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The Benalcazar-Bernevig-Hughes(BBH) model is one of the most representative higher-order topo-
logical insulators with different bulk-edge correspondence comparing conventional topological states.
In this work, we propose to realize a couple-BBH model with glide reflection symmetry by coupling
two topologically distinct BBH models. Such a system gives rise to intriguing properties beyond
the traditional BBH model. A topological phase transition from higher-order topological phase to a
semimetal has been predicted in this system. Furthermore, the band crossing points and nodal ring
protected by glide reflection symmetry has also been explored. Our work provides a viewpoint to
demonstrate the versatile phenomena induced by the interplay between higher-order topology and
nonsymmorphic symmetries.

I. INTRODUCTION

Two-dimensional Benalcazar-Bernevig-Hughes(BBH)
model[1, 2], as one of the most representative model of
higher-order topological insulator(HOTI), has attracted
a lot of interests in condensed matter physics because of
its simple structure and beautiful topological properties.
Different with conventional topological states[3], there is
no gapless edge state when BBH model is in topologi-
cal non-trivial phase no matter which direction is chosen
as open boundary. But if the open boundary is chosen
as a square, four topologically protected zero-energy cor-
ner states emerge on the corners of the system. This
new type of bulk-edge correspondence not only extends
the understanding of topological physics[4], but also in-
spires new viewpoints to the application of topological
matters[5, 6]. Recently, the research about HOTI de-
veloped rapidly and a series of theoretical models about
HOTI have been proposed[7–13]. Some of them have
been constructed experimentally in some synthetic quan-
tum systems and metamaterials[14–19], and the gapless
corner states has been observed. The HOTI has also been
observed in some condensed matter systems[20, 21].

The topology of higher-order topological states always
depend on the symmetries[22–28]. For example, the bulk
topological properties of BBH model can be character-
ized by the quantized quadrupole moment, where the
quantization is protected by the chiral symmetry and C2

symmetry[1, 2]. In the previous works, these symmetries
are always belonged to the point-group symmetries. In
the research of symmetry protected topological states,
people also focus on the role of space-group symmetries,
especially the nonsymmorphic symmetries, which are the
combination of point-group symmetric operations with
fractional translations of lattice. The nonsymmorphic
symmetry can lead to a lot of novel topological states
because it will induce additional band crossing, such as
nodal points or nodal lines[29–36]. So far, there are com-
prehensive and thorough researches about nonsymmor-
phic symmetry protected topological states, but only a

few of them involve the interplay between higher-order
topology and nonsymmorphic symmetries[37–39].

In this work, we propose a coupled-BBH model which
can be constructed in ultracold atomic systems or some
other synthetic quantum systems. It is constituted by
two BBH models coupled with each other. We consider
the ultracold atoms with two hyperfine spin states and
each spin component is confined in a spin-dependent two-
dimensional lattice respectively, where the lattice struc-
ture of different spin components has a fractional lattice
distance. By fine tuning the form of coupling between
different spin components, we can ensure the system has
the glide reflection symmetry, which is one of the non-
symmorphic symmetries. We found that, although the
system is a HOTI, the topological properties depend on
the amplitude of coupling instead of the ratio of intra
and inter-cell tunneling in BBH model. Furthermore,
the glide reflection symmetry has significant effects to the
properties of system. (1) If the coupling term preserves
the glide reflection symmetry and time-reversal symme-
try, and they commute with each other, the band struc-
ture has two-fold degeneracy and two degenerate states
has opposite eigenvalues of glide operator respectively.
(2) If the coupling term preserves the glide reflection
symmetry but breaks time-reversal symmetry, the two-
fold degeneracy will be lifted. But the glide reflection
symmetry leads to additional band crossing and changes
the topological properties of system. With the increase
of coupling amplitude, the system changes from a HOTI
to a semimetal. (3) If the coupling term breaks glide re-
flection symmetry and time-reversal symmetry individ-
ually but preserves their combination, which we call it
preserves the magnetic glide symmetry, the symmetry
protected nodal ring emerges in the system and the topo-
logical phase transition is also very different with above
two cases.

