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As is well-known in the context of topological insulators and superconductors, short-range-correlated
fermionic pure Gaussian states with fundamental symmetries are systematically classified by the periodic table. We revisit this topic from a quantum-information-inspired operational perspective without referring to
any Hamiltonians, and apply the formalism to bosonic Gaussian states as well as (both fermionic and bosonic)
locality-preserving unitary Gaussian operations. We find that while bosonic Gaussian states are all trivial, there
exist nontrivial bosonic Gaussian operations that cannot be continuously deformed into the identity under the
locality and symmetry constraint. Moreover, we unveil unexpectedly complicated relations between fermionic
Gaussian states and operations, pointing especially out that some of the former can be disentangled by the latter
under the same symmetry constraint, while some cannot. In turn, we find that some topological operations are
genuinely dynamical, in the sense that they cannot create any topological states from a trivial one, yet they are
not connected to the identity. The notions of disentanglability and genuinely dynamical topology can be unified
in a general picture of unitary-to-state homomorphism, and apply equally to interacting topological phases and
quantum cellular automata.

Introduction.— Classifying topological phases of quantum
matter is a central topic in modern condensed matter physics
[1]. The arguably most well-established paradigm is the classification of free fermions described by band theory, which
are expected to be relevant to the majority of natural materials with weak electron interactions [2, 3]. In the presence
of fundamental two-fold Altland-Zirnbauer (AZ) [4] symmetries, the result is well-known as the periodic table [5–8].
In contrast, one popular way of classifying strongly interacting topological phases follows a quantum-informationinspired viewpoint [9–15]. That is, instead of Hamiltonians, one focuses directly on short-range correlated quantum
many-body states, typically in the tensor-network representations [16–18], to see whether one can be transformed into
another by a finite-depth quantum circuit of local unitaries
with symmetries (if any). For example, topologically ordered
states cannot be disentangled by local quantum circuits and
thus exhibit long-range entanglement [9]. Such an operational
perspective has recently been used to study the topology of
locality-preserving unitaries themselves [19–25], which naturally generalize quantum circuits and are usually called quantum cellular automata (QCA) [26–28]. This topic is closely
related to Floquet topological phases [29–38].
The operational formalism is certainly applicable also to
noninteracting systems, whose ground states are Gaussian.
While this point has been tacitly mentioned in the literature
[39–41], to our knowledge, an explicit formalism based on
Gaussian states (GSs) alone is still missing. More importantly,
while the classification of fermionic Gaussian states (fGSs)
should be given by the periodic table, that of unitary Gaussian
operations (GOs) remains unclear. We also note that there is
considerable recent interest in free-boson topological phases
[42–44], although the classifications seem to differ a lot depending on the setups [45, 46]. Hence, it is also worthwhile
to clarify the classification of bosonic Gaussian states (bGSs)
in the operation-based framework.

In this work, we fill the gap between the operational formalism and the classification of GSs, and apply the former
to GOs. We find consistent classifications for fGSs, and only
one trivial phase for bGSs. Nevertheless, there exist nontrivial
bosonic Gaussian operations (bGOs). Remarkably, fGSs and
fermionic Gaussian operations (fGOs) are related in a highly
nontrivial way — not all the topological fGSs can be disentangled by fGOs with the same symmetries, and not all the topological fGOs can create topological fGSs from trivial ones.
This observation allows us to refine both topological fGSs and
fGOs into two types — disentanglable vs. non-disentanglable,
and state-like vs. genuinely dynamical, respectively. These
notions are applicable to interacting systems and shed new
light on topological phases both in and out of equilibrium.
Quantum Gaussian states and operations.— Consider a ddimensional (dD) lattice Λ = Zd with n internal states at each
unit cell labeled by the elements in I. In terms of the fermion
/ boson modes ĉrs / ârs (r ∈ Λ, s ∈ I), we can define a set
of Majorana fermions γ̂r+s ≡ ĉ†rs + ĉrs , γ̂r−s ≡ i(ĉ†rs −
ĉrs ) / quadratures ξˆr+s ≡ â†rs + ârs , ξˆr−s ≡ i(â†rs − ârs ).
A pure fGS/bGS |Ψi on Λ is fully [47] characterized by the
covariance matrix Γ:
i
hΨf |[γ̂rS , γ̂r0 S 0 ]|Ψf i,
2
1
= hΨb |{ξˆrS , ξˆr0 S 0 }|Ψb i,
2

(Γf )rS,r0 S 0 =
(Γb )rS,r0 S 0

(1)

where S ≡ ±s and the subscript f/b stands for
“fermion/boson”. By fully we mean that all the observables
and reduced density matrices are calculable in terms of Γ. We
focus on short-range correlated GSs, whose covariance matri0
ces satisfy |(Γ)rS,r0 S 0 | ≤ Γ0 e−|r−r |/` for some O(1) constants Γ0 and `.
A unitary fGO/bGO Û , defined as transforming GSs into
GSs, is fully characterized by the representation matrix V de-
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termined by the linear action on individual modes:
Ûf† γ̂rS Ûf

=

X

(Vf )rS,r0 S 0 γ̂r0 S 0 ,

r 0 ,S 0

Ûb† ξˆrS Ûb =

X

(Vb )rS,r0 S 0 ξˆr0 S 0 .

(2)

r 0 ,S 0

We focus on locality-preserving GOs, for which, just like Γ,
the entries in V decay exponentially in terms of |r − r 0 |. Note
that it is the locality that allows us to distinguish different spatial dimensions. Without locality, all the GSs/GOs can be considered to be of zero dimension.
For simplicity, we assume the lattice translation symmetry such that (Γ)rS,r0 S 0 = (Γ)r−r0 ,SS 0 , which enables
us to perform the Fourier transformation (Γ(k))SS 0 =
P
−ik·δr
0
, where k ∈ T d is a wave vector in
δr∈Λ (Γ)δr,SS e
the Brillouin zone. One can check that Γ(k)∗ = Γ(−k) and
Γf (k)† = −Γf (k),

Γb (k)† = Γb (k) > 0,

(3)

Γf (k) = −112n ,

Γb (k)σΓb (k) = σ,

(4)
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where σ ≡ iσy ⊗ 11n is the symplectic matrix, σx,y,z is the
Pauli matrix and 11n is the n × n identity matrix. Similarly,
we can define V (k) and confirm the following inherent properties: V (k)∗ = V (−k) and
Vf (k)Vf (k)† = 112n ,

Vb (k)σVb (k)† = σ.

