall current in eq. (5.8) can be written
as
νq
Jµ = − 2 µαβγ ∂γ θ∂α Aβ ,
(5.12)
2π
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where νq is the element of π4 (S 4 ):
1
abcd
νq = −
16π 2

Z

d4 q Tr γχ Aa Ab Ac Ad = 1 .

(5.13)

The index is given by
ind(D) =

− 12

Z

νq
d x∂µ Jµ = 2
4π
4

Z
µαβγ ∂γ θ∂α Aβ dSµ .

(5.14)

S

To evaluate the spatial integral we first must choose a topologically nontrivial set of
diagnostic fields to localize the solutions to Dψ = 0. That can be done by making
use of the BPS monopole field configuration discussed in Ref. [22] which considers a
massless Dirac fermion in three Euclidean dimensions interacting with a scalar field
and a gauge field,


g
1
g(1 + cos θ)
Φ=
êϕ ,
(5.15)
a−
,
A=−
2π
2r
4πr sin θ
and discuss how when the couplings obey the minimal Dirac quantization relation,
eg = 2π, the d = 3 conjugate Dirac operator D3† has a zeromode proportional to
exp(−ar) while D3 has none. This configuration can be lifted into our four-dimensional
Euclidean theory by taking A to be the first three components of our four-component
gauge field, independent of the fourth coordinate, while
φ = m(x4 ) + iΦ(x) ,

A4 = 0 ,

Fij = ijk4

gr̂k
,
4πr2

(5.16)

where for notational convenience we have relabeled our coordinates so that the domain
wall mass is a function of x4 and coordinates on the mass defect are labeled by x1,2,3 .
Since we have set the electric charge e = 1 in our covariant derivative, we take g = 2π for
the magnetic charge. With these background fields we then expect that the existence of
a massless edge state in the original d = 3 + 1 Minkowski theory implies one zeromode
for D† only if a > 0 and no zeromode for D, so that ind(D) = −θ(a).
This is indeed what we find. Plugging in these fields into eq. (5.12), we get the
generalized Hall current
3)
(2ar − 1) dm(x
r̂i
dx3
Ji =
,
2π 2 r (2ar − 1)2 + 4r2 m(x3 )2

J3 =

m(x3 )
,
2π 2 r2 ((2ar − 1)2 + 4r2 m(x3 )2 )
(5.17)

for i = 0, 1, 2. We then compute the integral of its divergence,
"Z
#
Z
Z L3
Z
x3 =L3
R
d4 x ∂µ Jµ = lim
d3 r J4
+
dx3 dΩ R2 R̂ · J~ .
L3 ,R→∞

x4 =−L3
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−L3

(5.18)

Specializing to the mass profile m(±∞) = ±m0 , and using the expression for current
given in eq. (5.17) we find

Z
Z L4
−1 m0
2
tan
a
dx4 dΩ R2 r̂ · J~ =
lim
,
L3 ,R→∞ −L
π
4
!
Z R
−1 a
x3 =L3
2
tan
m0
= 1+
d3 r J3
lim
(5.19)
L3 ,R→∞
π
x3 =−L3
Summing these two terms gives us
Z

d4 x ∂µ Jµ = 2θ(a)

and yields the anticipated result for the index,
Z
1
ind(D) = − 2 d4 x ∂µ Jµ = −θ(a) .

(5.20)

(5.21)

So we see again that with diagnostic fields to localize massless edge states, the index
of the Euclidean fermion operator counts these edge states and is quantized because
of both the spacetime topology of the background fields, and the momentum space
topology of the fermion dispersion relation. As in the d = 1 + 1 case and unlike the
d = 2 + 1 example, we find that the d = 3 + 1 result is not affected by regulator fields,
which decouple.
This model is in the DIII class, symmetric under both C and T with both C and
T matrices antisymmetric [5]. The topological invariant in this case for three spatial
dimensions is Z, consistent with what we would find if we generalized this theory to
more flavors without any flavor symmetry.

