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Spinless Mirror Chern Insulator from Projective Symmetry Algebra
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It was commonly believed that a mirror Chern insulator (MCI) must require spin-orbital coupling,
since time-reversal symmetry for spinless systems contradicts with the mirror Chern number. So
MCI cannot be realized in spinless systems which include the large field of topological artificial
crystals. Here, we disprove this common belief. The first point to clarify is that the fundamental
constraint is not from spin-orbital coupling but the symmetry algebra of time reversal and mirror
operations. Then, our theory is based on the conceptual transformation that the symmetry algebras
will be projectively modified under gauge fields. Particularly, we show that the symmetry algebra of
mirror reflection and time-reversal required for MCI can be achieved projectively in spinless systems
with lattice Zo gauge fields, i.e., by allowing real hopping amplitudes to take + signs. Moreover,
we propose the basic structure, the twisted m-flux blocks, to fulfill the projective symmetry algebra,
and develop a general approach to construct spinless MClIs based on these building blocks. Two
concrete spinless MCI models are presented, which can be readily realized in artificial systems such

as acoustic crystals.

Introduction. The field of topological matter started
with the discovery of the quantum Hall effect or the
Chern insulator (CI) [1-3]. A Chern insulator requires
the breaking of time reversal (7) symmetry, which poses
difficulty for its realization. For example, a strong mag-
netic field is needed for the quantum Hall effect [1];
and for the renowned Haldane model [3], its delicate
flux configuration is not easy to achieve in practical sys-
tems [4]. Later, a significant breakthrough is the discov-
ery of symmetry-protected topological insulators without
breaking 7. The prominent ones include the T -invariant
topological insulator [5, 6] and the mirror Chern insula-
tor (MCI) [7-9]. The T-invariant topological insulator
has found realization in many materials, which led to the
boom of the entire field in the past fifteen years [10-13].
Meanwhile, MCI initiated the field of crystalline topolog-
ical states, which is still actively explored today [14-17].

There is a common wisdom regarding MCI: With
T invariance, MCI must require spin-orbit coupling
(SOQ) [7, 18, 19]. Hence, MCI can only be realized in
spinful systems, but not spinless systems. In other words,
T-invariant spinless MCI does not exist. Because of this,
while MCI has been realized in electronic systems of sev-
eral materials [8, 9, 19], it was believed to be forbidden
for artificial systems, such as acoustic/photonic crystals,
electric-circuit arrays, and mechanical network systems,
as these systems are intrinsically spinless. Qualitatively
different from the symmetry-protected topological many-
body wavefunctions, the artificial crystals can effectively
simulate the topological band structures of one Bloch
particle by their high tunability. However, despite the
rapid growth of topological artificial crystals into a huge
and active field in recent years [20-30], MCI has never
been achieved in such systems so far.

In this Letter, we overturn this common wisdom. We
show that spinless MCI does exist, and it can readily re-

alized in artificial systems such as acoustic crystals. This
discovery is made possible by advances in two aspects.
First, we scrutinize the fundamental requirement for a
MCT and clarify that the key factor is not SOC but the
symmetry algebra. Explicitly, the only necessary condi-
tion is that the mirror operator M must satisfy M? = —1
for MCI, provided that it commutes with 7. Second, for
spatial symmetries such as M, the algebra can be con-
trolled by implementing lattice gauge field. Particularly,
we show that spinless MCI can be achieved by the simple
Zo gauge field, meaning that the hopping amplitudes are
allowed to take + signs, which is something that can be
readily engineered in artificial crystals [25, 31-36]. Under
gauge fields, symmetries would satisfy so-called projec-
tive algebra, which can be designed to meet the require-
ment of MCI. The notion of projective symmetry algebra
was applied to physics initially in the study of quantum
spin liquids [37]. Its profound implications for topological
states were only revealed very recently [38—40], and some
predictions have already been successfully verified in ex-
periments with acoustic crystals [35, 36]. Here, we find
that distinct from the previous cases, MCIs need an es-
sentially different mechanism and lattice design. We pro-
pose a general prescription to construct MCIs based on
a twisted m-flux block. We show that for any CI model,
we can generate an associated spinless MCI using the
twisted blocks. We explicitly demonstrate our method
via two famous CI models, namely the triangular-lattice
model and the Hofstadter model. Our proposed MCI
designs can be easily realized in artificial crystals.

