
Quantized Topological Response in Trapped Quantum Gases

Pengfei Zhang1

1Institute for Quantum Information and Matter & Walter Burke Institute for Theoretical Physics,
California Institute of Technology, Pasadena, CA 91125, USA

In this letter, we propose a quantized topological response in trapped 1D quantum gases. The experimen-
tal protocol for the response requires the application of an instant optical pulse to a half-infinite region in an
asymptotically harmonic trap and measuring the density distribution. We show that the corresponding linear
response is described by a universal quantized formula in the thermal dynamical limit, which is invariant under
local continuous deformations of the trapping potential V , atom distribution fΛ, the spatial envelope of the op-
tical pulse Θp, and the measurement region Θm. We test the statement by various numerical analysis, the result
of which is consistent with the analytical prediction to high accuracy. We further show that a short but finite
optical pulse duration only results in a violation of the quantization near the transition time, which suggests
that quantized response could be observed in realistic experiments. We also generalize our results to non-linear
quantized topological responses for atoms in higher dimensional harmonic traps.

Introduction.– Understanding phases of quantum many-
body systems is one of the most important subjects in con-
densed matter physics. Nowadays, it has been realized that
quantum systems are not only classified by their local order
parameters [1], but also by their topological properties [2–12].
By definition, the topological properties of quantum systems
are invariant under continuous deformations, and thus much
more stable against small perturbations. In certain cases, non-
trivial quantum topology implies novel quantum responses,
which can be directly measured in both solid-state materials
[13–15] and quantum simulators [16–21]. As an example,
without any symmetry restriction, band insulators in 2D can
be classified by the Chern number of occupied bands [22, 23].
A non-zero Chern number guarantees the existence of chi-
ral edges states under the open boundary condition, which
contributes to quantized Hall conductance. Adding symme-
try constrains further lead to the new concept of symmetry
protected topological phases, examples of which include the
celebrated quantum spin Hall effect [24–26]. Unveiling new
topological responses beyond the current knowledge is then
of special interests.

Recently, C. L. Kane proposed the topology of the Fermi
surface implies a novel quantized non-linear charge transport
in D-dimension with D ≥ 2 [27], which is a generaliza-
tion of the Landauer formula in 1D [28–36]. Studies further
show that this Fermi surface topology can also be detected in
the entanglement entropy [37]. Later, a concrete experimen-
tal protocol for observing such quantized non-linear transport
has been proposed in a pioneered work [38], where authors
study the non-interacting Fermi gases in 2D traps using semi-
classical Boltzmann equations. For harmonic traps, a closed-
form expression is obtained, which shows a quantization for
arbitrary evolution time, with repeated transitions of the quan-
tization value. In particular, this quantization goes beyond the
early-time regime determined by the Fermi surface topology
without the trapping potential. However, it is possible that
such a quantization replies on strictly harmonic traps and de-
tails of the experimental protocol, which makes the underlying
physics less universal.

In this letter, we show that it is indeed the opposite: The
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FIG. 1. (a). A sketch of the experimental protocol for the quan-
tized topological response. Details of the protocol are given in the
main text. (b). Some examples for local continuous deformations
of ( fΛ,V,Θp,Θm) with fixed boundary conditions under which the
universal quantized response (2) is valid.

quantization for arbitrary time t is stable against local contin-
uous deformations of both trapping potential and experimental
details as illustrated in FIG 1, and thus defines a new variant
of universal topological response in trapped quantum many-
body systems. As we will explain, the non-linear quantized
response in D-dimensional harmonic traps is a direct conse-
quence of its 1D counterparts. Consequently, we will focus
on the 1D case in the main part of the letter. Below, we will
firstly state our main conclusion in 1D, with a proposal of the
experimental protocol, and then turn to the technique proofs
supported by various numerical results. We also discuss the
practical considerations that are necessary for realistic exper-
iments as in [38]. Finally, we will explain the generalization
to higher dimensions, which transforms our analysis in 1D
to make predictions for higher dimensions. Our theory can
be tested in the near-term experiments using ultracold atomic
gases.
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The statement.– We first state our main result in 1D: Let us
consider quantum systems described by the 1D single-particle
Hamiltonian