6

Interactions

Our interest in understanding edge states via the index of the Euclidean fermion operator led us to computing the incoming flux at infinity of the generalized Hall current.
This has all been for free fermions, but interacting systems are more interesting [23–
26, 26–31], and we know that interactions can change the topological classification [10].
The ramifications go beyond condensed matter systems and have been applied to lattice models for chiral gauge theories, where vector-like fermions appear as chiral edge
states until interactions are turned on, gapping some of them and leaving behind a
chiral representation [32–35]. For an analogous discussion in continuum chiral gauge
theories, see [36, 37]. Clearly the index of the free fermion operator cannot capture
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this physics. The generalized Hall current, on the other hand, is well-defined even in
the presence of interactions, and so it is reasonable to ask whether it divergence still
tells us about massless edge states in an interacting theory. In this section we will give
qualitative arguments for why that is plausible, in the context of the same 1 + 1 model
described in Ref. [10].
First we examine more closely how the calculations for free fermions were done.
Our method followed the work of Callan and Harvey [6], which in turn used the methods
developed by Goldstone and Wilczek [38]. We computed the generalized Hall current
in a derivative expansion, integrating out the fermions in a background field. In the
d = 1 + 1 example, this background field was a complex scalar field, and we obtained a
←
→
contribution to the current proportional to ∂µ θ = iφ∗ ∂µ φ/|φ|2 . Recall that the index
was defined in eq. (2.10) as the integral of the divergence of the generalized Hall current
in the limit that the doubled fermion’s mass M tended to zero. As seen in eq. (2.1),
the mass M was introduced as an infrared cutoff, and in the Ward-Takahashi identity
for the current in eq. (2.8),
∂ µ Jµχ = 2M Ψ̄Γχ Ψ − A ,

(6.1)

where A = 0. The nonzero divergence indicating the existence of the mass less edge
state comes from the 2M Ψ̄Γχ Ψ term on the right hand side, in the limit that M → 0,
where M serves as an IR regulator. In our calculation, the inverse dependence on |φ|2
is the sign of an infrared divergence regulated by hφi – it was because the background
field served as an IR regulator that we could set the parameter M in eq. (2.10) to zero
before computing the Feynman diagrams. We rejected M as the IR regulator, since
the fermion operator D did not have normalizable zeromodes and hence had vanishing
index without background fields with nontrivial spatial topology. Thus the calculation
was performed as if the fermions were fully gapped by the background field. This was
clearly false, since we were studying systems with an exact zeromode. The current we
computed cannot be valid near the zeromode since the fermion is not gapped there
and the derivative expansion in the background field breaks down. However, since
R
the index is proportional to ∂µ Jµ , it only depends on the current asymptotically far
away from the localized zeromode, For that reason we were able to treat the fermion
as gapped, and justify the derivative expansion. This is the same justification as for
the Callan-Harvey calculation [6].
We will argue that in theories where interactions fully gap the fermions, this spatially trivial gap will serve as the dominant infrared regulator in calculating the generalized Hall current, and since it cannot localize the fermions, it will lead to a vanishing
divergence of the current. We envision a mechanism similar to what we saw in § 3
where we discussed the example of 2N flavors of free, d = 1 + 1 Majorana fermions
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in the presence of time reversal violation. There we found that if we explicitly broke
time reversal invariance via a spatially constant iµψ T Cγχ ψ term, the index vanished.
The reason was that in this case, as we removed the diagnostic field φ2 (x) → 0, the
spatial topology experienced by the fermion abruptly became trivial at the point where
µ dominated over φ2 as the infrared regulator. The question then is whether the same
phenomenon can occur when interactions gap the fermions as we remove the diagnostic
fields. This seems plausible, making the procedure described here for detecting massless
edge states relevant even when interactions are introduced, even though the original
motivation of looking at zeromodes of the free fermion operator is no longer relevant.
To understand this better, we look at the model of Ref. [10] in greater detail.
Consider 2N copies of the 1 + 1 dimension Majorana fermion model discussed in
§ 3. As shown in eq. (3.6) the Minkowski domain wall solutions in the free theory with
a step function mass take the form
 
1
−m|x|
ψi (x, t) = ηi (t)e
,
(6.2)
−1
and when quantized, the hermitian η̂i operators obey the Clifford algebra
{η̂i , η̂j } = 2δij ,

i = 1, . . . , 2N.