Symmetry algebras of MCI. Let us start by analyzing
the symmetry algebra required for MCI. There are 2D
and 3D MCIs. For a 2D MCI, the mirror symmetry is
with respect to the 2D plane of the system. For a 3D
MCI, the mirror Chern number is defined on a 2D sub-
system, i.e., some mirror-invariant plane, in the Brillouin



zone. Hence, without loss of generality, we focus on 2D
MCIs for clarity.

We find that the fundamental symmetry condition for
a MCI is the following algebra [41]:

[T, M] =0, M?=-1. (1)

To understand this, we first note that with the M sym-
metry, states of the system can be separated into the
mirror-even and mirror-odd subspaces. Particularly, the
momentum-space Hamiltonian H (k) can be put into the
block diagonal form

n =" G ®

in accord with the two eigenspaces of M. If the alge-
bra (1) holds, M has eigenvalues of +i. For eigenstates
[th4) with M|¢y) = %i]ip1), we observe that MT |¢y) =
TMlps) = T(xilve)) = FiT|¢4), since T is an anti-
unitary operator involving complex conjugation. This
just means that 7 exchanges the two eigenspaces. Hence,
we must have uh’ (—k)u' = h_(k) for some unitary ma-
trix w determined by 7, i.e., T transforms hy(k) into
h+(k). Assuming that H(k) is gapped, we can calculate
Chern numbers Cy for hy(k), respectively. Since T in-
verses the Chern number, hy (k) and h_(k) must have
opposite Chern numbers: C'y = —C_. Thus, although
the total Chern number C' = C} + C_ = 0, each block
h+ can have a nontrivial Chern number, and accordingly
Cy is defined as the mirror Chern number [7].

From the above reasoning, we see that the essence for a
nontrivial mirror Chern number is: 7 must exchange the
eigenspaces of M. For electronic systems with SOC, T =
i09KI and M = iog in the spin space of each electron,
where o’s are the Pauli matrices. Hence, the algebra in
(1) is naturally satisfied. In comparison, if M? = +1
and [T, M] = 0, as for typical spinless systems, then
T would preserve the eigenspaces of M. This is because
the eigenvalues +1 of M are real numbers that commutes
with 7. Although we still can write H (k) into the block
diagonal form (2) for eigenspaces of +1, both hy (k) are
invariant under 7, and therefore they each must have a
zero Chern number, i.e., Cy = 0.

We have some remarks before proceeding. First, con-
trary to common perceptions, the relation 72 = =+1 is
not essential for MCI, since 7 inverses the Chern num-
ber in both cases. Second, it is clear from the analysis
that the key factor here is not SOC but the symmetry
algebra, particularly, whether M? equals +1 or —1.

Projective symmetry algebra. Although it seems from
experience that spinless systems always have M2 = +1,
we show that with certain Z, gauge fields the condition
in (1) can be realized as projective symmetry algebra in
spinless systems.

Let us start with some general considerations on a mir-
ror symmetric system with a given Zs gauge configura-
tion. The field is described by a chosen configuration of
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FIG. 1. Two four-site tight-binding models. Red and blue
lines denote negative and positive hopping amplitudes, re-
spectively. The dashed horizontal lines in (a) and (b) are the
reference lines for the spatial mirror refection M. The signs
on the middle figures specify the gauge transformations G and
G’ for (a) and (b), respectively. The tight-binding models are
invariant under M followed by G or G’. (c) The model in (a)
is a twist of a rectangle with flux 7. The 7 flux is depicted
by a thin gray tube.

gauge connections, i.e., signs 41 of real hopping ampli-
tudes. The gauge-connection configuration in general is
not invariant under the spatial mirror reflection M, but
will be changed to another equivalent configuration (an-
other gauge choice), which is related to the original one
by a Zs gauge transformation G. G is specified by assign-
ing a sign of +1 or —1 to the basis at each site. Then,
the physical mirror operator will be represented as the
combination

M =GM, (3)

namely the spatial reflection M followed by the gauge
transformation G. Since both M and G in real space
are real matrices, [M,T] = 0in (1) is trivially satisfied.
Moreover, since M? = G2 = 1, to satisfy M? = —1 in
(1), we need the anti-commutation relation between G
and M,

(G, M} = 0. (4)

The anti-commutativity is equivalent to MGM~! = —G,
which just means that M inverses all signs at all sites for
G. This observation is a guiding principle for the model
construction.