(5)

The short-range (exponential decay) nature of |Ψi/Û turns out
to be equivalent to the analyticity of Γ(k)/V (k) in k [48].
To impose a symmetry on a GS/GO, we only have to require
the symmetry operator commute [49] with |ΨihΨ|/Û and then
identify its action on the covariance matrix Γ/representation
matrix V . This is different from the way of imposing symmetries to Floquet unitaries [50], which is not compatible with
our operational framework due to the dynamical breaking of
anti-unitary symmetries [51].
Topological equivalence.— We say two GSs/GOs are
strictly equivalent if they can be interpolated by a continuous (more precisely, smooth) path along which both symmetries (if any) and locality are respected. Mathematically, this
is nothing but the homotopy equivalence [52] for Γ(k) and
V (k), which are smooth maps from T d to some matrix spaces.
First defining strict equivalence for GOs, we can alternatively
define that two GSs are strictly equivalent if one can be transformed into the other by a trivial GO strictly equivalent to
the identity. Obviously, this implies the original definition. To
see the converse, suppose that Γ(k; λ) (λ ∈ [0, 1]) interpolates
between Γ(k; 0) and Γ(k; 1), then the trivial GO V (k; 1) can
be determined by solving ∂λ V (k; λ) = K(k; λ)V (k; λ) with
V (k; 0) = 112n and
1
Γf (k; λ)∂λ Γf (k; λ),
2
1
Kb (k; λ) = Γb (k; λ)σ∂λ Γb (k; λ)σ.
2
Kf (k; λ) =

(6)

TABLE I. Dictionary for translating between the physical symmetries of the state (columns 2-4), the emergent symmetries of iΓf (k)
labelled according to the Hamiltoniam formalism (columns 5-7)
and the corresponding AZ classes (column 1). PHS/SLS stand for
particle-hole/sublattice symmetries. SU(2) symmetry marked by
z/“other” is imposed only in z-direciton/other degree of freedom
than spin. Strong topology of dD fGSs/fGOs are classified by πd (F),
where πd is the dth homotopy group and F is the classifying space
in the last column. Cells in blue are equivalent to the classification
of bGOs without or with involutory/anti-involutory TRS.

AZ

TRS
A
0
AIII −
AI
+
BDI +
D
0
DIII −
AII
−
CII
−
C
0
CI
−

Physical
U(1) SU(2)
1
0
0
z
1
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
1
0
0
other
0
1
0
1

Emergent
TRS PHS SLS
0
0
0
0
0
1
+
0
0
+
+
1
0
+
0
−
+
1
−
0
0
−
−
1
0
−
0
+
−
1

Classifying space
fGSs
fGOs
C0
C1
C1
C12
R0
R1
R1
R21
R2
R1
R3
C1
R4
R5
R5
R25
R6
R5
R7
C1

Note that Kf (k) = −Kf (k)† and σKb (k)σ = Kb (k)† , so
Vf (k) is unitary and Vb (k) is symplectic. This construction is
compatible with any additional symmetries [53].
Due to the physical feasibility of introducing “catalysts”
[54], a more useful definition is the following weaker version: two GSs/GOs are said to be equivalent if they are strictly
equivalent after some trivial ancillas are added. Mathematically, this definition is fully captured by the K-theory [55],
which concerns essentially the stable homotopy in the presence of additional degrees of freedom. Similar to the case of
strict equivalence, we can alternatively define two GSs to be
equivalent if one can be transformed into the other by a trivial
[56] GO and assisted by some ancillas. We define trivial GSs
to be those without correlations, i.e., Γ(k) is k-independent
or (Γ)rS,r0 S 0 ∝ δrr0 , and of course their equivalent states.
Classifications.— We compute the K-theory classification
of fGSs by applying the standard Clifford algebra technique
[7] directly to Γf (k), rather than to the Hamiltonian [57]. The
results reproduce the well-known periodic table [5–7] [cf. Table I]. Crucially, to obtain emergent symmetries on iΓf (k),
which reproduce the standard symmetries of the Hamiltonian
formalism [1], it is necessary to impose different physical
symmetries to the state |Ψf i. For example, even without any
physical symmetry, iΓf (k) exhibits the particle-hole symmetry; a physical spinless time-reversal symmetry (TRS) implies
an emergent sublattice symmetry {σz ⊗ 11n , iΓf (k)} = 0.
Overall, at the physical level it suffices to impose a TRS, a
U(1) symmetry (which generates a phase to crs ’s / ars ’s)
or a SU(2) spin-rotation symmetry to obtain all the AZ
classes [4, 5]. See Table I for the complete dictionary.
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TABLE XI. BdG WD CS fGO

To classify fGOs, we utilize the Hermitianization technique
developed in the context of Floquet topological phases [58]
and more recent non-Hermitian topological phases [59–61].
More in detail, given any unitary Vf (k), it turns out that
σ+ ⊗ Vf (k) + σ− ⊗ Vf (k)† (σ± ≡ (σx ± iσy )/2) is Hermitian and involutory. It can therefore be treated with the
same Clifford algebra techniques mentioned before, the results of which are summarized in the right half of the last column in Table I. The classifying spaces coincide with those
obtained through unitarization for non-Hermitian topological
phases [59]. Explicit classification results for fGOs (left) and
fGSs (right) with d ≤ 3 are presented in Fig. 1.
In contrast, all the short-range correlated bGSs are (strictly)
trivial. To see this, first noting that Γb (k) > 0, we can
uniquely define its logarithm log Γb (k) [62], which is Hermitian and anti-commutes with σ (cf. Eq. (4)). One can
thus continuously deform Γb (k; 0) ≡ Γb (k) into the identity
Γb (k; 1) ≡ 112n , which corresponds to the vacuum, via
Γb (k; λ) = e(1−λ) log Γb (k) ,

λ ∈ [0, 1].