Ĥ =
p̂2

2m
+ V(x̂), (1)

with asymptotically quadratic trapping potential V(x) →
1
2 mω2x2 for |x| → ∞ [39]. For conciseness, we set m = ω = 1
throughout the manuscript. We label the single-particle eigen-
state of Ĥ with energy En as |n〉. Then the main conclusion of
this letter reads

P = lim
Λ→∞

2πi
∑

n

fΛ(n)〈n|[Û†Θm(x̂)Û,Θp(x̂)]|n〉 = sgn(sin t).

(2)
Here Û = e−iĤt and we fix the convention that sgn(0) = 0.
fΛ(n) is a regulator at the energy scale Λ, with fΛ(n � Λ) =

1 and fΛ(n � Λ) = 0. Physically, it describes the filling
fraction of each state, and the limit Λ → ∞ is equivalent to
the thermodynamical limit, where the system contains large
number of atoms. Similarly Θm/p(x) are functions that satisfy
the boundary condition

Θm/p(x) =

1 x→ ∞,
0 x→ −∞.

(3)

Since the R.H.S. of (2) is independent of the details of
( fΛ,V,Θp,Θm), the quantized number P is topological, which
means the invariance under local continuous deformations.

Before getting into technical details for the proof of (2), let
us first discuss the experimental relevance of the statement.
(2) is a summation over retarded Green’s functions of single-
particle states |n〉. Consequently, it is naturally related to the
linear response of non-interacting many-body systems. The
experimental protocol for verifying our statement contains 4
steps as sketched in FIG 1, which is similar to the 2D protocol
proposed in [38]:

1. We prepare many-body system, where the filling frac-
tion of each single-particle state |n〉 is given by fn =

fΛ(n). An example is the thermal equilibrium state of
Fermi gases with fΛ(n) = (eβ(En−Λ) + 1)−1. Here Λ plays
the role of the chemical potential.

2. We apply an optical pulse to create a potential [40]
V̂p = ξΘp(x̂)δ(t) for a half-infinite region. After the
pulse, each single-particle state becomes |ψn(0+)〉 =

e−iξΘp(x̂)|n〉.

3. The density of the system ρ(x, ξ) is measured after the
evolution of time t. We then analyze the experimental
data by computing ρξ =

∫
dx ρ(x, ξ)Θm(x).

4. We repeat steps 1-3 for different ξ and extract the re-
sponse at small ξ. In the thermodynamical limit Λ � 1,
the statement (2) predicts a quantized response

−2π ∂ξρξ
∣∣∣
ξ=0 = P = sgn(sin t).

t = π
3 t = π

2 t = 3π
2 t = 7π

4
Θm = θ(x), Θp = θ(x) 1.0000 1.0000 -1.0000 -1.0000
Θm = θ(x + 1), Θp = θ(x + 1) 0.9999 0.9999 -0.9999 -0.9999
Θ−1

m = (e−x + 1), Θ−1
p = (e−x + 1) 0.9996 0.9997 -0.9997 -0.9993

Θm = θ(x), Θp = θ(x + 1) 0.9999 1.0000 -1.0000 -0.9999
Θm = θ(x), Θ−1

p = (e−x + 1) 0.9998 0.9998 -0.9998 -0.9997
Θm = θ(x + 1), Θ−1

p = (e−x + 1) 0.9997 0.9998 -0.9998 -0.9996

TABLE I. Numerical results for P for different choices of Θm(x) and
Θp(x). We fix fΛ(n) = e−En/Λ, V(x) = 1

2 x2, and Λ = 104. The result
shows verifies our statement (2) to high accuracy, consistent with a
quantized value for P. We have also tested the deviation from ±1
decreases as Λ increases.