Let us consider a simple system consisting of only four
sites, as illustrated in Fig. 1. Positive and negative hop-
ping amplitudes are marked with blue and red colors,



respectively. For the model in Fig. 1(a), the Hamiltonian
is given by

H=Jrro®01+ Jrm2 ® 09, (5)

where 7’s and ¢’s be two sets of Pauli matrices which
respectively operate on the row and column indices of
the block. The mirror reflection M = 171 ® o through
the dashed horizontal line exchanges diagonal and anti-
diagonal hopping processes, and therefore the gauge con-
nections are changed. To restore the original gauge con-
nections, the gauge transformation G = 73 ® o needed is
specified in the middle figure of Fig. 1(a). Obviously, M
inverses G with {M,G} = 0. Hence, Eq. (4) is satisfied,
and the resulting projective symmetry algebra will be (1)
needed for the MCI, where

M =GM =ity ® oy. (6)

On the other hand, the setup, H®) = Jy7 @ 0g + Jo3 ®
o1, in Fig. 1(b) does not work. In the middle figure
of Fig. 1(b), the gauge transformation G' = 79 ® o3 is
invariant under M, and therefore [G’, M| = 0 rather than
{G, M} =0, and we have M'? = +1 with M' =71, ® 03
in this case.

The arrangement in Fig. 1(a) is referred to as a twisted
m-flux block, because, as shown in Fig.1(c), it is a twist
of a m-flux rectangle with #(¢) = —Ji71 @ o3+ Jorg @ 01
It is clear that both the 7m-flux and the twist are essential
for achieving the symmetry algebra (1). In fact, there
are eight possible Zs gauge-connection configurations on
this twisted 7-flux block [see Fig. 2(b) and (c¢)], which are
equivalent to each other through some Zs gauge trans-
formations, and therefore all can realize the projective
algebra (1).

General method for constructing spinless MCI. We de-
velop a general method for constructing spinless MCls.
Our construction is based on the twisted m-flux block.
Since the blocks in Fig. 2(b) and 2(c) are gauge equiv-
alent, it is sufficient to look into one of them. Consider
the one in Fig. 1(a) with the Hamiltonian (5) and mirror
operator (6).

It is enlightening to view the model in the eigenspaces
of M, which can be achieved by performing the uni-
tary transformation U = exp(—im ® oom/4). Under the
transformation, M — UMUT = ir3 ® 6y9. Now, 73 cor-
responds to the index of the two eigenspaces of M with
eigenvalues i, and the Hamiltonian is transformed into
the block diagonal form,

Jro1 + Jro 0

+ _ |Jro1 + Jro2

UHUT = . Jnor—dio) (D
Meanwhile, 7 is transformed to be UTUT = —in K,

which, as expected, exchanges the two diagonal blocks
of the Hamiltonian, i.e., the two eigenspaces of M. We
refer to the two diagonal blocks as eigenvalue layers.

FIG. 2. (a) The equivalence mapping between the twisted
m-flux block and two complex hopping amplitudes. U is the
unitary transformation diagonalizing M. (b) Four twisted
m-flux blocks with M = 12 ® g¢. (c¢) The other four with
M =im ® os.

Then, Jgoi + Jyos can be interpreted as hopping ampli-
tudes Je'® between two lattice sites in each eigenvalue
layer, as illustrated in Fig. 2(a). The hopping phase and
strength are explicitly given by

e = (Jr+iJp))J, J=/JE+ JE (8)

It is important that starting from a spinless model with
purely real hopping amplitudes, we are able to convert
it to a system with complex hopping amplitudes. Con-
versely, for any prescribed complex hopping amplitude,
we can construct a spinless twisted 7-flux block such that
one of its eigenvalue layer realizes the amplitude. Note
that the hopping phase is a key ingredient for CI models.
For instance, the Haldane model is characterized by the
second neighbor hopping phase ¢ on a honeycomb lat-
tice [3, 42, 43]. For the Hofstadter model, each square
plaquette has a flux ¢ [44, 45].