(7)

This construction is also compatible with additional symmetries. Note that the triviality of bGSs does not contradict
the possible nontrivial excited bands [63–65] or dynamical
phases [42] in stable or unstable free-boson systems, since
short-range correlated bGSs correspond to the ground states
of stable and gapped free-boson systems [66].
Nevertheless, bGOs may be topologically nontrivial. To see
this, we can polar decompose the representation matrix into
Vb (k) = Wb (k)Pb (k), where Wb (k) is unitary and Pb (k)
is Hermitian and positive-definite, both of which satisfy the
right relation in Eq. (5) [53]. We can trivialize Pb (k) into
the identity following Eq. (7) and accordingly unitarize Vb (k)
into Wb (k), which satisfies [Wb (k), σ] = 0. The classification of bGOs thus turns out to be that of a unitary Wb (k) that
commutes with σ, i.e. equivalent to fGOs in the presence of
the U(1) symmetry given by σ. The corresponding rows (with
or without TRS) are marked in blue in Table I.
Relations between Gaussian states and operations.— As
mentioned previously, topologically equivalent GSs can be related to each other by trivial GOs. Taking the dual of this statement, we know that GOs generating topological GSs from
trivial reference states are necessarily topological, and we will
refer to them as state-like topological GOs.
However, topological GOs may not always change the topological class of a GS. In this case we refer to them as genuinely
dynamical. This happens for bosons, and actually also some
symmetry classes of fermions. One simple example is class A
or AI in 1D, where there is no topological fGS while fGOs are
classified by Z, which corresponds to the winding number of
Vf (k) [29] and is exemplified by lattice translations [19]. Indeed, lattice translations leave translation-invariant fGSs unchanged, and cannot alter any topological feature even in the
presence of disorder.
Topological fGSs that can be generated by acting with a
fGO on a trivial state in the same symmetry class are known
as disentanglable. Notably, there exist also non-disentaglable
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FIG. 1. Homomorphism from the K-groups for fGOs to that for
fGSs induced by applying fGOs to trivialTABLE
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fGSs. This clearly happens in 2D, where fGOs are all trivial
while fGSs are not (see Fig. 1). In particular, class D without any symmetry is classified by Z, which corresponds to the
Chern number and is exemplified by the ground state of a chiral superconductor [67, 68].
In general, one can define a group homomorphism from
the K-group of GOs to that of GSs induced by the functor F : Û → Û |Ψ0 i, where |Ψ0 i is a trivial reference GS.
This group homomorphism is obviously trivial for bosons,
but turns out to be unexpectedly complicated for fermions.
From the above examples, where either fGSs or fGOs are always trivial, we already know that this group homomorphism
may be neither injective nor surjective. What remains unclear
is, when both fGSs and fGOs have nontrivial classifications,
whether the former can be disentangled by the latter.
As illustrated in Fig. 1, the complete answer to the above
question reads: fGSs in the Dyson-Wigner classes [69], including A, AI and AII, are fully non-disentanglable. In
contrast, the chiral-symmetry classes [70], including AIII,
BDI and CII, are fully disentanglable. The remaining four
Bogoliubov-de Gennes classes [4], including D, DIII, C and
CI, are partially disentanglable for specific spatial dimensions.
Understanding the full disentanglability of chiral-symmetry
classes is the easiest. In fact, one can show straightforwardly
that any fGSs in these classes can be disentangled by certain
fGOs with the same symmetries [53]. Turning to the WignerDyson classes with particle number conservation, the full nondisentanglability can be understood from the absence of exponentially localized (and compatible with the TRS, if any)
Wannier functions [71, 72].
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TABLE II. Examples of topological fGSs that can and cannot be disentangled by fGOs, as well as genuinely dynamical topological fGOs. We
can always obtain examples of state-like topological fGOs from the disentanglers for disentanglable topological fGSs.
Gaussian topological order
Disentanglable fGS (State-like fGO)
Non-disentanglable fGS
Genuinely dynamical fGO

Intrinsic
Symmetry-enriched
class D, d = 1
class BDI, d = 1
Kitaev chain × (2m + 1)
class D, d = 2
class A, d = 2
Chiral superconductor
Quantum Hall insulator
class D, d = 1
class AI, d = 1
Lattice translation

For class D/C, the fGSs and fGOs are both nontrivial only
in d = 0, 1/4, 5, where class BDI/CII also has nontrivial fGSs
and can be surjectively (in the sense of topological equivalence) included into class D/C by forgetting the TRS. Recalling the full disentanglability for class BDI/CII, we know that
these topological fGSs in class D/C are also disentanglable.
The remaining classes DIII and CI are the most complicated. By explicitly calculating the winding number or the
Chern-Simons form [1], we find that topological fGSs are
fully disentanglable in d = 1, 7 (DIII) or d = 3, 5 (CI), while
only a subgroup 2Z out of Z is disentanglable in d = 3 (DIII)
or d = 7 (CI). The latter result is consistent with the fact that
classes AII and AI are non-disentanglable: let us temporarily
use the Hamiltonian formalism. For topological insulators in
class DIII/CI, we can surjectively include them into classes
AII/AI by forgetting the particle-hole symmetry. Therefore,
the former cannot be fully disentanglable since otherwise it
would contradict the non-disentanglable nature of the latter.
Discussions.— It is well-known that fGSs (similarly to general topological quantum states) can be categorized into intrinsic [73], symmetry-protected [74] and symmetry-enriched
topological order [75]: nontrivial fGSs in class D are intrinsically topological, while nontrivial symmetric fGSs that are
still nontrivial (become trivial) in the absence of symmetries
exhibit Gaussian symmetry-protected (symmetry-enriched)
order [76]. Here, we can further refine each category into two
classes based on the disentanglability. Similarly, we can also
categorize topological fGOs and refine them to be state-like
or genuinely dynamical, depending on whether they can generate topological fGSs. See some examples in Table II.
Furthermore, fGOs are relevant also to free Floquet systems
described by time-periodic Bloch Hamiltonians h(k, t+T ) =
h(k, t). Although dD topological fGOs
cannot be written
→
− −i R T dt h(k,t)
0
as Floquet unitaries VF (k) ≡ T e
in dD, we
expect that they can be embedded as the edge dynamics of
(d + 1)D intrinsic Floquet topological phases without equilibrium counterparts. There are some 1D examples in the literature [31, 37], and it would be interesting to consider explicit
constructions in higher dimensions.
Finally, we note that the unitary-to-state homomorphism
[cf. Fig. 1] applies to general locally interacting systems. In
particular, disentanglability can be defined for general shortrange correlated quantum states by simply extending disentan-