This work is organized as follows. In Section II, we in-
troduce our model with on-site inter-spin coupling and
discuss its topological properties. In Section III and
IV, we consider two different types of inter-spin cou-
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plings, one breaks the time-reversal symmetry but pre-
serves glide reflection symmetry; the other breaks both
but preserves their combination, i.e., the magnetic glide
symmetry. In Section V, the experimental setup to real-
ize the discussed models in ultracold atomic systems has
been proposed. Section VI is devoted to a discussion.

II. MODEL AND TOPOLOGICAL PROPERTIES

We consider a square lattice with two different spin
components. The lattice structure of each spin compo-
nent is similar with BBH model[1, 2], as shown in fig.1,
where the lattice structure for different spin components
has a displacement along the diagonal line of x and y
directions. An on-site coupling between different spin
components has been added and the tight-binding Hamil-
tonian can be written as

H = H↑ +H↓ +Hcouple (1)

where H↑ and H↓ are the Hamiltonian of spin-up and
spin-down component respectively as

H↑ =λ
∑
mn

(
a†mn,↑bmn,↑ − c

†
mn,↑dmn,↑

)
+γ
∑
mn

(
b†mn,↑a(m+1)n,↑ − d†mn,↑c(m+1)n,↑

)
+λ
∑
mn

(
a†mn,↑cmn,↑ + b†mn,↑dmn,↑

)
+γ
∑
mn

(
c†mn,↑a(m+1)n,↑ + d†mn,↑b(m+1)n,↑

)
+ h.c.

(2)

H↓ =γ
∑
mn

(
c†mn,↓dmn,↓ − a

†
mn,↓bmn,↓

)
+λ
∑
mn

(
d†mn,↓c(m+1)n,↓ − b†mn,↓a(m+1)n,↓

)
+γ
∑
mn

(
a†mn,↓cmn,↓ + b†mn,↓dmn,↓

)
+λ
∑
mn

(
c†mn,↓a(m+1)n,↓ + d†mn,↓b(m+1)n,↓

)
+ h.c.

(3)

where λ(γ) and γ(λ) are amplitudes of intra- and inter-
cell tunneling for spin-up (down) component respectively.
Hcouple is the coupling between different spin components
as

Hcouple =2Ω
∑
mn

(
a†mn,↑amn,↓ + b†mn,↑bmn,↓

+ c†mn,↑cmn,↓ + d†mn,↑dmn,↓
)

+ h.c.

(4)

where 2Ω corresponding to the coupling amplitude.
When Ω = 0, different spin components are indepen-

dent and the topological properties of the system is clear.

FIG. 1: The scheme of lattice structure. Red and blue dots
correspond to different spin components. Thick and thin lines
correspond to the amplitude of nearest-neighbor tunneling λ
and γ respectively. Dotted line corresponds to the tunneling
amplitude has an additional minus sign. Black double arrow
lines correspond to the on-site coupling between different spin
components. The inset on right shows the first Brillouin zone
and some high symmetric points.

If λ < γ, Hamiltonian H↑ is topological non-trivial but
Hamiltonian H↓ is topological trivial. If λ > γ, the an-
swer is opposite. So no matter in which case, the whole
system is topological non-trivial. With a square open
boundary, there will always be a zero energy state local-
ized on each corner. In this work, we will only consider
the λ < γ case and set the length of square unit cell as 1
for simplicity.