Based on this understanding, we have the following
general method to construct spinless MCIs from any CI
model. Given such a CI model He(¢) with a character-
istic phase €*?, we can construct a spinless MCI H mc(d)
protected by M and 7 by the invertible mapping il-
lustrated in Fig. 2(a). Specifically, we take Hc(¢) and
Ho(—¢) as two independent layers. Then, we perform
the mapping in Fig. 2(a) inversely, i.e., replace each pair
of complex hopping amplitudes with phases +¢ on the
two layers by a twisted m-flux block. The resultant bi-
layer tight-binding model is just the wanted spinless MCI.
For this system, the mirror operator is M = iy with 7’s
operating on the layer degrees of freedom, and 7 = K.

The corresponding mapping for the momentum-



FIG. 3. (a) The triangular-lattice CI model. Green, red and
blue bonds denote complex, negative and positive hopping
amplitudes, respectively. The model is dimerized by ¢ along
ez. (b) The corresponding MCI model. Complex hopping am-
plitudes in (a) are replaced by twisted m-flux blocks. (c) The
spectrum of the bilayer model with edges along e2. The pa-
rameter values are chosen ast =1, = 0.5, Jg = Jcos ¢, J; =
Jsin¢ with J =2 and ¢ = 27/5 [46].

space Hamiltonians can be immediately constructed.
Let he(k,¢) be the momentum-space Hamiltonian for
Hc(¢). Then, we introduce

he(k,9) = lho(k,6) £ho(k, ~0). (9

hy(k,®) [h—(k,)] is an even (odd) function of ¢. Since
ho(k,¢) and he(k,—¢) are related by 7 symmetry,
hy(k,®) [h—(k,¢)] are also even (odd) under T opera-
tion. Then, the 7-invariant Hamiltonian H ¢ (k, ¢) for
the bilayer MCI is given by

ih(kd) hi(kg) | - (0

Finally, we should substitute ¢ by Jr and J; according
to Eq. (8). Here, M = iy, and T = KI with I the
inversion of momenta.

In the above discussion, we have chosen the particular
twisted 7-flux block in Fig. 1(a) to demonstrate our idea.
Other blocks in Fig. 2(b) and 2(c) can also be used. It
is not difficult to see that these eight blocks can be put
into two groups, with members in a group sharing the
same representation of M: For those in Fig. 2(b), M =
iTa ® 0¢; whereas for Fig. 2(c), M = inp ® o3 [47]. Tt
should be noted that if one uses more than one kind of
blocks in a single model, then these blocks should be
chosen from only one of the two groups to maintain the
same representation for M.

Nevertheless, we emphasize that generically chiral edge
states of the two mirror layers in Fig.2(a) will be simul-
taneously excited in real space, since mirror reflection
relates two real-space layers.

Concrete models. We demonstrate our theory by con-
structing two concrete spinless MCls from well-know CI
models.

The first one is based on the triangular-lattice CI
model illustrated in Fig. 3(a). Let us denote the three

Hye(k) =

0 n 2n
ky

FIG. 4. (a) The Hofstadter model. The flux ¢ is 27/5.
Green, red and blue bonds denote complex, negative and pos-
itive hopping amplitudes, respectively. (b) The correspond-
ing Hofstadter MCI model. The green bonds are replaced
by the four twisted m-flux blocks in Fig.2(b). (c) The spec-
trum of the MCI model with edges along the y direction.
The parameter values are chosen as t = J = 1, and ac-
cordingly Jp = J|cos2nn/5| and J; = J|sin2nw/5| with
n=1,2,3,4 [46].

bond vectors as e, with a = 1,2, 3. The hopping ampli-
tudes along e; are Je'®, and the phase e’ characterizes
the model. The other hopping amplitudes are real, and
those along the es bonds change signs alternatively in
the ey direction. The hopping amplitudes along e is ¢,
and the hoppings along es have a dimerized pattern with
amplitudes ¢t £6. If J > ¢ and § # 0, the model can real-
ize a CI by tuning ¢, and the Chern number C' = +1 [47].
The corresponding spinless MCI model is illustrated in
Fig. 3(b). Following our general method, it is a bilayer
model with each original bond with phase ¢ replaced by a
twisted m-flux block, and the Hamiltonian is in the form
of (10) [47]. The spectrum with the open boundary con-
ditions for an edge along es is shown in Fig. 3(c). We see
a pair of left-handed and right-handed topological edge
bands, which correspond to the unit mirror Chern num-
ber.