Symmetry-protected
class BDI, d = 1
Kitaev chain × 2m
class AII, d = 2, 3
TRS topological insulator
class AII, d = 3
TRS Z2 operation

glers from Gaussian operations to arbitrary QCA. For example, the Kitaev chain [77] still exhibits disentanglable intrinsic
topological order in the presence of interactions [78], since it
can be disentangled by a nontrivial fermionic QCA [23, 37].
In fact, all the symmetry-protected topological phases classified by (super)cohomology [11, 79–82] are known to be disentanglable. In contrast, the toric code [83], which is also
topologically ordered, is not disentanglable due to the triviality of 2D bosonic (spin) QCA [84]. Also, the notions of
state-like and genuinely dynamical topology apply equally to
general QCA. For example, the nontrivial 1D fermionic QCA
mentioned and a recently discovered 3D bosonic QCA [85]
that disentangles the Walker-Wang model [86] are state-like,
while the (symmetry-protected) index is a genuinely dynamical topological invariant in 1D [19–22, 24].
Summary and outlook.— We have revisited the classification problem of free fermions from an operational perspective, which in turn inspires us to consider the boson counterpart and the classification of GOs. We have found that while
bGSs are all trivial, bGOs are not. Most importantly, we have
unveiled the complicated relations between fGSs and fGOs,
which allow us to refine topological fGSs based on the disentanglability and in turn distinguish state-like topological fGOs
from genuinely dynamical ones. The underlying unitary-tostate homomorphism applies equally to interacting systems
and provides new insights into both equilibrium and nonequilibrium topological phases.
One obvious open problem is the generalization to generic
quantum states and operations. Two specific questions could
be finding non-disentanglable symmetry-protected topological phases and genuinely dynamical topological QCA in d ≥
2D. Even within GSs/GOs, we can consider many generalizations such as to crystalline [87–91] and higher-order [92–94]
topological phases or/and mixed Gaussian states and channels
[95–98]. Last but not the least, it might also be interesting to
study the implications of topological obstructions for Gaussian variational methods with local ansätze [99–101].
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[17] R. Orús, Ann. Phys. 349, 117 (2014).
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However, if Ûs is unitary and not traceless, we can show that
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Supplemental Materials
We derive the explicit symmetry (either unitary or antiunitary) constraints on the covariance matrices for GSs and
the representation matrices for GOs. In particular, we confirm
the consistency with the widely used Hamiltonian notation in
the literature. We also provide the full periodic table for topological fGSs and fGOs, as well as the refined ones based on
disentanglability.
SYMMETRY CONSTRAINTS ON AND TOPOLOGICAL
CLASSIFICATIONS OF GSS AND GOS
Unitary and anti-unitary symmetries

A pure fGS is fully characterized by its covariance matrix
(Γf )jj 0 =

i
hΨf |[γ̂j , γ̂j 0 ]|Ψf i .
2

(S1)

We consider symmetry operators Ûs that we assume to be
Gaussian unitaries or anti-unitaries, meaning that they transform the modes linearly:
X
Ûs† γ̂j Ûs =
(Vs )jj 0 γ̂j 0 .
(S2)
j0

Imposing the symmetry on a fGS corresponds to requiring [Ûs , |Ψf ihΨf |] = 0. At the level of the covariance
matrix this is equivalent to i/2 hΨf |Ûs† [γ̂j , γ̂j 0 ]Ûs |Ψf i =
i/2 hΨf |[γ̂j , γ̂j 0 ]|Ψf i
for
unitary
symmetries
and
∗
i/2 hΨf |Ûs† [γ̂j , γ̂j 0 ]Ûs |Ψf i = i/2 hΨf |[γ̂j , γ̂j 0 ]|Ψf i for
anti-unitary symmetries. Considering that Γf is imaginary,
we have
Vs Γf Vs† = ±Γf

(S3)

where the + / − holds for unitary / anti-unitary symmetries.
A pure bGS is fully characterized by its displacement vector
(∆b )j = hΨb |ξˆj |Ψb i ,

(S4)

and covariance matrix

One can continuously deform ∆b into 0 in a symmetric
manner simply via ∆b (λ) = (1 − λ)∆b . This is realized
by on-site displacement operations and thus does not alter the
short-range nature of the bGS. In what follows we therefore
assume ∆b = 0 and in the case of bGOs we do not consider
displacements.
Let us now consider the effect of imposing symmetries on
a unitary GO Ûf/b . We have to impose the commutation relation [Ûf/b , Ûs ] = 0. This coincides with requiring
(S8)

[Vf/b , Vs ] = 0 .

As Vf/b is always real, there is no difference between unitary
and anti-unitary symmetries. This result implies the consistency of symmetry constraint in Eq. (6) in the main text, especially for the case of fermions and anti-unitary symmetries:
while Γf anti-commutes with Vs , Kf turns out to commute
with Vs and so does Vf .
We now review some unitary and anti-unitary symmetries.
We define them in the case of fermions, but analogous results
hold, where applicable, also for bosons, simply by replacing
ĉj with âj and γ̂j with ξˆj .
U(1) particle-number symmetry — In the case of the unitary particle-number symmetry Ûs = Φ̂, for Gaussian states it
is sufficient to impose the discrete subgroup Z4 generated by
Φ : ĉrs 7→ −iĉrs , ĉ†rs 7→ iĉ†rs . In the Majorana representation this leads to
Φ̂† γ̂ rs Φ̂ = iσy γ̂ rs ,

(S9)

T

where γ̂ rs ≡ (γ̂r+s , γ̂r−s ) .
SU(2) spin-rotation symmetry — In the case of the unitary
spin rotation symmetry Ûs = R̂, for Gaussian states it is sufficient to impose the π-rotation symmetry along x and z directions:
!
!
ĉ†r↑s̃
ĉ†r↑s̃
†
R̂x,z †
R̂x,z = iσx,z †
.
(S10)
ĉr↓s̃
ĉr↓s̃
In the Majorana representation this leads to
†
R̂x,z
γ̂ rs̃ R̂x,z = (iσy ⊗ σx,z ) γ̂ rs̃ ,

(S11)

T

(Γb )jj 0 =

1
hΨb |{δ ξˆj , δ ξˆj 0 }|Ψb i ,
2

(S5)

where δ ξˆj = ξˆj − (∆b )j .
Invariance under the symmetry operators Ûs , defined similarly to before, is given by
Vs ∆b = ∆b

(S6)

Vs Γb Vs† = Γb .