Now we turn to the proof of the statement. In the follow-
ing sections, we prove (2) by firstly evaluating the L.H.S. us-
ing a particular choice of ( fΛ,V,Θp,Θm), and then revealing
its topological nature by showing its invariance under local
continuous deformations of these functions. Direct numerical
verifications will also be presented.

Explicit calculation.– We first compute (2) in a particular
setup with fΛ(n) = e−En/Λ and V(x) = 1

2 x2. Introducing ε =

Λ−1, the L.H.S. of (2) becomes

P = 4π lim
ε→0

Im tr
[
e−εĤΘp(x̂)eiĤtΘ̂m(x̂)e−iĤt

]
. (4)

Here the trace is over the single-particle Hilbert space. In our
choice, the regulator becomes a small imaginary time evolu-
tion, which makes an explicit calculation possible. Using the
single-particle Green’s function K(x, y, t) = 〈x|e−iĤt |y〉, we can
write (4) as

P = 4π lim
ε→0

Im
∫

dxdy Θm(x)Θp(y)K(x, y, t − iε)K(y, x,−t).

(5)
In harmonic traps, we have a closed-form expression [41]
K(x, y, t) = 1

√
2πi sin t

exp
(

i
2 sin t

[
(x2 + y2) cos t − 2xy

])
. We fur-

ther choose Θp(x) = Θm(x) = θ(x). Here θ(x) is the unit step
function. For t , nπ, we can perform the integral over x and
y, and expand for small ε. Leaving details into the supplemen-
tary material [42], we find

P = 4π lim
ε→0

(
| sin t|

4π sin t
+ O(ε2)

)
= sgn(sin t). (6)

This also indicates the result (2) converges with power-law
corrections for smooth cutoff function fΛ(n). We also need
to examine results at the transition time t = nπ. In this case,
the Green’s function is proportional to δ(x− (−1)ny), which is
equivalent to the identity operator Î or the parity operator P̂.
In either case, Û†Θm(x̂)Û is then diagonal in real-space, and
thus commutes with Θp(x̂).

Topological invariance.– Having verified (2) for a partic-
ular choice of ( fΛ,V,Θp,Θm), we now explain its invariance
under local continuous deformations. Loosely speaking, the
invariance with respect to the deformation of fΛ is a direct
consequence of the existence of the limit Λ → ∞, which re-
quires the contribution from states |n〉 vanishes rapidly enough
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as n → ∞. As a result, for two different choices fΛ and f ′
Λ

,
their difference is peaked near n ≈ Λ, and thus vanishes as we
take Λ → ∞. This is consistent with general expectation for
regulators, which should not change the underlying physics.
More generally, one can take arbitrary initial states in which
low-energy Hilbert space is occupied. This includes the ther-
mal equilibrium state with completely different trapping po-
tential Ṽ(x̂), where our statement (2) now describe quantized
topological response in the quench dynamics [42].

To understand the invariance of P for different (V,Θp,Θm),
we first imagine the case in which the dimension dH of the
Hilbert space spanned by states |n〉 is finite. Then, we can
safely take the limit of limΛ→∞ fΛ(n) = 1, and the L.H.S.
of (2) becomes 2πi tr[Û†Θm(x̂)Û,Θp(x̂)] = 0. Here we have
used the cyclic property of the trace operation. As a com-
parison, our result in (2) is finite for general t. The reason
is that, without any regulation, both tr[Û†Θm(x̂)ÛΘp(x̂)] and
tr[Θp(x̂)Û†Θm(x̂)Û] are divergent [43], and it is not possible
to use the cyclic property of the trace. (We avoid possible con-
fusion by introducing an explicit regulator in (2).) This is sim-
ilar to the derivation of the chiral anomaly [44], and the real-
space definition of the 2D Chern number for systems without
translation symmetry introduced in Appendix C of [10]. In-
terestingly, in the latter case, the formula takes a form that
is similar to (2): (2πi) times a trace of commutator between
asymptotically projective operators.

Then, let us consider the difference of P between two dif-
ferent spatial envelops of the optical impulse Θ′p = Θp + δΘp

and Θp.