The second example is based on the renowned Hof-
stadter CI model [44, 45]. Tt is just a square-lattice
model with flux ¢ per square plaquette. Here, we choose
¢ = 2m/5. The unit cells for the Hofstadter model and
the corresponding MCI model are illustrated in Fig. 4(a)
and (b). We choose to connect the two layers of the
MCI by using the four different twisted w-flux blocks in
Fig. 2(b), so that the required flux in each eigenspace
layer of M can be realized [47]. The model has four en-
ergy gaps separating energy bands into five groups. Or-
dered by energy, the mirror Chern numbers for these five
groups of bands are found as —1, —1, 4, —1 and —1 [47].
The topological chiral edge bands emerge accordingly, as
shown in Fig. 1(c). Particularly, for the middle two gaps,
each hosts two left-handed and two right-handed chiral
bands, since the sums of mirror Chern numbers below
them are +2, respectively.

Discussion. We have disproved the common belief that
MCI must require SOC and hence can only be realized in



spinful systems. Essentially, we have clarified the most
fundamental symmetry requirement for MCIs and how
Zs gauge fields can projectively modify the symmetry al-
gebra to achieve the requirement in spinless systems. Al-
though we have focused on 2D spinless MCls, the discus-
sion can be directly extended to 3D spinless MCI models.

Our work greatly broadens the experimental relevance
of MCIs. Our proposed spinless MCI models can be
readily realized in acoustic crystals with engineerable Zo
gauge fields [32-36]. Particularly, an acoustic realiza-
tion of the twisted mw-flux blocks is given in detail in the
SM [47]. Other artificial crystals, such as cold atoms in
optical lattices [48, 49] and electric-circuit arrays [26, 27],
may also be possible platforms for realizing our propos-
als.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL FOR
“SPINLESS MIRROR CHERN INSULATOR FROM PROJECTIVE SYMMETRY ALGEBRA”

TWO GROUPS OF TWISTED 7n-FLUX BLOCKS

The eight twisted w-flux blocks are essentially important for our general method for model construction. In this
section, we derive basic results and supply technical details for the eight twisted w-flux blocks. They are divided into
two four-block groups, each with a projective mirror operator. The following materials in this section is organized in
accord with the two-group division. For convenience, we quote Fig. 2 of the main text here as Fig. S1.

The four twisted m-flux blocks in Fig. S1(b) is invariant under M; = G; M, where

Gy = 73 ® 0y, M =1 ® oy. (S1)
Obviously, they satisfy the anti-commutation relation {Gy, M} = 0, and
My = i1 ® og. (82)

The operation of the mirror symmetry Mj in this case is illustrated by Fig. 1(a) in the main text. By the unitary
transformation U = e~*"71®90/4 a5 given in the main text, M; can be diagonalized as UM Ut = im3 ® 0¢. Fig. S1(a)
is just the second block of Fig. S1(b), and its Hamiltonian is written as

H=Jrmo ® 01+ JiT9 ® 09. (83)
By the unitary transformation U, the Hamiltonian can be transformed as

Jroy + Jrog

T
UHU - JRO'17J[O’2

(S4)

Hence, the Hamiltonian UHUT contains two blocks, which can be represented as the right panel of Fig. S1(a). We
give the detail mapping of the four Hamiltonians for Fig. S1(b) in the following:

H=Jrro Q01— Jma @0y = UHU' = (Jroy — Jro2) & (Jroy + J1o2),
H=Jrro®o1+ Jia®0y = UHU' = (Jro1 + J102) & (Jror — J103), (s5)
H=—Jrro®@0c1+Jimo @0y = UHUT ( JRO'1+JIO'2) (—JRal—J]O'Q),
H=—Jrmo®01 — J7a Q09 = U'HUJr ( Jro1 — J[O’Q)@(—JRO'l-i-J]UQ).