When Ω 6= 0, the Hamiltonian (1) is invariant with
combination of spin flip ↑↔↓ and the translation of the
distance 1/

√
2 along x ± y directions, which means the

system has the glide reflection symmetry. With Fourier
transformation, the above Hamiltonian (1) can be rewrit-

ten in momentum space as H =
∑

k Ψ†kHkΨk where
Ψk = [ak,↑, bk,↑, ck,↑, dk,↑, ak,↓, bk,↓, ck,↓, dk,↓]

T and

Hk =− Γ(1− cos kx)τzσx + ∆(1 + cos kx)szτzσx

+ Γ sin kxτzσy + ∆ sin kxszτzσy

+ ∆(1 + cos ky)τx − Γ(1− cos ky)szτx

+ ∆ sin kyτy + Γ sin kyszτy + Ωsx

(5)

where Γ = (λ − γ)/2 and ∆ = (λ + γ)/2. τi, σi and si
(i = x, y, z) are Pauli matrices which corresponding to or-
bital (τ , σ) and spin (s) degrees of freedom respectively.
It can be separated into two parts as Hk = Hd,k+Hcouple.
The block diagonalized matrix Hd,k = diag

[
Hk,↑, Hk,↓

]
corresponds to Hamiltonian of two different spin compo-
nents where Hk,↑ and Hk,↓ are Hamiltonian of spin-up
and spin-down components respectively, which can be
expressed separately as

Hk,↑ =
(
λ+ γ cos kx

)
τzσx + γ sin kxτzσy

+
(
λ+ γ cos ky

)
τx + γ sin kyτy

(6)

Hk,↓ =−
(
γ + λ cos kx

)
τzσx − λ sin kxτzσy

+
(
γ + λ cos ky

)
τx + λ sin kyτy

(7)
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Hcouple = Ωsx corresponds to the coupling between dif-
ferent spin components. The glide operator can also be
written in momentum space as Gk = sxG̃k where

G̃k =

(
0 1
eiky 0

)
⊗
(

0 1
eikx 0

)
(8)

Here we just consider the glide operation along x + y
direction and the corresponding operation along x − y
direction also has the similar result. It can be verified
that the Hamiltonian (5) satisfies the relation

G†kHkGk = Hk (9)

For each block of matrix Hd,k, we also have the relation

G̃†kHk,↑G̃k = Hk,↓ (10)

Two consecutive glide operations correspond to one lat-
tice translation along x+ y direction as

G2
k = ei(kx+ky)I (11)

where I is identity matrix, which means that the eigen-
values of glide operator should be ±ei(kx+ky)/2.

FIG. 2: The band structure of system with on-site coupling
when λ/γ = 0.4 for different coupling amplitude. (a) Ω/γ =
0.4, (b) Ω/γ = 0.76, (c) Ω/γ = 0.9.

The band structure is shown in fig.2. The system has
time-reversal symmetry and chiral symmetry with sym-
metric operator as T = K and C = szτzσz, whereK corre-
sponds to the Hermitian conjugation. Similar with BBH
model[1, 2], the system (5) has reflection symmetry along
x and y directions with symmetric operator as Mx = σx
and My = τxσz respectively. It also has C2 rotation
symmetry with symmetric operator as C2 = τxσy, which
means that C−1

2 H(−kx,−ky)C2 = H(kx,ky). These sym-
metries protect the quantization of quadrupole moment
and our system is still a second-order topological insu-
lator. But the topological properties of the Hamiltonian
(5) depends on the coupling amplitude between different
spin components. With the increase of Ω, the system be-
comes from topological non-trivial phase to topological
trivial phase. As shown in fig.2(b), the critical point of
topological phase transition is at

Ωcri =

√
λ2 + γ2

2
(12)

Numerical calculation shows that there are four zero-
energy corner states with square open boundaries when
Ω < Ωcri. In this case, if we consider the bulk topology,
four Wannier bands are all gapped and the corresponding
Wannier sector polarization are all quantized and two of
them are non-trivial and the other two are trivial[1, 2].
After passing through the critical point as Ω > Ωcri, the
Wannier sector polarizations of all four Wannier bands
are trivial and there is no zero-energy corner states with
square open boundaries anymore.