(S7)

Due to the fact that ∆b and Γb are real, in the bosonic case
there is no difference between unitary and anti-unitary symmetries.

where γ̂ rs̃ ≡ (γ̂r+↑s̃ , γ̂r+↓s̃ , γ̂r−↑s̃ , γ̂r−↓s̃ ) and s̃ indicates
the internal degrees of freedom other than spin.
Time-reversal symmetry — In the case of spinless fermions
we can always find a basis such that the anti-unitary timereversal symmetry (TRS) Ûs = Θ̂ leaves the operators ĉrs
invariant. That is, in the Majorana basis,
Θ̂† γ̂ rs Θ̂ = σz γ̂ rs .

(S12)

In the case of spin-1/2 fermions, the TRS additionally flips
the spin according to
!
!
†
ĉ†r↑s̃
† ĉr↑s̃
Θ̂
Θ̂ = iσy †
,
(S13)
ĉ†r↓s̃
ĉr↓s̃
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and we therefore have
Θ̂† γ̂ rs̃ Θ̂ = (σz ⊗ iσy )γ̂ rs̃ .

(S14)

For fermions, we have that the matrix iΓf (k) is Hermitian
and involutory and can thus be regarded as a flattened Hamiltonian. It also has to fulfill the condition
[iΓf (k)]∗ = −iΓf (−k),

In summary:
Particle-number (U(1)): VΦ = 11Λ ⊗ iσy ⊗ 11n
Spin-rotation (SU(2)): VRx,z = 11Λ ⊗ iσy ⊗ σx,z ⊗ 11ñ
Spinless TRS: VΘ = 11Λ ⊗ σz ⊗ 11n
Spin-1/2 TRS: VΘ = 11Λ ⊗ σz ⊗ iσy ⊗ 11ñ ,
where ñ = n/2.

which in the Hamiltonian-based formalism corresponds to an
involutory PHS. In the case of no physical symmetries there
no further constraints, leading to class D.
In the case of spinless TRS alone, we have the condition
{Γf (k), σz ⊗ 11n } = 0. At the Hamiltonian-based level
this can be seen as the result of iΓf (k) satisfying both the
PHS (S16) and the TRS
(σz ⊗ 11n )[iΓf (k)]∗ (σz ⊗ 11n ) = iΓf (−k),

Classification of states with Hamiltonian-based AZ classes

We now show that the constraints deriving from imposing
the physical symmetries discussed above on fermionic Gaussian states are equivalent to imposing certain emergent symmetries at the level of the matrix iΓ. These emergent symmetries can be understood in terms of the Hamiltonian-based AZ
classes.
In the Hamiltonian-based formulation, symmetries can be
classified as time-reversal, particle-hole or sub-lattice symmetries acting on Bloch/Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) Hamiltonians in the following way:
VT h(k)∗ VT† = h(−k),
VC h(k) VC†
†
VSL h(k)VSL
∗

= −h(−k),
= −h(k),

VT VT∗ = ±11,
VC VC∗
2
VSL

= ±11,

(S15)

= 11.

The different combinations of these symmetries, and whether
they square to +11 (involutory) or to −11 (anti-involutory),
lead to the ten AZ symmetry classes, as summarized in Table I. Note that if the Hamiltonian satisfies both a TRS and a
particle-hole symmetry (PHS), which always commute with
each other, it will also satisfy a sub-lattice symmetry, which
can be constructed out of the product of VT and VC .
TABLE I. Altland-Zirnbauer (AZ) classes in terms of symmetries in
the Hamiltonian-based formalism.
AZ TRS PHS SLS Classifying space
A
0
0
0
C0
AIII 0
0
1
C1
AI +
0
0
R0
BDI + +
1
R1
D
0
+
0
R2
DIII − +
1
R3
0
0
R4
AII −
CII − −
1
R5
C
0
−
0
R6
CI + −
1
R7

(S16)

(S17)

both of which square to +11. This means that iΓf (k) belongs
to class BDI. The general form of iΓf (k) reads


0 q(k)
iΓf (k) =
,
(S18)
q(k)† 0
where q(k) is a unitary satisfying q(k)∗ = q(−k).
In the case of spin-1/2 TRS alone, we have the condition
{Γf (k), σz ⊗ iσy ⊗ 11ñ } = 0. This can again be understood
as the result of iΓf (k) satisfying both the PHS (S16) and the
TRS
(σz ⊗iσy ⊗ 11ñ )[iΓf (k)]∗ (σz ⊗iσy ⊗ 11ñ )† = iΓf (−k), (S19)
where now the TRS squares to −11. This means that iΓf (k)
belongs to class DIII. The general form of iΓf (k) reads


1 i[q(k) − q(k)† ]
[q(k) + q(k)† ]σz
,
SiΓf (k)S =
2 σz [q(k) + q(k)† ] −iσz [q(k) − q(k)† ]σz
(S20)
where σz is a simplified notation for σz ⊗ 11ñ (this simplification will be adopted hereafter, sometimes
with ñ replaced by n
P
or σµ replaced by σ0 ⊗σµ ), S = ( µ=0,x,y,z σµ ⊗σµ )⊗ 11ñ /2
swaps the Majorana and spin degrees of freedom and q(k) is
an n × n unitary satisfying q(k)T = −q(−k).
In the case of U(1) particle-number symmetry alone, the
condition [Γf (k), iσy ⊗ 11n ] = 0, toghether with Eq. (S16),
implies that iΓf (k) must have the form


1
h(k) − h(−k)∗ ih(k) + ih(−k)∗
iΓf (k) =
2 −ih(k) − ih(−k)∗ h(k) − h(−k)∗
σ0 − σy
σ0 + σy
=
⊗ h(k) −
⊗ h(−k)∗ , (S21)
2
2
where h(k) is a flat n ×n Hermitian matrix with no symmetry
constraint, which belongs to class A.
In case we impose U(1) particle-number symmetry and
spinless TRS, then iΓf (k) will have to be of the form (S21)
with the additional constraint, coming from the TRS, that
h(k) satisfies
h(k)∗ = h(−k).