δP = lim
Λ→∞

2πi
∑

n

fΛ(n)〈n|[Û†(Θm(x̂) − 1/2)Û, δΘp(x̂)]|n〉.

(7)
Here we have added a −1/2 for later convenience, which triv-
ially commutes with arbitrary function. When δΘp(x) van-
ishes rapidly enough at |x| → ∞, the limit of Λ→ ∞ can now
be safely taken at first since tr[Û†(Θm(x̂) − 1

2 )ÛδΘp(x̂)] and
tr[δΘp(x̂)Û†(Θm(x̂) − 1

2 )Û] are both finite. This leads to

δP = 2πi tr[Û†(Θm(x̂) − 1/2)Û, δΘp(x̂)] = 0. (8)

This shows that a local continuous deformation of the Θp

leaves P invariant. Noticing (2) is symmetric under Θm ↔ Θp

and Û → Û†, we conclude that P is also invariant under the
local continuous deformation of the Θm. For the deformation
of V , we can use

δÛ(t) = −i
∫ t

0
dt′ Û(t − t′)δV(x̂)Û(t′). (9)

Similar to previous cases, the variation of P again vanishes
when δV̂(x) decays rapidly enough at |x| → ∞.

Now we present numerical verification of the topological
invariance for different choices of ( fΛ,V,Θp,Θm). The details
of the numerics can be found in the supplementary material
[42]. We first fix fΛ(n) = e−εEn and V(x) = 1

2 x2. The quantized
response P can then be tested to high accuracy by performing

ΔV=0, fΛ=θ[Λ-n]

ΔV=0, fΛ=
1

en-Λ+1

ΔV=e-x
2
, fΛ=θ[Λ-n]

ΔV=e-x
2
, fΛ=

1

en-Λ+1

ΔV=x, fΛ=θ[Λ-n]

ΔV=x, fΛ=
1

en-Λ+1
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FIG. 2. The numerical results ofP for different potential V(x) = [x2+

∆V(x)]/2 and filling fraction fΛ(n) with finite Λ = 150. The back
dashed line is the quantized analytical prediction (2). The results
show deviations of the order of ∼ 10−2, which is consistent with
the quantization of P. The blue dot-dashed is a plot of (11), which
estimates the realistic effects of finite duration of the optical pulse.
Here we set σ = 0.2.

the numerically integration in (5) with small ε = 10−4. The
result is presented in TABLE I, which is consistent with the
statement (2) to high accuracy. We then test the invariance
of the statement for different choices of the cut-off function
fΛ(n) and potential V(x) with fixed Θm(x) = Θp(x) = θ(x).
Since generally, no closed-form expression is available for the
Green’s function K(x, y, t), we perform an exact diagonaliza-
tion study in the Hilbert space spanned by the first L = 200
eigenstates of the harmonic oscillator. Leaving details into the
supplementary material [42], we present results in FIG 2 for
Λ = 150. Despite a finite Λ, the result matches the statement
(2) to good accuracy. This guarantees the quantization can
be observed in realistic experiments with moderate number of
atoms.

Practical considerations.– In realistic experiment the dura-
tion of the optical pulse is finite. To estimate the correspond-
ing effect, we make the replacement

V̂p = ξΘp(x̂)δ(t)→
ξ

√
2πσ2

Θp(x̂)e−
t2

2σ2 .

Using the linear response theory, we can determine the density
change due to the optical pulse as

Pσ ≡ −2π ∂ξρξ(t)
∣∣∣
ξ=0 =

∫
dt′

1
√

2πσ2
e−

t′2

2σ2 P(t − t′). (10)

For a short duration of the pulseσω � 1,Pσ is approximately
quantized for |t− nπ| & σ. The correction of finite σ is impor-
tant near the transition time t ≈ nπ. In this case, we can esti-
mate the correction by approximatingP(t) ≈ (−1)nsgn(t−nπ),
which gives

Pσ ≈ (−1)nerf
(

t − πn
√

2σ

)
, for |t − πn| . σ. (11)
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This describes the smoothen of the response function near
t ≈ πn. A plot of (11) with σ = 0.2 is presented using
the blue dot-dashed line in FIG 2. For |t − nπ| & σ, it con-
verges to the quantized value with exponentially small cor-
rections. This suggests the quantized response (2) is stable
against small time durations of the optical pulse.