(6.3)

From these we can construct the ladder operators
ĉa =

η̂a + iη̂a+N
,
2

ĉ†a =

η̂a − iη̂a+N
,
2

a = 1, . . . N ,

(6.4)

which obey the usual fermion anticommutation relations
{ĉa , ĉb } = {ĉ†a , ĉ†b } = 0 ,

{ĉa , ĉ†b } = δab .

(6.5)

The 2N -fold degenerate edge states can then be constructed by acting with c†a operators
on a state |0i, which is defined to be the state annihilated by all of the ĉa operators.
Since the η̂i operators obey a Clifford algebra, they define an so(2N) Lie algebra,
under which the degenerate ground states transform as the 2N dimensional reducible
spinor representation. When considering interactions between the edge states, it is
convenient to represent the η̂i operators as 2N × 2N hermitian Dirac gamma matrices
which act on these states. Interactions between these states can then be represented
as a matrix consisting of sums of totally antisymmetrized products of even numbers of
gamma matrices, which we will call Hint .
One constraint we will impose on the interactions is that they preserve time reversal
symmetry, since the gapless edge states in the free theory owe their existence to that
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symmetry in the first place, as discussed in § 3.2. The action of time reversal on the bulk
states is ψ → σ1 ψ which takes η̂i → −η̂i . This sign is not interesting since we will only
be considering products of an even number of the η̂i operators; however, in order for
an interaction represented an antisymmetrized product of 2k antisymmetrized gamma
matrices to be hermitian it must be proportional to ik , which means that operators
with odd k flip sign under the antiunitary time reversal transformation. So we restrict
the interaction to operators involving products of multiples of four fermion fields.
One of the results of Ref. [10] is that this time reversal invariant Hint can gap all of
the edge states in this model if and only if the number of flavors is a multiple of eight.
Completely gapping the edge states means that there is a unique, nondegenerate ground
state – so to prove this result we need to show that a sum of totally antisymmetrized
products of 4k SO(2N ) gamma matrices can only have a unique lowest eigenvalue when
2N = 0 mod 8. This is easy to show and the argument is given in Appendix B.
Consider the case with eight flavors of fermions and consider the interaction defined
in eq. (B.10) and eq. (B.11). On the domain wall,
Hint = ω (ĉ1 ĉ2 ĉ3 ĉ4 + h.c + 1)

(6.6)
√
which for ω > 0 has the unique groundstate |Ωi = (|0000i − |1111i)/ 2 with energy
E = 0, fourteen degenerate states with E = ω, and an isolated state with energy
E = 2ω. Due to (Euclidian) time translation invariance, none of the solutions to the
Schrödinger equation are localized in time. If we now subtract from the Hamiltonian
(add to the Lagrangian) our diagnostic field µ(τ ) then for 2ω < µ0 all sixteen states are
localized, corresponding to the Fock space spanned by four Dirac or eight Majorana
R
fermions, and in this case we expect to find the index − 21 ∂µ Jµ = 8, connecting
smoothly to our free fermion result at ω = 0. However, for fixed nonzero interaction
strength ω, as we remove the diagnostic field µ → 0 we are eventually in the range
0 < µ < ω where the only localized state is the groundstate, and we expect the index
calculation to give us zero. However, we do not know what to expect for the index
for the intermediate values ω < µ < 2ω, for which there are fifteen localized states:
the ground state and the fourteen states one can create by acting on the vacuum with
one, two or three powers of the ĉi operators. Nonetheless, this picture suggests that
in the presence of fully gapping interactions, the index as defined by the integral of
the divergence of the generalized Hall current can correctly count massless edge states,
although we have no argument that the index can only take integer values when our
diagnostic parameter µ is of the same size as the interaction strength.
How do these interaction affect the actual calculation of the divergence of the generalized Hall current in the doubled Euclidean version of the 1+1 dimension Minkowski
theory? We do not have a quantitative answer but believe that the gapping of the single
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particle propagator in the fully interacting theory will render the generalized Hall current divergenceless5 . In the effective Euclidean 0+1 dimension theory one can compute
the 1-particle propagator and find
hΩ|ηi e−Ĥint τ ηj |Ωi = e−ωτ δij ,

