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W e propose to use generic Chern num bersfor a characterization oftopologicalinsulators. It is

suitablefora num ericalcharacterization oflow dim ensionalquantum liquidswherestrong quantum


uctuations prevent from developing conventional orders. By twisting param eters of boundary

conditions,the non-Abelian Chern num berare de�ned for a few low lying states near the ground

state in a �nite system ,which isa ground state m ultipletwith a possible (topological)degeneracy.

W e de�ne the system as a topologicalinsulator when energies ofthe m ultiplet are wellseparated

from theabove.Translationalinvarianttwistsup to a unitary equivalencearecrutialto pick up only

bulk propertieswithoutedgestates.Asa sim pleexam ple,thesetup isapplied fora two-dim ensional

X X Z-spin system with an ising anisotropy wheretheground statem ultipletiscom posed ofdoubly

alm ost degenerate states. It gives a vanishing Chern num ber due to a sym m etry. Also Chern

num bersforthe generic fractionalquantum Hallstatesare discussed shortly.

A crucialrole ofphases is one ofintrinsic features of

quantum m echanicsand hasa long history ofinvestiga-

tion. Am ong them ,those which have intrinsic geom et-

ric originsare now understood asgeom etricalphases[1].

Aharonov-Bohm e�ectsand Diracm onopolesaretypical

and classic exam ples where the geom etricalphases are

fundam ental.G eom etricalfeaturesofgaugetheoriesare

anotherprototype[2].Also a discovery ofBerry’sphases

revealsthatthegeom etricphasesand thegaugestructure

are closely related and derived by restricting a physical

Hilbertspace[3,4].

O n the otherhand,with an idea oforderparam eters,

sym m etry breaking isone ofthe m ostfundam entalcon-

cepts in m odern physics. Q uite successfully,this stan-

dard setup can characterize m ost ofordered states and

describephasetransitionsand criticalphenom ena.How-

everin low dim ensionalquantum system s,such aselec-

tronswith strong correlation and spins,quantum 
uctu-

ationspreventfrom developing conventionalorderseven

atazerotem perature.In thesesystem s,quantum phases

ofm anybodyground statesvarywildlyin spaceand tim e,

which destroy the standard orders.

O fcourse,the wild quantum phases are not random

but obey som e hidden restriction rules and re
ect fea-

turesofthequantum m echanicalwavefunction.Som eof

them are wellknown today such as M arshallsign rules

in the spin system s[5]and fractionalstatistics ofquasi-

particle (hole) wavefunctions in the fractionalquantum

Halle�ect(FQ H)[6].String orderparam etersin theHal-

danespin chains[7,8,9]and thequasio�-diagonalorder

in the FQ H[10]are also discussed based on the feature.

G enerically quantum states with the characteristic geo-

m etricphasesareconsidered to possessnon-trivialtopo-

logicalorders[11].

Recently wide variety of interesting and physically

im portant phenom ena have been understood based

on a concept of the topological order. Som e of

them include quantum Hall e�ects[12, 13], solitons in

polyacetylens[14], adiabatic transports of charge and

spins[15], itinerant m agnetism and spintronics[16] and

anom alousHallconductances[17,18,19],polarizationsin

insulators[20],thetwo dim ensionalcarbon sheets[21,22],

anisotropic superconductors[22, 23, 24], and string-net

condensations[25].They areunderactivestudies.

A localphase ofthe m anybody wave function is ar-

bitrary butthere issom e correlation with the phasesof

its neighbors,which brings som e gauge structures. In

these view points,tem plates ofsuch system s are quan-

tum Hallstates,especially integerquantum Hall(IQ H)

states.Thereareapparentlydi�erentQ H stateswith dif-

ferentquantized Hallconductances. However,any sym -

m etries are not broken am ong the states but they are

clearly di�erentphysicalsystem s.Thesestatesarechar-

acterized by thequantized Hallconductanceswhich have

an intrinsictopologicalorigin[12].Thetopologicalorigin

ofthe Hallconductance is clear by the Chern num ber

expression[13,26,27].Based on theobservation,wepro-

pose to characterize the topologicalordersby the generic

Chern num bers[28]. The Chern num bers in topological

ordered system sarekindsoforderparam etersin conven-

tionalordered phases. In the sam e m annerasthe usual

phase transition is characterized by a sudden change of

orderparam eters,topologicalphasetransitionsarechar-

acterized by a discontinuouschange ofthe Chern num -

bers.