Higher dimensions.– Finally we study the implication of
our statement (2) in D-dimensional harmonic traps. The
Hamiltonian reads

H =

D∑
a=1

Ha =

D∑
a=1

(
p̂2

a

2
+

x̂2
a

2

)
. (12)

Here we have assumed the trapping frequency ωa = 1. Gen-
eralizations to anisotropic harmonic traps is straightforward.
Since the D-dimensional harmonic trap is exactly analogous
to D copies of independent 1D harmonic traps, we propose a
straightforward generalization

P(D) = (2πi)D lim
Λ→∞

∑
{na}

fΛ
D∏

a=1

〈[Û†a(ta)Θa
m(x̂a)Ûa(ta),Θa

p(x̂a)]〉na

= sgn

∏
a

sin ta

 .
(13)

Here Ûa(t) = e−iĤat and na is the quantum number in the xa

direction. Both Θa
m and Θa

p satisfies the same boundary con-
dition as their 1D counterparts. We have introduced the regu-
lator fΛ({na}), which decays rapidly enough for any na � Λ.
When fΛ({na}) =

∏
a fΛ(na), (13) is just D copies of the 1D

result (2). We then use the insensitivity of the regulator in the
limit of Λ→ ∞ to relax the restriction of fΛ({na}). Numerical
verifications is presented in the supplementary material [42].
When we choose fΛ({na}) = (eβ(

∑
a na−Λ) + 1)−1, the initial state

describes a thermal ensemble in D-dimension.
The generalization (13) can be related to a non-linear re-

sponse of trapped quantum gases, as an analog of the quan-
tized nonlinear conductance in ballistic metals [27]: After
preparing the initial state, we add an optical pulse described
by the Hamiltonian

V̂p =
∑

a

ξaΘa
p(x̂)δ(t − ta). (14)

We the let the system evolve to time t f , and perform the
measurement of

∏
a Θa

m(x̂a). For each eigenstate, the contri-
bution from different a factorizes. considering the response
in each direction to the linear order, the measurement result
ρ{ξ} ≡ 〈

∏
a Θa

m(x̂a)〉 satisfies

(−2π)D ∂ξ1∂ξ2 ...∂ξDρ{ξ}
∣∣∣
ξa=0 = sgn

∏
a

sin
(
t f − ta

) . (15)

In particular, for D = 2, our protocol is reduced to the protocol
proposed in [38], and our result is consistent with the analysis
in [38] using semi-classical Boltzmann equation with θa

p =

θa
m = θ(x). Moreover, our analysis in 1D suggest the non-

linear response is also topological, regardless of the choices
of (Θa

p,Θ
a
m).

Discussion.– In this letter, we introduce a universal quan-
tized charge transport of trapped quantum gases. We compute
the response function explicitly for a convenient choice of the
setup, and show the result is topological invariant under local
continuous deformations with fixed boundary conditions for
the trapping potential V , atom distribution fΛ, the spatial en-
velope of the optical pulse Θp, and the measurement region
Θm. The statement is supported by various numerical results,
which matches the analytical prediction to high accuracy. Af-
ter analyzing realistic effects in experiments, we believe our
statement (2), as well as its higher-dimensional generalization
(13) for non-linear responses, can be directly observed in the
near-term experiments using ultracold atomic gases.
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Supplementary Material: Quantized Topological Response in Trapped Quantum Gases

In this supplementary material, we present results for: 1. The derivation of Eq. (6); 2. The numerical details; 3. The numerical
verification of the quantized response in quantum quenches; 4. The numerical verification in 2D.