From the above mapping of the Hamiltonians, the first blocks of each UHU' represent the systems of two sites with
the hopping amplitudes as Je~™®, Je'?, Je!(™=®) and Je!("+®) respectively. Here, we have taken Jr = .J cos ¢ and

Jr = Jsin ¢.
The four twisted m-flux blocks in Fig. S1(c) are invariant under My = Go M with

G2:T3®O'3, M:Tl ®0’0. (SG)
Then, we have
My = i1y ® o3, (87)

by which the algebra [T, M3] = 0, M3 = —1 of Eq. (1) in the main text is also satisfied. The operation of mirror
symmetry My is illustrated in Fig. S2, which takes the second block of Fig. SI1(c) as an example. Here, time
reversal symmetry is represented as 7 = K with & the complex conjugation. For the second block of Fig. S1(c), the
Hamiltonian can be written as

H=Jrm3 Q01 +J11 Q07. (SS)
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FIG. S1. (a) The mapping from the twisted m-flux block to the block diagonal form. (b) and (c) contain the twisted m-flux
blocks symmetric under the mirror symmetry M; = GiM and My = G2 M, respectively.

FIG. S2. The operation of Ms = Ga M.

Obviously, it satisfies [Mg,H] = 0. By the unitary transformation U = e~¥"11®3/4 M, can be diagonalized as
UMyU' = it3 ® 0. Similarly, the Hamiltonian is transformed into diagonal block as

UHUT = (Jro1 + Jrog) @ (—Jroy + Jio2). (S9)
Note that time reversal symmetry is now represented in the eigenspace of M as
UTU' = —in ® o3K. (S10)
Then, for the four twisted 7w-flux blocks in Fig. S1(c), the Hamiltonians are transformed as
H=—Jpms@o1+ @0y = UHU' = (—Jgoy + Ji03) & (Jroy + Ji02),
H=Jpms @01+ Ji11 @ oy = UHU'" = (Jroy + J102) ® (—Jgo1 + Jroa), ($11)
H=Jps®@01 —Jim®o1 = UHU' = (Jgoy — Ji02) & (—Jror — J102),
H=—Jpms@o1—Jim®@0c = UHU' = (—Jroy — Jo2) & (Jror — Jjo2).
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FIG. S3. (a) The triangle-lattice Chern-insulator model. (b) The corresponding bilayer mirror-Chern-insulator model. (c)
The phase diagram of monolayer system when § # 0. (d) The phase diagram of triangle-lattice Chern-insulator model when
t < J|sing|. (c) and (d) are the energy spectra for the triangle-lattice Chern-insulator model with edges opened along e; and
ez, respectively. The parameters in calculating (c¢) and (d) are set ast =1, 6 = 0.5, ¢ = 27/5, and J = 2.

The first blocks of above resulting Hamiltonians U HUT are the system of two sites with the hopping amplitudes as
Jelm=®)  Jei® Je~'¢ and Je'™t®) respectively.

THE CHERN-INSULATOR AND MIRROR-CHERN-INSULATOR TRIANGLE MODELS

In this section, we provide detailed information for the triangle-lattice Chern insulator and the corresponding mirror
Chern insulator.

The monolayer triangle-lattice model is illustrated in Fig. S3(a). The three edges of each triangle are e; with
i = 1,2,3. The hopping coefficient along each e; is Je'®. The dimerization along ey is introduced with hopping
amplitudes as t — § and t + §. Hence, the unit cell consists of two sites as shown by the shadow area in Fig. S3(a),
and the unit vectors can now be chosen as 2es, e3. The hopping amplitude along e3 is ¢, where the signs + are
marked by blue and red lines, respectively. Hence, the Hamiltonian of the monolayer triangular lattice is given as

ho(k,¢) = [2J cos(k-e; — @) + 2tcosk - ez)oy + 20sink - eaoo — 2t cosk - ezo3. (S12)
The gap of energy spectrum is closed if
t=J|sin¢|, or § =0. (S13)

For ¢ = 0,7 and § # 0, the monolayer system has time-reversal symmetry (TRS) and the Chern number is zero.
When varying ¢, the Chern number remains zero until the gap closes at ¢ = J|sin¢|. Thus, the Chern number is
nonzero as t < J|sin¢|. The phase diagram is shown in Fig. S3(c). When ¢ < J|sin¢|, the gap closing condition
d = 0 separates two nontrivial phases with different Chern numbers as indicated in Fig. S3(d). The energy spectra in
Fig. S3(e) and (f) are calculated for the open boundary conditions along e; and es, respectively. They demonstrate
the topologically nontrivial phase with chiral edge state.