(6.7)

In the 1 + 1 dimension bulk theory we expect the interactions act like the ’t Hooft
operator induced by instantons in Ref. [43], saturating the zeromodes and serving as
topologically trivial infrared cutoff. In the absence of interactions and diagnostic fields,
the fermion propagator we use to compute the generalized Hall current in the Nf = 8
model defined as
R Q8
Z
−S
Ψi (y1 )Ψ̄j (y2 )
i=1 dΨi e
,
S = d2 xΨ̄DΨ ,
(6.8)
R Q8
−S
dΨ
e
i
i=1
is divergent since the denominator vanishes due to the integration over zeromodes of
D which do not appear in the action.
Suppose we now add a fully gapping interaction, such as the one given in eq. (B.11),
h
ih
i
Lint = ω (ψ1 + iψ5 )T Cγχ (ψ2 + iψ6 ) (ψ3 + iψ7 )T Cγχ (ψ4 + iψ8 ) + h.c. . (6.9)
The natural extension to add in the doubled Euclidian theory is then





Lint = ω Ψ̄1 + iΨ̄5 Γ3 (Ψ2 + iΨ6 ) Ψ̄3 + iΨ̄7 Γ3 (Ψ4 + iΨ8 ) + h.c. ,

(6.10)

where Γ3 = σ1 × γχ is the doubled version of γχ given in eq. (3.9). When this term is
added to the action in eq. (6.8) the fermion propagator is no longer IR divergent since
the zeromodes of D now appear in the action. As a result, one should still find a well
defined index as the diagnostic fields are removed – but as the infrared cutoff arising
from the interaction presumably has trivial spatial topology, there will presumably
be a topological phase transition to a trivial phase with vanishing divergence for the
generalized Hall current, similar to that seen in § 3.2. It would be interesting to develop
a quantitative method to perform the calculation in the presence of interactions, but
is beyond the scope of this paper.

7

Discussion

We have shown that the presence of the massless edge states in topological matter
manifests itself by the inflow of a current, which we call a generalized Hall current, in
5

For work on the Greens function for theories with gapped edge states, see Refs. [39–42].
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a related system in Euclidian spacetime. The divergence of this current indicates the
existence of massless edge states just as the Hall current inflow does for the Integer
Quantum Hall Effect. But this current appears in all topological classes in Minkowski
spacetime, including those that do not have conserved currents because of a lack of
continuous symmetries (such as for a topological superconductor), or whose edges do
not suffer from chiral anomalies because they lack chiral symmetry (such as topological
insulators in 1 + 1 and 3 + 1 dimensions). In this sense one arrives at a unified picture
for disparate manifestations of topological matter.
Furthermore, while the original motivation was to study the index of the free
Euclidean Dirac operator, the generalized Hall currents can be computed for interacting
systems as well, and we gave qualitative arguments for why we expect the utility of
such currents to persist. Whether this idea can be put on a firmer foundation is an
open question. It is an attractive proposition to able to compute analytically how
interactions affect topological properties in different systems in various dimensions. If
a general theory for gapping massless chiral edge states in 3 + 1 dimensions can be
derived, that might shed light on what restrictions there are on the matter content of
chiral gauge theories regulated on a lattice; this is of obvious interest given that the
Standard Model is a chiral gauge theory.
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A

Topology in momentum space for Dirac operators

We have seen repeatedly in this paper that the Feynman diagram for the generalized
Hall current can be expressed as a trace involving a unitary matrix ξ and its derivatives,
contracted with an epsilon tensor, where ξ is the unitarized Euclidiean fermion operator
−k
in d+1 dimensions, ξ = D̃/(det D̃)2 where d+1 = 2k for even dimensions and d = 2k
for odd dimensions. ξ in general takes the form
ξ = a(p) + i/b(p) ,
For an ordinary Dirac fermion, we have
m
a= p
,
m2 + p2

a(p)2 + bµ (p)bµ (p) = 1 .