In the whole range of the coupling amplitude Ω, there
is four-fold degeneracy at Y = (0, π) point, as shown in
fig.2. We should point out that the degeneracy comes
from the form of Hamiltonian (5) at Y point only con-
tains three terms szτzσx, szτx and sx, whose square are
all identity matrix and anti-commute with each other. It
doesn’t relate to the glide reflection symmetry because
this degeneracy can be lifted by adding an additional en-
ergy detuning δτzσz which preserve the glide reflection
symmetry. Actually, the time-reversal symmetry and
glide reflection symmetry commute with each other as[
T , Gk

]
= 0 in this system. We can find an operator

Θ = iτxσyK which is commute with the Hamiltonian (5)
and preserves the Kramers degeneracy in the whole Bril-
louin zone(BZ) due to Θ2 = −1. This operator and glide
operator Gk also has the relation as

Θ−1GkΘ = −e−i(kx+ky)Gk (13)

which means that if state |ψ〉 is the common eigenstate of
Hamiltonian (5) and glide operator Gk with eigenvalue E
and ei(kx+ky)/2 respectively, then Θ|ψ〉 is degenerate with
|ψ〉 and also the eigenstate of Gk with opposite eigen-
value as −ei(kx+ky)/2. It implies that the eigenstates of
glide operator with opposite eigenvalues always degener-
ate with each other in the whole BZ.

III. THE BREAKING OF TIME-REVERSAL
SYMMETRY

Instead of the on-site coupling between different spin
components, one can add nearest-neighbor tunneling
with additional phases along clockwise (a↑,c↑) and anti-
clockwise (b↑,d↑) directions respectively, as shown in
fig.3, which breaking the time-reversal symmetry. The
Hamiltonian of two different spin components Hd,k has
the same form with (5) and the coupling term changes
into

Hcouple,k = Ω(1− cos kx)sxσy + Ω sin kxsxσx

+Ω(1− cos ky)syτyσz + Ω sin kysyτxσz
(14)

It is easy to verify that the system still has the glide
reflection symmetry with the same glide operator as the
above discussion.The chiral symmetry and C2 symmetry
are also preserved with corresponding symmetric oper-
ators as C = τzσz and C2 = τxσy, which means that
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FIG. 3: Left: The scheme of lattice structure with nearest-
neighbor coupling. Purple arrow lines correspond to the
nearest-neighbor coupling between different spin components.
Right: The tunneling from a spin-up site to its nearest-
neighbor spin-down sites along different directions with dif-
ferent additional phases.

the system is still a second-order topological insulator.
The band structure is shown in fig.4. This type of cou-
pling also preserve the reflection symmetries along x and
y directions with the corresponding symmetric operators
change into Mx = szσx and My = szτxσz respectively.
In most area of the BZ, two-fold degeneracy has been
lifted. But along some high-symmetric lines, such as
along kx = 0 and ky = 0, π lines, the band structure still
has two-fold degeneracy. We can define another operator
Θ′ = iszτxσyK which is commute with original Hamilto-
nian (5) in Section II when Ω = 0. It also commute with
those kx dependent terms in the coupling Hamiltonian
(14). So along ky = 0 line, Θ′ is commute with the Hamil-
tonian of the whole system and the band has Kramers
degeneracy. Along kx = 0 line, the operator Θ = iτxσyK
can be used to explain the degeneracy. Along ky = π
line, the Kramers degeneracy can not be explained easily
because the corresponding symmetric operator should be
k-dependent.

FIG. 4: Upper: The band structure of system with nearest-
neighbor coupling when λ/γ = 0.4 for different coupling am-
plitudes. (a) Ω/γ = 0.3, (b) Ω/γ = 0.48, (c) Ω/γ = 0.6.
Lower: The band structure with open boundary along x di-
rection with corresponding system parameters.