By our general construction of the bilayer model in the main text, the hopping amplitudes of inserted twisted
m-phase blocks are related to the complex hopping amplitude Je'® as

Jr+iJp = Je'. (S14)



bd=2m/5

FIG. S4. (a) The Hofstadter model with flux ® = 27/5 per plaquette. The blue edges correspond to positive real hopping

amplitudes. The directed green edges denote complex hopping amplitudes: J" = J ¢ *5" with n = 1,2,3,4. (b) The spectrum
of the Hofstadter model with t = J = 1, and ¢ = 27/5. (c) The mirror Hofstadter model. All hopping amplitudes are real,
and positive and negative ones are marked in blue and red, respectively.

Then, the Hamiltonian of this bilayer system can be directly obtained from Eqs. (9) and (10) of the main text as

_ [hlE(k) —iht(k)

HER) = Lk k) k) |

(S15)

where

htJf(k:) = (2Jrcosk - ey + 2tcosk - ex)oy +25sink - eaoy — 2t cosk - e303,

t . (S16)
hZ (k) =2J;sink - ejoq.

From the relation in Eq. (S14) and the phase diagram of monolayer system in Figs. S3(c) and S3(d), it is now clear
that the phases of bilayer system is irrelevant to Jg in Fig. S3(b). When, ¢ < |J;| and § # 0, the mirror Chern number
is nonzero, and the model is a mirror Chern insulator.

THE HOFSTADTER AND MIRROR HOFSTADTER MODELS

In this section, we provide detailed information for the Hofstadter model and the corresponding mirror Hofstadter
model.

The Hofstadter model with gauge flux ¢ = 27 /5 through each plaquitte is illustrated in Fig. S4(a). The horizontal
hopping amplitude is ¢, and the vertical one is J. Then, the Hamiltonian is written as

2.J cos ky t 0 0 te~the
t 2J cos(ky — @) t 0 0
hief — 0 t 2.J cos(ky — 2¢) t 0 : (S17)
0 0 t 2J cos(ky — 3¢) t
tiks 0 0 t 2.J cos(k, — 4¢)

For this system, the Chern numbers of five bands are obtained as
—1,-1,4,-1,-1, (S18)

ordered from higher to lower energies, respectively. As shown in Fig. S4(b), there are four energy gaps with the
numbers of chiral edge states as 1, 2,2, 1 inside them, respectively.
By our general method, the Hamiltonian for the mirror Hofstadter model can be written as

HEM (k) = 70 @ BN (K) + 7 @ KT (k) (S19)
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(&, J1) (J&, J7) (i, J7) (J&: J1)

(Jcos 2Z, Jsin 2%)|(Jcos £, Jsin Z)|(J cos Z, J sin T) | (J cos 2X, J sin 2F)

TABLE I. The hopping amplitudes of inserted twisted m-flux blocks in Fig. S4(c).

/"“ \\ €o +L / \\ & — t

t<o0 t>0

FIG. S5. (a) and (b) illustrate w-bonds formed by two p. orbitals for ¢ < 0 and ¢ > 0, respectively. For ¢ < 0, the bonding
state has lower energy, while the anti-bonding state has higher energy illustrated by the two right configurations of (a). The
case for (b) is opposite. (c¢) and (d) realize the effective coupling ¢ < 0 and ¢ > 0 in acoustic systems, respectively. The gray
cubes denote the acoustic resonators connected by the wave guides (green and yellow sticks), and the positive and negative air
pressures are marked with blue and red colors.