To havea wellde�ned Chern num ber,we need an ex-

istence ofa generic gap[28]. Topologicalinsulators are

de�ned asphysicalsystem swith thisgenericenergy gap.

Then the Chern num bers are always integers and the

topologicalphasetransition ischaracterized by a discon-

tinuous change ofthe Chern num bers which are always

integers. This integralproperty of the Chern num ber

im pliesa stability ofthecharacterization againsta sm all

perturbation.However,asin thecaseoftheedgestatesof
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thequantum Halle�ect[29]and K ennedy’stripletstates

in the Haldane spin chains[30],the topologicalordered

state are quite sensitive to a geom etricalchange ofthe

physicalsystem such asan existenceofedgesand bound-

aries. It contrasts with the conventionalorder where

boundary conditions are always negligible in the ther-

m odynam ic lim it. Therefore a translationalinvariance

is fundam entally im portant to describe topologicalor-

dered states.O n theotherhand,in m any cases,asfaras

physicalobservablesareconcerned,a topologicalorderis

hidden in abulk and only revealsitsphysicalsigni�cance

nearboundariesofthe system .

G enerically speaking,to de�ne the Chern num bersC

fora physical(m any particle)wavefunction, ,weneed

to require the wave function to depend on m ultiple pa-

ram eters,x 2 V,dim V � 2. M ost com m on such pa-

ram eterswithoutdisturbing bulk propertiesarem ultiple

Aharonov-Bohm 
uxes on a genus g Riem ann surface.

W hen the topologicalorder is non-trivial,there can be

inevitable topologicaldegeneracies[11],such asa qg-fold

degeneracy ofthe FQ H state with a �lling factor1=q on

a torus[31,32,33]. The degeneracy ofa generic ground

statewillbediscussed later.Herewejustpointoutthat

onehasto considernon-Abelian gaugestructuresarising

from it[4,28]. This is crucialfor a num ericalconcrete

characterization ofthetopologicalinsulators.Especially

an explicit gauge �xing for the degenerate m ultiplet is

required to perform calculations.[28].

Q uantum Spin System s as Topologi-

cal Insulators : To describe a characteriza-

tion of the topological order, let us consider a

generic translational invariant spin-1=2 ham ilto-

nian on a d-dim ension orthogonal lattice H P =

H (h‘) =
P

m Tm h‘((S(r1);S(r2);� � � )Tm
y
where

Tm = T
m 1

1 � � � T
m d

d
; m = (m 1;� � � ;md) and

t
S(r) = t(Sx(r);Sy(r);Sz(r)) is a spin-1=2 opera-

tor at a lattice site r and h‘ is a local ham iltonian

which depends on severalspins at r1;r2;� � � . It gener-

ically breaks several sym m etries explicitly such as a

parity,a chiralsym m etry,and a tim e reversalsym m e-

try. The operator T� is a translation in �-direction,

T�S(r)T
y
� = S(r + a�) (a� is a unit translation in

� direction). W e use a periodic boundary condition

T
L �

� = 1 (m � = 0;� � � ;d) to avoid disturbing bulk

properties by possible edge states. W e propose to use

twisted boundary conditions for the spin m odeland take

the twistsasthe param eters x asdiscussed below.

Local G auge Transform ation and T w ists : Let

usconsidera localgaugetransform ation ofa string type,

that is, localspin rotations at a unit celllabelm as

S
0
�(r

m
� )= Q (
)S(rm� )with 3� 3 m atrix Q (
)= e
X ,


 = m � � whereX�� = 1

2
in
Tr�����
,� = (�1;� � � ;�d)

and n = (nx;ny;nz) (jnj= 1) is a �xed rotation axis.

Also � is a label to distinguish intra unit cell spins.