The most interesting phenomena is along kx = π,
where the two-fold degeneracy is lifted. With the in-
crease of coupling amplitude, there are two band crossing
points with quadratic dispersions along this line at crit-
ical point and the system has a topological phase tran-
sition, as shown in fig.4(b) (it only shows the ky > 0
one). After passing through the critical point, these two
band crossing points separate into four band crossing
points with linear dispersions and the system becomes
a semimetal, as shown in fig.4(c). To explain these tran-
sition analytically, one can consider an k-dependent uni-
tary transformation as Uk = diag

[
I4×4,−ie−iky/2G̃k

]
where H ′k = U†kHkUk. With this transformation, from
relation (10), two diagonal blocks of H ′k become the same
and the form of whole Hamiltonian along kx = π line can
be written as

H ′kx=π = (λ− γ)τzσx + (λ+ γ cos ky)τx + γ sin kyτy

−2Ω sin
ky
2
sxσx + 2Ω cos

ky
2
sxτx + 2Ω sin

ky
2
sxτy

(15)

which can be diagonalized analytically to get the energy
spectrum as

Ekx=π = ±2Ω sin
ky
2
±
√

(λ− γ)2 +
∣∣∣λ+ γeiky ± 2Ωe

iky
2

∣∣∣2
(16)

Then the critical point can be estimated as

Ωcri =

√
2λγ(λ− γ)2

6λγ − λ2 − γ2
(17)

We can also choose the open boundary along x direction.
As shown in fig.4(f), the zero-energy edge states emerge
in the restricted region between two band crossing points
in the semimetal phase, which is similar with the bearded
and zigzag edges of graphene[40]. An interesting property
is that the relation (17) is meaningful only when the value
under the square root is positive, which means that the
topological phase transition can only happen when (3−
2
√

2)γ < λ < γ. If λ � γ, there is no topological phase
transition and the system is always a non-trivial HOTI
with the increase of coupling amplitude. Some details of
this case is discussed in Appendix A.

In most area of BZ, Kramers degeneracy is lifted and
glide reflection symmetry induces additional band cross-
ing. As shown in fig.5(a), different bands correspond
to different eigenvalues of the glide operator. Red and
blue lines in fig.5(a) correspond to the sign as + and
− before the eigenvalues of glide operator respectively.
For an arbitrary ky, ei(kx+ky)/2 will return to the origi-
nal value after a transition ky → ky + 4π, which passing
through twice of BZ. So there should be at least one band
crossing point in the first BZ, as the red dots in fig.5.
Furthermore, the band crossing points protected by the
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FIG. 5: (a) The band structure for kx = π. Red and blue
lines correspond to the sign as + and − before the eigenvalue
of glide operator. (b) The gap between the second and third
bands. The color from dark to light correspond to the increase
of gap energy. The darkest part corresponds to the band
crossing points. Two red dots in (a) and (b) correspond to
each other. The tunneling and coupling amplitude we choose
in (a) and (b) are λ/γ = 0.4 and Ω/γ = 0.3 respectively.

glide reflection symmetry is robust to the change of sys-
tem parameters such as coupling amplitude. As shown
in fig.5(b), the band crossing points between the second
and third bands come into a nodal line whose form has
no qualitative changes in distinct topological phases.

IV. MAGNETIC GLIDE SYMMETRY

In this section, we consider another type of on-site cou-
pling with the corresponding coupling Hamiltonian as

Hcouple =2Ω
∑
mn

(
eiϕa†mn,↑amn,↓ + e−iϕb†mn,↑bmn,↓

+ e−iϕc†mn,↑cmn,↓ + eiϕd†mn,↑dmn,↓
)

+ h.c.