(S22)
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h(k) is therefore a Hamiltonian satisfying an involutory TRS,
leading to class AI.
In case we impose U(1) particle-number symmetry and
spin-1/2 TRS, then iΓf (k) will have to be of the form (S21)
where now h(k) satisfies
(iσy ⊗ 11ñ )h(k)∗ (iσy ⊗ 11ñ )† = h(−k).

(S23)

Therefore h(k) now satisfies an anti-involutory TRS, leading
to class AII.
In the case of SU(2) spin-rotation symmetry alone, the Hermitian and involutory matrix iΓf has to satisfy Eq. (S16) and
additionally [iΓf (k), σy ⊗ σx ⊗ 11ñ ] = 0 and [iΓf (k), σy ⊗
σz ⊗ 11ñ ] = 0. Imposing these constraints we obtain that iΓf
should be of the form
iΓf (k) =


1
h(k) − h(−k)∗
i[h(k) + h(−k)∗ ]σz
,
2 −iσz [h(k) + h(−k)∗ ] σz [h(k) − h(−k)∗ ]σz
(S24)
where h(k) is a flat n × n Hermitian matrix satisfying
(iσy ⊗ 11ñ )h(k)∗ (iσy ⊗ 11ñ )† = −h(−k).

(S25)

We therefore have a Hamiltonian satisfying an anti-involutory
PHS, leading to class C.
In case we impose SU(2) spin-rotation symmetry and spin1/2 TRS, we have that iΓf should be of the form (S24) where
h(k) satisfies the anti-involutory PHS (S25). Additionally the
TRS implies that
h(k)∗ = h(−k),

q(k) =

σ0 − σy
σ0 + σy
⊗ q̃(k) −
⊗ q̃(−k)T ,
2
2

where q̃(k) is an ñ × ñ unitary satisfying q̃(k)T = q̃(−k).
If, on the other hand, we impose the SU(2) rotation symmetry on another internal degree of freedom different from
the spin, then iΓf will be of the form (S24) (where σz should
be understood as σ0 ⊗ σz ⊗ 11ñ ) with h(k) satisfying the antiinvolutory PHS (S25), where now iσy acts on this other degree
of freedom:
(σ0 ⊗ iσy ⊗ 11ñ/2 )h(k)∗ (σ0 ⊗ iσy ⊗ 11ñ/2 )† = −h(−k).
(S28)
The TRS (S19) will then act on the spin indices of h(k) as
(S29)

giving this time an anti-involutory TRS. We are then in class
CII. The general form of h(k) reads with respect to the spin
indices


1
i[q(k) − q(k)† ]
−[q(k) + q(k)† ]σy
,
h(k) =
2 −σy [q(k) + q(k)† ] −iσy [q(k) − q(k)† ]σy
(S30)

(S31)

and q̃(k) is an arbitrary ñ × ñ unitary. Alternatively, iΓf can
be generally expressed as Eq. (S24), where h(k) given by
Eq. (S27) with q̃(k) being arbitrary. Arbitrary unitaries belong to class AIII.

Classification of operations with Hamiltonian-based AZ classes

We will use the Hermitianization technique to map the
constraints on unitary representation matrices to conditions which, like before, can be classified in terms of the
Hamiltonian-based AZ symmetry classes. In some cases we
will be in situations where we have additional order 2 symmetries on top of the ones summarized in Table I. To classify
these cases we will use the formalism introduced in Ref. [89].
The results will be double checked by the general forms of the
representation matrices.

fGOs

(S26)

which from the Hamiltonian-based point of view is an involutory TRS, leading to class CI. The general form of h(k) reads


1 q̃(k) + q̃(k)† i[q̃(k) − q̃(k)† ]
,
(S27)
h(k) =
2 i[q̃(k) − q̃(k)† ] −q̃(k) − q̃(k)†

(iσy ⊗ 11ñ )h(k)∗ (iσy ⊗ 11ñ )† = h(−k),

where q(k) is a unitary satisfying (iσy ⊗ 11ñ/2 )q(k)∗ (iσy ⊗
11ñ/2 )† = q(−k). We emphasize again that here iσy acts on
the other degree of freedom.
Finally, if we consider a spin-1/2 system with TRS and
we impose a further U(1) symmetry, namely a spin-rotation
symmetry around the z-axis, then iΓf must have the form of
Eq. (S20), where q(k) is given by

We will first treat the case of fermions. In this case, Vf (k)
is unitary and satisfies Vf (k)∗ = Vf (−k). Using the Hermitianization technique, we will consider


0
Vf (k)
X(k) =
,
(S32)
Vf (k)†
0
where we now have that X(k) is Hermitian, involutory (X 2 =
11) and satisifies
X(k)∗ = X(−k),
∗

(σz ⊗ 112n )X(k) (σz ⊗ 112n ) = −X(−k),

(S33)
(S34)

where 2n is the dimension of Vf (k). We can therefore regard
X as a flat Hamiltonian satisfying involutory TRS and PHS.
For this reason, fGOs with no physical symmetries fall into
class BDI with classifying space R1 .
In the case of spinless TRS alone we have the condition
[σz ⊗ 11n , Vf (k)] = 0, which at the level of the Hermitianized
operator X means
(σ0 ⊗ σz ⊗ 11n )X(k)(σ0 ⊗ σz ⊗ 11n ) = X(k).

(S35)

This is an additional unitary and involutory symmetry that
commutes with both the TRS and PHS of X. We are therefore
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+
in the case s = 1, t = 0 (U++
) of Sec. III C of Ref. [89]. This
means the K-group is given by

K(s = 1, t = 0; d) = πd (R21 ).

(S36)

This result is consistent with the following general form:


u1 (k)
0
Vf (k) =
,
(S37)
0
u2 (k)
where u1 (k) and u2 (k) are two independent n × n unitaries
satisfying u1,2 (k)∗ = u1,2 (−k).
In the case of spin-1/2 TRS alone we have the condition
[σz ⊗ iσy ⊗ 11ñ , Vf (k)] = 0, which at the level of the Hermitianized operator X means
(σ0 ⊗ σz ⊗ iσy ⊗ 11ñ )X(k)(σ0 ⊗ σz ⊗ iσy ⊗ 11ñ ) = X(k).
(S38)
This is an additional unitary and anti-involutory symmetry
that commutes with both the TRS and PHS of X. We are
−
therefore in the case s = 1, t = 2 (U++
) of Sec. III C of
Ref. [89]. This means the K-group is given by
K(s = 1, t = 2; d) = πd (C1 ).