(A.1)

pµ
bµ = p
.
m2 + p2

(A.2)
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We see that the d + 2-component unit vector {a, bµ } represents a map from (d + 1)dimensional momentum space to the sphere S d+1 . Note, however, that ξ maps all of
momentum space onto half of the sphere; as p → ∞. At p = 0 we have ξ = 1, while
for infinite momentum, ξ → ip̂µ γµ which can be thought of the equator of the sphere,
where the poles are represented by the matrices ±1. A map onto all of S d+1 is described
by U = ξ 2 , where for infinite momentum, U → −1. Evidently the topology for a Dirac
fermion in (d + 1)-dimensional momentum space is described by the O(d + 1) nonlinear
sigma model in (d + 1) dimensions.
A convenient way to describe this nonlinear sigma model is as an SO(d+2)/SO(d+
√
1) sigma model, which is what we do here. By computing g, where gµν is the metric
of the sigma model and g is its determinant, we can simply express the volume form in
terms of the matrix ξ, in a form easy to relate to the Feynman diagram calculations.
We define
θ
θ
+ i/̂θ sin ,
4
4
θ
θ
2
iθµ γµ /2
U =ξ =e
= cos + i/̂θ sin ,
2
2

i †
†
Aa =
ξ ∂a ξ − ξ∂a ξ = Aaµ γµ .
2
ξ = eiθµ γµ /4 = cos

(A.3)

For even d + 1, it is easy to show that U parametrizes an SO(d + 2)/SO(d + 1) sigma
model. We can write U as
0

U = eiθµ σµ,d+2 ,

µ = 1, . . . , d + 1 ,

(A.4)

where
0
σµν
=

i  0 0
γ ,γ ,
4 µ ν

γµ0 = iγd+2 γµ ,

0
γd+2
= γd+2 ,

(A.5)

0
since σµ,d+2
= γµ /2. In this form we see that U (x) would describe the Goldstone bosons
0
of the spontaneous symmetry breaking pattern SO(d + 2) → SO(d + 1), where the σµν
0
generate SO(d + 2), and the subset σµ,d+2
are the “broken generators” which are not
also generators of the SO(d + 1) subalgebra. A similar construction can be made for
odd d + 1.
The metric for this sigma model is given by

gµν ∝ Tr ∂µ U † ∂ν U ∝ Tr Aµ Aν = Aµα Aνβ Tr γα γβ ∝ AAT µν ,
(A.6)

where the proportionalities are all constant. Thus we have
√

g = N det A .
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(A.7)

With the convention for both SO(2k) and SO(2k + 1)
Tr [γ2k+1 γµ1 . . . γµ2k ] = (2i)k µ1 ...µ2k ,

(A.8)

we can rewrite this as
√

g = N µ1 ...µd+1 ×

(
Tr γd+2 Aµ1 . . . Aµd+1
Tr Aµ1 . . . Aµd+1

With the normalization condition
Z
√
dd+1 θ g = 1.

even d + 1
odd d + 1

,

(A.9)

(A.10)

we have
i
i
√
g =−
ij Tr γ3 Ai Aj =
ij Tr [γχ (∂i U )(U † ∂j U )
4π
16π


1 sin θ/2
=
,
8π
θ
i
1
√
d+1=3:
g = 2 ijk Tr Ai Aj Ak =
ijk Tr (U † ∂i U )(U † ∂j U )(U † ∂k U )
3π
24π 2