The sim plest exam ple is given by taking n = (0;0;1)

as Q
z
(
) =

0

@

cos
 � sin
 0

sin
 cos
 0

0 0 1

1

A with 
 = m � �. W e

further assum e the localham iltonian h‘ is ofthe gauge

interaction type as

h‘(S(r1);S(r2);� � � )= h
G
(� = 0;fri� rjg;S(r1);S(r2);� � � )

= h
G
(�;fri� rjg;S

0
�(r1);S

0
�(r2);� � � )

� h�‘(S
0
�(r1);S

0
�(r2);� � � )

with som efunction hG .Thatis,the twisting param eters

only a�ectthe ham iltonian through the relative positions

ofthe localspins. Exam plesofsuch interactionsforthe

above rotation around z-axis are h
pair

‘
= tS(r1)JS(r2)

with J = Jdiag(1;1;�) and hsb
‘

= JcS(r1)�
�
S(r2)�

S(r3)
�
= Jc�ijkS i(r1)S j(r2)S k(r3)[34]. They trans-

form respectively as hpair = J

2
(e� i(�1� �2)S1

+

�1
S2

�

�2
+

h:c:)+ �S1
z
�1
S2

z
�2
, hsb =

Jc
2
S1

z
�1
(ie� i(�2� �3)S2

+

�2
S3

�

�3
+

h:c:)+ (cyclicperm .),�i = m i� �,i= 1;2;3 wheremi is

a unitcelllabeling ofthe spin S(ri).

The ham iltonian H P is periodic in the originalrep-

resentation by S’s but is not periodic in the one by

twisted S �’s as S
0
(T L � r) = T 0L �

� S
0
(r) with T 0L �

� =

exp(� n̂���L�X ).

Now let us de�ne a translational invariant twisted

ham iltoniansH T by a representation by the twisted S
0
�

as H T (�)=
P

m T 0m h�
‘
(S

0
�(r1);S

0
�(r2);� � � )T0m y

with

a periodic boundary condition T 0L �

� = 1.In the original

spin operatorsS,H T is given by H P with the twisted

boundary condition T
L �

� = exp(+ ��L�X ).

The two ham iltonians,H P and H T ,areboth transla-

tionally invariantin representationsby S and S
0
� respec-

tively. O ne m ay expect an m acroscopic O (V ) energy

di�erence between their ground state energies. How-

ever,as discussed,the contribution should be at m ost

O (j@�V j) due to the gauge invariance where j@�V jis a

(hyper)area ofthe system perpendicularto the r�-axis

where V = L1 � � � Ld. That is,the di�erence ofthe en-

ergy should be a �nite size e�ect. Thus the di�erence

between H P and H T isnegligiblein thetherm odynam ic

lim it V ! 1 when we discuss the bulk properties in a

usualm anner.

Anotherim portantpointforthe presentconstruction

is that the twisted ham iltonian H T is translationalin-

variantin theS � representation.Then edgestatesnever

appearin any representation,which isespecially im por-

tantto pick up only bulk properties through probesby

twisted boundary conditions.

D egeneracies and G round State M ultiplet : A

topologicalorderon a non-zerogenusRiem ann surfaceis

oneofthereasonsfortheground statedegeneracy,which

isthe topologicaldegeneracy[11]. The sim plestexam ple

isjusta m anybody state with two-dim ensionalperiodic

boundary conditions[31,32]. Also ifthe system has a

standard sym m etry breaking,such as ising orders,a �-
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nite system has alm ost degenerate ground states corre-

sponding to linearcom binationsofthesym m etry broken

states[35]. For a �nite system ,the degeneracy can be

lifted and the splitting is estim ated as � e� C V for the

sym m etry broken states. Also ifthe ground state hasa

�nite spin m om entwhich m ay notbe m acro asa ferro-

m agnet,there occurs a spin degeneracy. Som e ofthese

degeneraciescan be approxim atefora �nite system and

m ay besensitiveto theboundary condition and twisting

param eters,such as��’s. In these cases,the lowesten-

ergygap isnotaphysicaloneand m ayvanish in thether-

m odynam iclim it.Thephysicalenergygap forthebulk is

an energy gap abovethesealm ostdegeneratestates.W e

de�neaground statem ultipletby acollection oftheseal-

m ostdegeneratestatesnearthe ground state and de�ne

a Chern num berforthisground statem ultiplet.(Seethe

Fig.1) [36]Since the two ham iltonians H P and H T (�)

di�er only boundary term s,bulk properties ofthe two

should bethesam e.Then,forthetopologicalinsulators,

theenergy gap abovetheground statem ultipletisstable

against perturbations. Ifthe ground state m ultiplet is

wellseparated from the above in a �nite system ,we do

notneed to take the therm odynam ic lim it.