(S39)

This result is consistent with the following general form:
SVf (k)S =


1
u(k) + u(−k)∗
i[u(k) − u(−k)∗ ]σz
,
2 −iσz [u(k) − u(−k)∗ ] σz [u(k) + u(−k)∗ ]σz
(S40)
where S is the same as that in Eq. (S20) and u(k) is an arbitrary n × n unitary.
In the case of U(1) particle-number symmetry alone, we
have the condition on [Vf (k), iσy ⊗ 11n ] = 0. Similarly to the
case of fGSs, this, combined with Vf (k)∗ = Vf (−k) implies
that Vf (k) must have the form


1
u(k) + u(−k)∗ iu(k) − iu(−k)∗
Vf (k) =
2 −iu(k) + iu(−k)∗ u(k) + u(−k)∗
σ0 + σy
σ0 − σy
=
⊗ u(k) +
⊗ u(−k)∗ , (S41)
2
2
where u(k) is an arbitrary n × n unitary matrix. Let us again
reduce ourselves back to the Hamiltonian-based formalism
through the Hermitianization technique. In this case we have
to consider the object


0
u(k)
Y (k) =
,
(S42)
u(k)† 0
which is an involutory Hermitian matrix satisfying
(σz ⊗ 11n )Y (k)(σz ⊗ 11n ) = −Y (k).

(S43)

This can be understood as an involutory sub-lattice symmetry.
There are no further symmetry constraints and we are therefore in class AIII with classifying space C1 .

In case of U(1) particle-number symmetry and spinless
TRS, then Vf (k) will still take the form (S41), but now the
TRS imposes the additional constraint
u(k)∗ = u(−k).

(S44)

At the Hamiltonian level therefore we have the following symmetries on Y (k):
(σz ⊗ 11n )Y (k)∗ (σz ⊗ 11n ) = −Y (−k),
∗

Y (k) = Y (−k),

(S45)
(S46)

which can be seen as involutory PHS and TRS respectively,
leading to class BDI, with classifying space R1 .
In case of U(1) particle-number symmetry and spin-1/2
TRS, we similarly find that Vf (k) takes the form (S41), but
now the TRS imposes the constraint
(iσy ⊗ 11ñ )u(k)∗ (iσy ⊗ 11ñ )† = u(−k).

(S47)

At the Hamiltonian level therefore we have
(σz ⊗ iσy ⊗ 11ñ )Y (k)∗ (σz ⊗ iσy ⊗ 11ñ )† = −Y (−k),
(S48)
(σ0 ⊗ iσy ⊗ 11ñ )Y (k)∗ (σ0 ⊗ iσy ⊗ 11ñ )† = Y (−k), (S49)
which are now anti-involutory PHS and TRS, leading to class
CII with classifying space R5 .
In the case of SU(2) spin-rotation symmetry alone, we have
the constraints [Vf (k), σy ⊗ σx ⊗ 11ñ ] = 0 and [Vf (k), σy ⊗
σz ⊗ 11ñ ] = 0. Similarly to the case of fGSs, this, combined
with Vf (k)∗ = Vf (−k) implies that Vf (k) must have the form
of the rhs of Eq. (S40):
Vf (k) =


1
u(k) + u(−k)∗
i[u(k) − u(−k)∗ ]σz
,
2 −iσz [u(k) − u(−k)∗ ] σz [u(k) + u(−k)∗ ]σz
(S50)
where u(k) is a unitary matrix, satisfying
(iσy ⊗ 11ñ )u(k)∗ (iσy ⊗ 11ñ )† = u(−k).

(S51)

This is the same situation as in the case of U(1) particlenumber symmetry and spin-1/2 TRS, which can be seen as
equivalent to imposing the anti-involutory PHS (S48) and
TRS (S49) to the Hermitianized martix (S42). Therefore we
are again in class CII with classifying space R5 .
In case we impose SU(2) spin-rotation symmetry and
spin-1/2 TRS, we have again that Vf (k) takes the form of
Eq. (S50) and that the Hermitianized matrix (S42) satisfies
the PHS (S48) and TRS (S49). Additionally, the TRS implies
that
(σ0 ⊗ iσy ⊗ 11ñ )Y (k)(σ0 ⊗ iσy ⊗ 11ñ )† = Y (k).

(S52)

This is an additional anti-involutory unitary symmetry that
commutes with both the PHS and TRS of Y (k). This means

11
−
we are in the case s = 5, t = 2 (U++
) of Sec. III C of
Ref. [89], where the K-group is given by

K(s = 5, t = 2; d) = πd (C1 ).

(S53)

This result is consistent with the following general form:
σ0 ⊗ σ0 − σz ⊗ σy
⊗ ũ(k)
2
σ0 ⊗ σ0 + σz ⊗ σy
⊗ ũ(−k)∗ ,
+
2

Vf (k) =

(S54)

where ũ(k) is an arbitrary ñ × ñ unitary.
If we impose the SU(2) rotation symmetry on an internal
degree of freedom different from the spin, then Vf (k) will
be of the form Eq. (S50) (where σz should be understood as
σ0 ⊗ σz ⊗ 11ñ/2 ) with Y (k) satisfying the PHS (S48) and
TRS (S49), where now iσy acts on this other degree of freedom. The TRS will then act on the spin indices of Y (k) as
(σ0 ⊗ iσy ⊗ 11ñ )Y (k)∗ (σ0 ⊗ iσy ⊗ 11ñ )† = Y (−k). (S55)
giving an additional anti-involutory anti-unitary symmetry
that commutes with both the PHS and TRS of Y (k). This
means we are in the case s = 5, t = 0 (A−
++ ) of Sec. III C of
Ref. [89], where the K-group is given by
K(s = 5, t = 0; d) = πd (R25 ).