2
1
sin θ/2
= 2
,
4π
θ
1
1
√
d+1=4:
g =−
ijk` Tr γ5 Ai Aj Ak A` = −
ijk` Tr [γ5 (∂i U )(U † ∂j U )(U † ∂k U )(U † ∂` U )
2
2
16π
256π

3
3
sin θ/2
=
,
16π 2
θ
1
√
d+1=5:
ijk`m Tr Ai Aj Ak A` Am
g =
15π 3
i
=
ijk`m Tr [(U † ∂i U )(U † ∂j U )(U † ∂k U )(U † ∂` U )(U † ∂m U )
480π 3

4
sin θ/2
1
=i 3
.
2π
θ
(A.11)
The integral in eq. (A.10) has an interpretation other than as the normalized
volume integral: with the definitions in eq. (A.1) and eq. (A.3) it is the winding
number of a map U (p) from momentum space to SO(d + 2)/SO(d + 1) ∼
= S d+1 . Since
U (p) → −1 as |p| → ∞ in any direction, momentum space is effectively compactified
to S d+1 and so the winding number is an element of the homotopy group πn (S n ) with
n = d + 1.

d+1=2:
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Gapping the Majorana edge states with interactions in 1 + 1
dimensions

B

Here we give a simple argument for a result of [10], that one can fully gap the edge
states in the 1 + 1 dimensional Majorana model when the number of flavors is 2N = 0
mod 8, and not for other numbers of flavors. For a pedagogical review, see [44]
We have seen in § 6 that for 2N flavors, the most general time reversal invariant interactions can be written as sums of totally antisymmetrized products of 4k
SO(2N ) gamma matrices acting on the 2N -dimensional Hilbert space of degenerate
ground states. Call this interaction matrix Hint , and consider the effect on Hint of two
special matrices: γ2N +1 , which anti-commutes with all the other gamma matrices, and
e which has the following properties6 :
C
e=C
e† = C
e−1 ,
C

e µC
e=
Cγ

(
−γµT

2N = 8k + 2, 8k + 6

+γµT

2N = 8k, 8k + 4 .

(
e
eT = +C
C
e
−C

e 2N +1 C
e=
Cγ

2N = 8k, 8k + 6
2N = 8k + 2, 8k + 4 .

(
+γ2N +1
−γ2N +1

2N = 4k,
2N = 4k + 2 .

,

,

.

(B.1)

e can be easily found using the following recursive defiAn explicit representation of C
nition for the gamma matrices of SO(2N ). For SO(2) we take the Pauli matrices as
our gamma matrices:
SO(2) :

(2)

γi

= σi ,

i = 1, . . . , 3 ,

(B.2)

and then for SO(2N ) for N ≥ 2 we take
(2N )

γi

(2N −2)

= σ1 ⊗ γi

,

i = 1, . . . , 2N − 1 ,

Note that the conventional definition of the charge conjugation matrix C satisfies Cγµ C = −γµT
e defined here satisfies that equation for SO(4k + 2) but Cγ
e µC
e = +γµT for SO(4k); both C
whereas C
e to conjugate the generators, σµν → −σ T , and the alternating sign better serves our purpose
and C
µν
e by the chiral matrix γ4k+1 .
here. For SO(4k) the conventional C is given by multiplying C
6
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(2N )

γ2N

= σ2 ⊗ 1 ,

(2N )

γ2N +1 = σ3 ⊗ 1 .

(B.3)

e is found to be a direct product of matrices alternating
In this basis the matrix C
between σ2 and σ3 :
e(2) = σ2 , C
e(4) = σ3 ⊗ σ2 , C
e(6) = σ2 ⊗ σ3 ⊗ σ2 , C
e(8) = σ3 ⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ3 ⊗ σ2 , (B.4)
C
e possesses the properties in eq.
and so on. It can be easily verified in this basis that C
(B.1).
Now it is easy to prove that the eigenvalues of Hint have to be at least doubly
degenerate for all SO(2N ) groups except 2N = 8k, where k is an integer. Hint consists
of sums of products of 4k γ-matrices totally antisymmetrized in their indices, with real
coefficients, it follows that
†
Hint = Hint
,

e int C
e = HT .
CH
int

[Hint , γ2N +1 ] = 0 ,

(B.5)

Since [Hint , γ2N +1 ] = 0 we can simultaneously diagonalize Hint and γ2N +1 with
eigenvectors ψn,σ where
Hint ψn,σ = λn ψn,σ ,

γ2N +1 ψn,σ = σψn,σ ,

λn ∈ R ,

σ = ±1.