THE DERIVATION OF EQ. (6)

In this section, we present details for the derivation of the Eq. (6) in the main text. After taking fΛ(n) = e−En/Λ, V(x) = 1
2 x2,

and Θp(x) = Θm(x) = θ(x), the Eq. (5) becomes

P = 4π lim
ε→0

Im
∫ ∞

0
dx

∫ ∞

0
dy K(x, y, t − iε)K(y, x,−t),

K(x, y, t) =
1

√
2πi sin t

exp
( i
2 sin t

[
(x2 + y2) cos t − 2xy

])
.

(16)

Since the factor 1/
√

2πi sin t contains no x or y variable, we only need to compute

I =

∫ ∞

0
dx

∫ ∞

0
dy exp

(
i

2 sin t1

[
(x2 + y2) cos t1 − 2xy

])
exp

(
−

i
2 sin t2

[
(x2 + y2) cos t2 − 2xy

])
. (17)

The integration over x can be computed by using the error function:

I = −

∫ ∞

0
dy

e
5
4 πi √ π

2 e−iy2 tan
( t1−t2

2

)
√

cot(t1) − cot(t2)

1 − erf
e

3
4 πiy(csc(t1) − csc(t2))
√

2
√

cot(t1) − cot(t2)

 . (18)

There are two terms in the bracket. The first term is symmetry under the reflection y → −y, and does not contributes to the
non-trivial charge transport. Keeping the seond term only, we find

Ĩ = −

(
1
2 + i

2

)
(−1)3/4(csc(t1) − csc(t2))√

i tan
(

t1−t2
2

)
(cot(t1) − cot(t2))η(t1, t2)

tan−1

 η(t1, t2)
√

2
√

i tan
(

t1−t2
2

)
 , η(t1, t2) =

√
−

i(csc(t1) − csc(t2))2

cot(t1) − cot(t2)
. (19)

Now we can substitue t1 = t − iε and t2 = t. After a Taylor expansion, we find the Eq. (6) in the main text

P =

√
sin2(t) csc(t) +

ε2(cos(2t) − 7) csc(t)

48
√

sin2(t)
+ O(ε4) = sgn (sin(t))

[
1 +

ε2(cos(2t) − 7)
48 sin2(t)

+ O(ε4)
]
. (20)

This is valid for t , nπ, as mentioned in the main text.

THE DETAILS OF NUMERICAL CALCULATIONS

Now we present numerical details for the TABLE 1 and FIG 2 presented in the main text. For the TABLE 1, we fix fΛ(n) =

e−En/Λ, V(x) = 1
2 x2 while tuning Θp and Θm. The result of P can then be obtained by performing the numerical integral

P = 4π lim
ε→0

Im
∫ ∞

−∞

dx
∫ ∞

−∞

dy Θm(x)Θp(y)K(x, y, t − iε)K(y, x,−t),

K(x, y, t) =
1

√
2πi sin t

exp
( i
2 sin t

[
(x2 + y2) cos t − 2xy

])
.

(21)

For FIG 2, we fix Θp(x) = Θm(x) = θ(x) and study the problem using exact diagonalization. For a general single-particle
Hamiltonian

Ĥ =
p̂2 + x̂2

2
+ ∆V(x̂). (22)
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FIG. 3. The numerical results ofP for different initial potential Ṽ(x) = [x2 +∆V(x)]/2 in the quench dynamics with evolution trapping potential
V = x2 and fΛ = (eẼn−80 + 1)−1. The result is consistent with P = sgn(sin t) to good precision.

We present the Hamiltonian using the annihilation operator x̂ = 1
√

2
(â† + â) x̂ = i

√
2
(â† − â):

Ĥ =

(
â†â +

1
2

)
+ ∆V

(
1
√

2
(â† + â)

)
. (23)

In numerics, we use the eigenstate of harmonic oscillator â†â|n〉h = n|n〉h, with a cutoff of n = 1, 2, ..., L. We set L = 200 for FIG
2. The numerical diagonalization gives the eigenstate of Ĥ with eigenenergy En as |n〉 =