(18)

where ϕ is an additional phase in the coupling. With the
Fourier transformation, it can be expressed in momentum
space as

Hcouple = 2Ω cosϕsx + 2Ω sinϕsyτzσz (19)

When ϕ = 0, π/2, π, this coupling term is equivalent to
the case we discussed in Section II, which preserve both
the glide reflection symmetry and time-reversal symme-
try. But when 0 < ϕ < π/2 or π < ϕ < π, both of these
two symmetries has been broken, only their combination
GkT is preserved. This symmetry is one of the non-
symmorphic magnetic symmetries[31] and we call it mag-
netic glide symmetry. We can also find that the system
still has the chiral symmetry and C2 symmetry with the
same symmetric operators as in Section II, which means
that the system is still a HOTI. This type of coupling
break the reflection symmetries along x and y directions,
but with unitary operators M̃x = τxσz and M̃y = σx,

we have the relations M̃−1
x H(−kx,ky)M̃x = H∗(kx,ky) and

M̃−1
y H(kx,−ky)M̃y = H∗(kx,ky) respectively, where H∗(kx,ky)

corresponds to the Hermitian conjugation of Hamiltonian
H(kx,ky). So the band structure is still symmetric along
kx and ky directions.

The band structure is shown in fig.6(a)-(c). With the
increase of coupling amplitude, the system has three dif-
ferent topological phases, which is very different with
above two cases. Numerical calculation shows that there
are two critical points in the system as Ω1,cri and Ω2,cri

which depend on the value of ϕ and have no explicit ex-
pressions. When the coupling amplitude Ω < Ω1,cri, the
system is a non-trivial HOTI. When Ω = Ω1,cri, the sys-
tem translates into a semimetal with two band crossing
points with quadrupole dispersion. After passing through
this critical point, these two band crossing points sepa-
rate into four band crossing points with linear disper-
sions and moving in the first BZ with the increase of
Ω. When Ω approaches to Ω2,cri, the four band crossing
points merge into two crossing points again. After pass-
ing through Ω2,cri, band gap will be reopened and the
system becomes topological trivial. At two sides when
Ω < Ω1,cri and Ω > Ω2,cri, the topology of bulk and cor-
ner are similar with the case we discussed in Section II.

FIG. 6: (a)-(c) correspond to the band structure when λ/γ =
0.4 with different coupling amplitude Ω where ϕ = π/3. (a)
Ω/γ = 0.3, (b) Ω/γ = 0.48, (c) Ω/γ = 0.6. The red dots
correspond to the band crossing points protected by the mag-
netic glide symmetry. (d)-(e) corresponds to the gap between
the second and third bands with different ϕ when the cou-
pling amplitude is fixed as Ω/γ = 0.3. The color from dark to
light correspond to the increase of gap energy. The darkest
part corresponds to the band crossing points. (d) ϕ = π/6,
(e) ϕ = π/4, (f) ϕ = π/3. The red dots in (f) correspond to
the positions of two band crossing points along kx = π and
ky = 0 lines in BZ.

Because the breaking of time-reversal symmetry, two-
fold degeneracy has been lifted in most area of BZ. But
the magnetic glide symmetry also lead to additional band
crossing points between the second and third bands,
which forms a nodal ring. As shown in fig.6 (d)-(f), the
form of nodal ring has no qualitative changes in differ-
ent topological phases with the increase of Ω. It only
depends on the value of the phase of coupling ϕ.
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V. SCHEME OF EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

Exploring the models we discussed above in condensed
matter systems directly requires more in-depth research.
But the synthetic quantum systems provide convenient
platforms for simulating novel topological states. For ex-
ample, we can try to simulate the coupled-BBH model
in ultracold atomic systems with the following three
steps. The first step is simulating BBH model using two-
dimensional superlattice. The second step is constructing
a spin-dependent lattice where lattice structure of differ-
ent spin component has a displacement along particular
direction. The third step is adding the coupling using
microwave or laser fields.