The twist we proposing is a boundary perturbation

in a particularrepresentation. Howeverit also preserve

the translationalsym m etry up to a unitary equivalence.

Then,based on a discussion ofedgestatepicture,weex-

pectan energy separation ofthe topologicaldegeneracy,

that is,a band width ofthe m ultiplet by the twist as

e� L =� whereL isa m inim um lineardim ension ofthesys-

tem and � is a typicallength scale ofthe ground state

m ultiplet.Itcan be di�erentfrom the conventionalbro-

ken sym m etriccases.

C hern N um bers for the Spins : Let us de-

�ne a totalparam eter space by V = f(�1;� � � ;�d)j�� 2

[0;2�=L�]g. Since exp(2�X ) = I3, we have

H T (� + (� � � ;0;�� + 2�=L�;0;� � � ) = HT (�) in the S-

representation. Then the twisted ham iltonian H T (�)

is well de�ned on V without boundaries as V = T d.

[37] Any two dim ensional integration surface S(� V)

without boundaries is used to de�ne the Chern num -

bers. S = T 2
ij = f(�i;�j)g is the sim plest exam ple.

Now de�ne a ground state m ultiplet 	 (x);x 2 V. It

is a N � q m atrix as 	 (x) = ( 1(x);� � � ; q(x))with

H T (x) j(x) = �j j(x);j = 1;2;� � � , �i � �j;(i < j),

where j isacolum n vectorin am any spin Hilbertspace

with a dim ension N and q isa dim ension ofthe ground

statem ultiplet.Thegeneric energy gap condition forthe

m ultipletisgiven as�q(x)< �q+ 1(x);8x 2 S. Thisis a

de�nition ofthe topologicalinsulators.

De�ne a non-Abelian connection one-form A which

is an q� q m atrix as A = 	
y
d	 and a �eld strength

two-form F = dA + A
2
. The �rst Chern num ber[2]is

then de�ned by CS = 1

2�i

R

S
TrF = 1

2�i

R

S
TrdA . It

is a topologicalinteger which is stable against pertur-

bation unless the generic gap collapses. W e use these

integers depending on a choice ofS to characterize the

topologicalorders. Changing a basis within the m ul-

tiplet space, 	
0
(x) = 	 (x)!(x), (!! y = Iq) gives a

gauge transform ation A
0
= 	

0
d	

0
= ! � 1

A ! + ! � 1d!

and F
0
= ! � 1

F ! [4, 28]. The Chern num ber is a

gauge invariant but we need to �x the gauge to evalu-

ate this expression[28]. Take a generic arbitrary m ulti-

plet,� ,and de�ne an overlap m atrix as O � = �
y
P �

where P = 	 	
y
is a projection into the ground state

m ultiplet which is a gauge invariant. Then de�ne re-

gions S�R ;R = 1;2;� � � ,as (in�nitesim ally) sm allneigh-

borhoods of zeros of detO � (x) and S�0 as a rest of

S. Then the �rst Chern num ber is written as CS =

� N T

 (S) = �

P

R � 1
nR
 (S

�
R ), n

R

 (S

�
R ) = 1

2�

H

@S �

R

d0
.

The �eld 
 is de�ned as 
( ~� ;� ) = Arg det~�
y

P � =

Argdet� � Argdet~� where ~� isalso anothergenericar-

bitrary m ultiplet,� = 	
y
� and ~� = 	

y~� .Them atrices

� and ~� depend on thechoiceofthem ultiplet	 butthe

di�erenceofthe argum entsisa gaugeinvariant.