(B.6)

e ∗ :
Now consider their action on the vector χn,σ ≡ Cψ
n,σ
∗
T
∗
e CH
e int C)ψ
e n,σ
e int
e int
e n∗ = λn χn,σ ,
Hint χn,σ = C(
= CH
ψn∗ = CH
ψn∗ = λn Cψ

(B.7)

and
e Cγ
e 2N +1 C)ψ
e ∗
γ2N +1 χn,σ = C(
n,σ

(
∗
e 2N +1 ψn,σ
Cγ
= +σχn,σ
=
∗
e 2N +1 ψ = −σχn,σ
−Cγ
n,σ

2N = 4k
2N = 4k + 2 .

(B.8)

Thus χn,σ is an eigenstate of Hint with eigenvalue λn , and now we would like to know
if it is proportional to ψn,σ , in which case we have learned nothing, or orthogonal to
ψn,σ , in which case we have shown that the eigenvalue λ is at least doubly degenerate.
First of all, we see that while γ2N +1 ψn,σ = σψn,σ we have γ2N +1 χn,σ = −σχn,σ for
2N = 4k 0 + 2 = 8k + 2, 8k + 6, proving that ψn,σ and χn,σ are indeed orthogonal in
these cases and the spectrum is doubly degenerate. We can also directly compute their
inner product and find
T e
χ†n,σ ψn,σ = ψn,σ
Cψn,σ
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(B.9)

e is antisymmetric, which occurs for 2N = 8k + 2, 8k + 4
which equals zero whenever C
– and so the spectrum is doubly degenerate in these cases also.
Putting the two results together we see double degeneracy for 2N = 8k + 2, 8k +
4, 8k + 6, leaving only 2N = 8k as a possible candidate for Hint to have unique eigenvalues.
Now we can ask: for SO(8k) do we need to go beyond the γ 4 terms in Hint in
order to gap all of the edge states? For this we will just count parameters. Hint is 2N
dimensional, so we should be able to obtain 2N different eigenvalues if we have at least
2N parameters in Hint . (This is overkill, since we only need the lowest eigenvalue to be
unique). The number of independent antisymmetric 4-index tensors, whose indices can
take 2N values is 2N !/[4!(2N − 4)!] which is greater than 2N for N ≥ 3. Therefore a
purely 4-fermion interaction can gap all the fermions for every SO(8k).
A simple example in the eight flavor model of a time reversal invariant interaction
that gaps all of the edge states is
Hint = ω (ĉ1 ĉ2 ĉ3 ĉ4 + h.c. + 1) ,

(B.10)

where the ĉi ladder operators were defined in eq. (6.4) and we assume ω > 0. (Under
time reversal, ĉi ↔ −ĉ†i ). The eigenstates of Hint include a unique groundstate with
eigenvalue E = 0, fourteen degenerate states with eigenvalue E = ω, and a unique
maximal state with eigenvalue 2ω. The eigenstates corresponding to the minimum
and maximum energy are linear combinations of the empty and fully occupied states,
√
(|0000i ∓ |1111i)/ 2, where ĉi |0000i = 0, and |1111i = ĉ†4 ĉ†3 ĉ†2 ĉ†1 |0000i.
The interaction in eq. (B.10) can be realized in our 1 + 1-dimension Lagrangian by
the term
h
ih
i
T
T
Lint = ω (ψ1 + iψ5 ) Cγχ (ψ2 + iψ6 ) (ψ3 + iψ7 ) Cγχ (ψ4 + iψ8 ) + h.c. . (B.11)
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