Step 1. Consider the ultracold atoms confined in two-
dimensional superlattice, which is constructed by two
types of counter-propagating lasers with long and short
wavelength 4π/k0 and 2π/k0 respectively (k0 is the wave
vector of laser with short wavelength) along both x and
y directions, as shown in fig.7. The lattice structure can
be written as V (x, y) = V (x) + V (y) where

V (x) =Vsx sin2(k0x) + Vlx sin(k0x+ θ)

V (y) =Vsy sin2(k0y) + Vly sin(k0y)
(20)

where 0 < θ < π/2 is the relative phase between two
lasers with different wavelength propagating along x di-
rection. The unit cell of the two-dimensional superlattice
is a square which including four neighbor sites. Along
y direction, the difference between intra- and inter-cell
nearest-neighbor tunneling lead to a Su-Schrieffer-Heeger
model[41, 42]. But as shown in fig.7(b), the lattice
structure along x direction is asymmetric because of the
non-zero relative phase θ, the nearest-neighbor tunneling
along x direction is forbidden by the energy detuning be-
tween two neighbor sites. By adding two additional Ra-
man lasers with the frequency difference matching this
energy detuning exactly, the Raman process leads to a
two-photon assisted tunneling with an additional phase,
which corresponding to adding an effective staggered flux
in the superlattice[43]. The asymmetric of the lattice
structure also induce the difference between intracell and
intercell tunneling amplitude. Setting the wavelength of
two Raman lasers equal to the wave length of short laser,
the flux can be set as π, which corresponding to the BBH
model. The amplitude of tunneling along x direction can
be fine tuned by choosing the Rabi frequencies of Raman
lasers. But we should point out that the difference of
tunneling amplitudes along x and y directions will not
break the symmetries discussed in our work.

Step 2. There are a lot of mature experimental technics
to realize the construction of spin-dependent lattices in
ultracold atomic systems[44–46]. We can also use two
types of lasers with the same wave vector but differ-
ent frequencies to confine two different hyperfine spin
states of the same type of atoms individually. If the

FIG. 7: Scheme of experimental setup. (a) The lattice struc-
ture for different spin components. The spin-up and spin-
down are shown by upper and lower surfaces respectively. The
red and blue lines correspond to the lattice potential along x
and y directions for different spin components respectively.
Red and blue arrows are the Raman lasers with wave vectors
and frequencies as k1, ω1 and k2, ω2 respectively. (b) The
lattice structure along x direction for spin-up (upper) and
spin-down (lower) respectively. The photon-assisted nearest-
neighbor tunneling is induced by Raman process. Two dotted
lines with double arrow correspond to the microwave fields
coupling different spin components on different types of sub-
lattices respectively.

lattice potential of spin-up component is (20), the lat-
tice potential of spin-down component can be written as
V ′(x, y) = V ′(x) + V ′(y) where V ′(x) = Vsx sin2(k0x) −
Vlx sin(k0x+ θ) and V ′(y) = Vsy sin2(k0y)− Vly sin(k0y),
where the lattice potential with long wavelength has an
opposite sign. It is the same with the lattice potential
of spin-up but a shift of half lattice spacing along both
x and y direction, which can be realized by a phase shift
between these two types of lasers. Then with the same
Raman process on two different types of superlattices,
the lattice structure shown in fig.1 can be constructed.
Step 3. We have to point out that it is not easy to

construct the type of coupling as discussed in Section III.
Because it is not a Rashba-type spin-orbit coupling[47–
49] but a nearest-neighbor coupling with additional phase
along clockwise (a↑, c↑) and anti-clockwise (d↑, b↑) direc-
tions respectively. But the realization of on-site coupling
discussed in Section II and IV is not difficult. As shown in
fig.7(b), because the asymmetric lattice potential along
x direction, the energy detuning between different spin
components on a(c) and b(d) sublattices are different. So
two microwave fields with different frequencies need to be
added to couple different spin components on a(c) and
b(d) sublattices respectively. The frequencies of two mi-
crowave fields should match the energy detuning of two
different types of sublattices respectively. By locking the
relative phase as zero between these two microwave fields,
the on-site coupling in Section II can be realized.