The �eld 
 depends on a choice of� and ~� but the

totalvorticity N T

 (S)isa gauge invariantand indepen-

dentofthechoice.The�eld 
 re
ectsa phasesensitivity

ofthe m ultipletby the twistwhen one �xes� and ~� .It

is illustrative to show 
 and it supplies inform ation of

the ground state m ultiplet. Also when the integration

surfaceS iscontractibleto a pointkeeping a genericen-

ergy gap,the Chern num bervanishesfrom a topological

stability.

Ex.1:T w o-D im ensionalSpin M odel:Thepresent

form ulation can bee�ectiveforcharacterization oftopo-

logicalordered phases in any dim ensions, such as chi-

ralspin states[34]. To have a �nite Chern num ber,one

needs to break tim e reversalsym m etry asforthe quan-

tum Hallstates [38]. The sim plest exam ple ofh‘ can

be a sum of local pair-spin interactions h
pair

‘
with a

sym m etry breaking term hsb‘ discussed above as h‘ =
P

pair
h
pair

‘
+ hsb‘ . Here let us just show an exam ple

with adegeneracytoshow thepresentgeneralprocedure.

Considering only a nearest neighbor exchange interac-

tion and assum e n = (0;0;1),the localham iltonian is

given ash�
‘
=
P

�= x;y
J
�
1

2
(e� i�

�

S�
�

+ S�� + e
i�

�

S�
�

� S�+ )+
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FIG .2: (a)Three lowest energies ofthe XXZ m odelon a

4� 4 square lattice with twists in the totalSz = 0 sector is

shown. (� = 1:3)(b)A �eld 
 ofthe ground state m ultiplet

com posed ofthe lowest two eigen states for som e choice of

� ;~� .

�S�
�
zS�z

�
where S

�

�
= S �(T

�r) and S � = S �(r). In

the case,the twisted boundary condition for H T (�) in

S is given by the following m atrix T
L �

� = Q
z
(
) with


 = �xLx + �yLy. Then we can take a 2 dim ensional

torus T 2 = f(�x;�y)j0 � �� � 2�=L�g for the integra-

tion surface S. This is a nearestneighborX X Z m odel

on a squarelatticewith twists.W ith an ising anisotropy,

� > 1,the ground state ofan in�nite system hasa long

range order and has a �nite energy gap. W e show nu-

m ericalresults for a system with J = 1 and � = 1:3.

The ground state ofa �nite size system is given by a

bonding statebetween two sym m etry broken stateswith

antiferrom agnetic (ising) order. The next lowest state

isan anti-bonding state ofthem and the energy separa-

tion between is expected to be / e� L x L y=�
2

where � is

a typicallength scale. A physicalising gap to 
ip one

ordered spin is given the one above,thatis,the second

lowestone.Thereforetheground statem ultipletiscom -

posed ofthetwo low lying statesincluding the�nitesize

ground state. (See Fig.2(a)) The �eld 
 ofthe two di-

m ensionalground state m ultiplet is shown in Fig.2(b).

Asdiscussed in the reference[28],theChern num berisa

sum ofthe vorticity at the zeros ofdetO � = jdet�j2.

In the present exam ple,it is 0 as expected for a chiral

sym m etricsystem .

Ex.2, M anyparticle States in the First

Q uantized Form : The sam e procedure is

also applied for a m anyparticle state in the �rst

quantized form , such as the generic FQ H States

	 k(x;r1;�1;� � � ;rN ;�N )wherek denotesa labelofthe

(topological) degeneracy of the ground state m ultiplet

and x = (�x;�y) is a set of param eters specifying

twisted boundary conditions on a torus[32]. By taking

a reference m ultiplet as ��(r1;�1;� � � ;rN ;�N ) =

�
�1�

�

1

�(r1 � r
�

1)� � � �
�N �

�

N

�(rN � r
�

N
);� = 1;� � � ;q.

The Chern num ber for the degenerate m ulti-

plet is given by the �eld 
(x) = Argdet ~�
y
�

with f�g�k = 	 k(x;r
�

1;�
�

1;� � � ;r
�

N
;�

�

N
) and

f~�g~�k = 	 k(x;r
~�

1;�
~�

1;� � � ;r
~�

N
;�

~�

N
)wherek;�;~� run over

f1;� � � ;qg. The Chern num ber is evaluated as a total

vorticity of
 atthe zerosofjdet�j2[28].
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