with
[2.] cos k, t 0 0 te e
t 2J]12 cos ky t 0 0
hEOf(k) = 0 t —2J}23 cosky t 0 ,
0 0 t —2J§ cos ky t
i tika 0 0 t 2Jj‘§z cos ky
[0 0 0 0 0
0 ZJ} sin k, 0 0 0
rEf(k) = |0 0 2J3 sink, 0 0 ,
0 0 0 —2J3sink, 0
10 0 0 0 —2J} sink,

where the hopping amplitudes (J3,J;') with n = 1,2,3,4 of twisted m-flux blocks are given in Tab. I. The bilayer
mirror Hofstadter model is illustrated in Fig. S4(c), where the four twisted m-flux blocks in Fig.S1(b) are inserted in
each unit cell.
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FIG. S6. Realization of building blocks in Fig. S1(b). The red and blue links connecting different acoustic resonators represent
the connection structures in Fig. S5(c) and S5(d), respectively.

THE SIMULATION WITH ACOUSTIC SYSTEM

We review the realization of Zo gauge field in acoustic systems [32, 35, 50], followed by the proposal for simulating
our models as an application. The advantage of using artificial systems rests on the controllable hopping or coupling
terms. For example, if there is no coupling between two fixed sites, just remove all the connecting materials between
these two sites. For traditional electronic systems, this could be achieved by properly designing the local states with
some sorts of symmetries such that the energy integral vanishes. To simulate electronic system by acoustic system,
the eigen oscillation mimics the electronic wave function in solid systems. In this way, the equation of motion for
electrons is simulated by the dynamic equation of the oscillation in acoustic system with the frequency playing the
role of energy. To be precise, lattice sites in solid systems are replaced by acoustic resonators, while hopping between
different sites is realized by coupling between different resonators. By connecting the acoustic resonators with wave
guides or coupling tubes, the coupling amplitude can be easily controlled since it is completely determined by the
radius of wave guide or coupling tube.

To control the sign of the coupling between different resonators, the dipolar mode far away from other modes of
the resonator is chosen, which resembles the atomic p-orbital as shown in Fig. S5. So, let’s begin with the coupling
between two remote p, orbitals in solid system as shown in Fig. S5(a) and S5(b). Assuming the coupling coefficient
is t and the onsite energy is €g, the Hamiltonian of this small system can be written as

H= [EO t ] (520)
t €o
with two eigenstates

oL
|>_\/§

for E4 = gg £1t, respectively. If ¢ < 0, the low-energy state is bonding state while the high-energy one is anti-bonding
state as shown by Fig. S5(a). The case for ¢ > 0 is just opposite as shown in Fig. S5(b). As to the acoustic resonator,
the dipolar mode manifests the sinusoidal distribution of air pressure inside the resonator, which just mimics the wave
function of p, orbital. For hopping simulated by coupling different resonators with wave guides, there is a physical
picture here. The wave guides introduce the perturbation to eigen modes of the resonators. In acoustic systems,
the uniform distribution of air pressure always has lower frequency or lower energy than the sinusoidal distribution.
Therefore, by considering the perturbation from the wave guides in Fig. S5(c¢), the bonding state has lower frequency
than the anti-bonding one. From the lesson of Fig. S5(a) that the coupling coefficient is negative if the bonding state
has lower energy, we obtain the effective coupling ¢ < 0. Namely, there is a m hopping phase for the connection
structure of Fig. S5(c). The case of Fig. S5(d) is just opposite to that of Fig. S5(c). In this way, the Z, gauge field
can be readily realized in acoustic systems by properly designing the connection structures.

1

" (s21)
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The above strategy of controlling the coupling between acoustic resonators, as a proven technology, has been widely
used in topological acoustic systems. We now turn to the realization of our models. It is clear that once the building
blocks in Fig. S1 are simulated, our models are immediately realized. We illustrate the realization of the building
blocks in Fig. S1(b) by Fig. S6, and the realization of building blocks of Fig. S1(c) is just similar. In Fig. S6, the
red and blue connections between different acoustic resonators represent the connection structures of Fig. S5(c) and
S5(d), respectively. As to the realistic experimental setup, the mature 3D-printing technique with photosensitive resin
has been demonstrated to be a powerful method of realizing all these models in acoustic systems.
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