The realization of the on-site coupling in Section IV
is more complex. We need to construct the coupling
with the form as Ω1sy ± Ω2 cos(k0x)sx where ϕ ≈
tan−1(Ω2/Ω1), which can be separated into two parts.
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The first constant part with the form Ω1sy can be realized
by adding microwave fields as discussed above. To real-
ize the spatial-modulated coupling Ω2 cos(k0x)sx, the mi-
crowave fields may not work, but the Raman process can
be used to instead. We can add two counter-propagating
Raman lasers with frequency ω3 to constitute the spatial-
modulated field as ∝ cos(k0x)e−iω3t. If the frequency
is fine tuned as ω3 − ω1 is matching the energy detun-
ing between different spin components on a(c) sublat-
tices, the Ω2 cos(k0x)sx form of coupling can be realized.
The spatial-modulated coupling on b(d) sublattices can
be constituted with another two counter-propagating Ra-
man lasers with frequency ω4 where ω4 − ω1 is matching
the energy detuning on b(d) sublattices. A relative phase
is necessary to these two Raman lasers to add an oppo-
site sign before the spatial-modulated coupling on b(d)
sublattices comparing with a(c) sublattices.

VI. DISCUSSION

In this work, we propose a coupled-BBH model with
different types of coupling and explore the interplay be-
tween higher-order topology and glide reflection symme-
try, where interesting band crossings and degeneracies
are predicted. We have also discussed the corresponding
experimental implementation methods of two schemes in
ultracold atomic systems. The band crossing points and
nodal rings discussed in our work can be observed with
band mapping technics[50]. In principle, there is no diffi-
culties to construct these systems and observe the corre-
sponding properties in other synthetic quantum systems
and metamaterials.

In the future, we will extend our exploration to higher-
dimensional system. The influence of nonsymmorphic
symmetries to the three-dimensional higher-order topo-
logical systems and their surface states should be more
interesting and have more potential applications than the
present work. Another interesting research in the future
is the generalization of the present model into many-body
systems by considering the interaction between different
spin components. We hope that the interplay between
higher-order topology, nonsymmorphic symmetries and
interaction will lead to more interesting quantum phe-
nomena.
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Appendix A: The topological properties of system in
Section III when λ� γ

When λ � γ, the system with coupling Hamiltonian
(14) has no topological phase transition. With the in-
crease of coupling amplitude, the system is always HOTI
with four zero-energy corner states. As shown in fig.8,
with the increase of coupling amplitude, the band width
increase and the energy of middle two bands along kx = π
will approach to zero. But they will never touch the zero
energy line. From the energy spectrum (16), the position
of gap minimum can be estimated as

ky = 2 cos−1 Ω(λ+ γ)

2(Ω2 + λγ)
(A1)

which approaching to π when Ω is far more larger than λ
and γ. The corresponding minimum gap is about ∆E ≈
(λ+γ)2Ω3

4(Ω2+λγ)2 which approaching to zero.

With open boundary along x direction, the band struc-
ture is different with the case we discuss in Section III.
There are two separated bands which corresponding to
edge states exist in the middle of the bulk energy bands.
With the increase of coupling amplitude, these two edge
bands move approach to zero energy line, but they will
also never touch it.

FIG. 8: Upper: The band structure of system with nearest-
neighbor coupling when λ/γ = 0.1 for different coupling am-
plitudes. (a) Ω/γ = 0.3, (b) Ω/γ = 0.8. Lower: The band
structure with open boundary along x direction with corre-
sponding system parameters.

To show the topological properties of the system. We
can consider the extreme case where λ = 0. In this situ-
ation, four zero-energy corner states are all localized on
the diagonal lines of the lattice and have the analytical
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form. One of them can be written as

|Ψ〉corner ∝∑
n

x2(n−1)
(
a†nn,↑ + ixa†nn,↓ + xd†nn,↓ + ix2d†nn,↑

)
|0〉

(A2)

where |0〉 is the vacuum state and

x =
(1 + i)

2Ω

(
λ−

√
2Ω2 + λ2

)
(A3)

It is easy to verify that state |Ψ〉corner is the eigenstate
with zero energy. One can also easily verify that |x| < 1
is satisfied in the whole range of Ω, which means that
this state is localized on the corner of lattice and is one
of the zero-energy corner states.
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