∑
m Unm|m〉h. We have

P = lim
Λ→∞

2πi
∑

n

fΛ(n)〈n|[Û†θ(x̂)Û, θ(x̂)]|n〉 = − lim
Λ→∞

4π Im
∑

n

fΛ(n)〈n|Û†θ(x̂)Ûθ(x̂)|n〉

= − lim
Λ→∞

4π Im
∑
nm

fΛ(n)ei(En−Em)t〈n|θ(x̂)|m〉〈m|θ(x̂)|n〉.
(24)

Here the matrix element takes the form

〈m|θ(x̂)|n〉 =
∑
m′n′

U†mm′ h〈m′|θ(x̂)|n′〉hUn′n, (25)

h〈m|θ(x̂)|n〉h can be computed using Hermite polynomials. Only m , n terms contribute to (28), which is non-zero only if m + n
is odd. The result reads

h〈m|θ(x̂)|n〉h =

min(m,n)∑
l=0

2−l+m/2+n/2−1l!
√

m!n!Γ
(
l − m

2 −
n
2 + 1

) (m
l

)(
n
l

)
(odd m + n). (26)

Using (25) and (26), P can be computed efficiently, which gives the result shown in FIG 2 for different ∆V and fΛ.

MORE NUMERICAL VERIFICATIONS OF THE UNIVERSAL QUANTIZED TOPOLOGICAL RESPONSE

Quantized response in quench dynamics

Now we present numerical verification of the quantized response in quantum quenches. Experimentally, this corresponds to
prepare the initial state with respect to the Hamiltonian ˆ̃H:

ˆ̃H =
p̂2

2m
+ Ṽ(x̂). (27)

Here we still assume all eigenstates are bounded, but without any restriction for the asymptotic behavior of Ṽ(x). As an example,
one may take a quartic potential Ṽ(x) = x4/2. Similar to the original protocol in the main text, we prepare an initial state where
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FIG. 4. Density plots ofPwith steps δt = 0.1π in 2D harmonic traps ford (a) fΛ(n1, n2) = (1+en1+n2−2Λ)−1 and (b). fΛ(n1, n2) = (1+en1−Λ)−1(1+

en2−Λ)−1. with Λ = 80. The result shows the quantization of P(2) is independent of the cutoff function fΛ(n1, n2).

|ñ〉 (eigenstate of ˆ̃H with energy Ẽn) is filled with probability fΛ(ñ), and then apply the optical pulse. The system is then evolved
under a different Hamiltonian Ĥ for time t, in which the trapping potential is asymptotically quadratic. Since the initial state is
not an eigenstate of the evolution Hamiltonian, this describes a quantum quench. Finally, the density of the system is measured
as in the main text. As discussed in the main text, the necessary condition for the quantized response is that the initial state should
project out the Hilbert space at very high energy. Consequently, the details of the initial trapping potential are not important.

The numerical verification of above arguments is shown in FIG 3. Here we consider different initial states with Ṽ = (x2 +

∆V)/2. Here we fix fΛ = (en−Λ + 1)−1, with Λ = 80, and evolution trapping potential V = x2/2. We use a relative small Λ since
for ∆V ∼ x4 the eigenstates will receive large finite L effect in the numerical diagonalization method. Nevertheless, the result
matches with the analytical prediction P = sgn(sin t) to good precision.

THE NUMERICAL VERIFICATION FOR THE REGULATOR INDEPENDENCE IN 2D

In this subsection, we provide numerical verifications of replacing
∏

a fΛ(na) with general regulator fΛ({na}) in higher-
dimensional generalizations. In the calculation, we fix V = x2/2 with Ṽ = V . Similar to the 1D expansion (28), the response
function in 2D takes the form

P(2) = lim
Λ→∞

16π2
∑
n1n2

∑
m1m2

fΛ(n1, n2)
2∏

a=1

[sin((na − ma)ta)〈na|θ(x̂a)|ma〉〈ma|θ(x̂a)|na〉] . (28)

The summation can be computed numerically using (25). The result for different fΛ(n1, n2) is shown in FIG 4 with Λ = 150,
which verifies the invariance of P(2) under continuous deformations of fΛ(n1, n2).
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