(S56)

This result is consistent with Vf (k) having the form of
Eq. (S50) with u(k) of the general form:
u(k) =


1
ũ1 (k) + ũ2 (k)
i[ũ1 (k) − ũ2 (k)]σy
,
2 −iσy [ũ1 (k) − ũ2 (k)] σy [ũ1 (k) + ũ2 (k)]σy
(S57)
where ũ1 (k) and ũ2 (k) are two independent ñ × ñ unitaries
satisfying (iσy ⊗ 11ñ/2 )ũ1,2 (k)∗ (iσy ⊗ 11ñ/2 )† = ũ1,2 (−k).
Finally, if we consider a spin-1/2 system with TRS and we
impose a further U(1) spin-rotation symmetry around the zaxis, then one can show that Vf (k) must have the form
Vf (k) =
1
[(σ0 ⊗ σ0 + σy ⊗ σz + σz ⊗ σy + σx ⊗ σx ) ⊗ ũ1 (k)
4
+ (σ0 ⊗ σ0 − σy ⊗ σz − σz ⊗ σy + σx ⊗ σx ) ⊗ ũ1 (−k)∗
+ (σ0 ⊗ σ0 − σy ⊗ σz + σz ⊗ σy − σx ⊗ σx ) ⊗ ũ2 (k)
+(σ0 ⊗ σ0 + σy ⊗ σz − σz ⊗ σy − σx ⊗ σx ) ⊗ ũ2 (−k)∗ ] ,
(S58)
where ũ1 (k) and ũ2 (k) are two independent arbitrary ñ × ñ
unitaries. Therefore, the K-group is given by πd (C12 ).

Vb (k) = Wb (k)Pb (k), where Wb (k) is unitary and Pb (k) is
Hermitian and positive definite. Substituting this into Eq. (5)
in the main text, we obtain
[−σWb (k)σ][−σPb (k)σ] = Wb (k)Pb (k)−1 ,

where σ ≡ iσy ⊗ 11n is the symplectic matrix. Recalling the
uniqueness of polar decomposition, this means that Wb (k)
and Pb (k) are also symplectic. Finally, Pb (k) can be continuously deformed to the identity according to Eq. (7).
We then reduce ourselves to classifying Wb which is unitary and fulfills
Wb (k)∗ = Wb (−k),
†

Wb (k)σWb (k) = σ, .

Let us now turn to bosons. As discussed in the main text,
the symplectic matrix Vb can always be continuously unitarized. This is based on considering the polar decomposition

(S60)
(S61)

Considering that Wb (k) is unitary, the condition (S61) is
equivalent to [Wb (k), σ] = 0. We are therefore in a situation completely equivalent to the one of fGOs with a U(1)
particle-number symmetry. Just like in that case, we have that
Wb (k) must have the form of Eq. (S41):
Wb (k) =

σ0 + σy
σ0 − σy
⊗ u(k) +
⊗ u(−k)∗ , (S62)
2
2

where u(k) is a unitary matrix. As before, we can see this as
imposing a sub-lattice symmetry on the Hamiltonian matrix
(S42), which leads to class AIII with classifying space C1 .
In case of a spinless TRS alone, we have that this can be
seen as imposing involutory PHS and TRS on Y (k) (as in the
case of fGOs with U(1) symmetry and spinless TRS). This
leads to class BDI and classifying space R1 .
In case of a spin-1/2 TRS alone, we have that this can be
seen as imposing anti-involutory PHS and TRS on Y (k) (as
in the case of fGOs with U(1) symmetry and spin-1/2 TRS).
This leads to class CII and classifying space R5 .
Imposing a U(1) particle number symmetry just corresponds to enforcing [Vb (k), σ] = 0 directly, without having to
first unitarize Vb (k). Because of (S61) this means that Vb (k)
has to already be unitary. This constraint therefore does not
change the classification of bGOs.
Imposing SU(2) rotation symmetry on a matrix Wb (k) of
the form (S62) corresponds to imposing it trivially on u(k),
i.e., [u(k), σx ⊗ 11ñ ] = [u(k), σz ⊗ 11ñ ] = 0. This means
u(k) = σ0 ⊗ ũ(k) for an arbitrary unitary ũ(k). We therefore
remain in class AIII with classifying space C1 .
Finally if we consider a system with spin-1/2 TRS and we
impose a spin-rotation symmetry around the z-axis only, we
have that Wb (k) must be of the form
σ0 ⊗ σ0 + σz ⊗ σy
⊗ ũ(k)
2
σ0 ⊗ σ0 − σz ⊗ σy
+
⊗ ũ(−k)∗ ,
2

Wb (k) =
bGOs

(S59)

(S63)

for an arbitrary ñ × ñ unitary ũ(k), which leads again to class
AIII with classifying space C1 .
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PERIODIC TABLES

After a brief review of the expressions of the topological
invariants (cf. Ref. [1]), we first present the full periodic table for fGSs and fGOs as well as the group homomorphism
from the latter to the former. Then we refine the periodic tables according to the disentanglability as well as the genuinely
dynamical topology.

Topological invariants

There are two different types of Z (or 2Z) topological numbers in the periodic table. The first one is associated to an involutory Hermitian matrix h(k) in even dimensions d = 2m
(m ∈ N). This is the mth Chern number:
 m Z
i
1
Tr F m ,
(S64)
Chm =
m! 2π
Td
where F is the Berry curvature built from the Berry connection via F ≡ dA + A ∧ A with
(A(k))αβ ≡ ψ α (k)† dψ β (k) =

d
X

ψ α (k)† ∂kµ ψ β (k)dkµ ,

µ=1

(S65)
Here ψ α (k)’s are the eigenvectors of h(k) with eigenvalue
−1. Alternatively, we can express the Chern number (S64)
directly in terms of h(k) as
 m Z
i
1
Tr[h(dh)2m ].
(S66)
Chm = − 2m+1
2
m! 2π
Td
The second-type integer topological number is associated
with a unitary matrix q(k) in odd dimensions d = 2m + 1.
This is the mth winding number:
ωm

(−)m m!
=
(2m + 1)!



i
2π

m+1 Z

Tr[(q † dq)2m+1 ]. (S67)

Td

Alternatively, the winding number can be expressed as twice
of the Chern-Simons form
 m+1 Z Z 1
1
i
CSm =
dt Tr(AFtm )
(S68)
m! 2π
Td 0
with Ft ≡ tdA + t A ∧ A under a special gauge. Here A is
defined in the same form as Eq. (S65) with ψ α (k)’s being the
eigenstates of σ+ ⊗ q(k) + σ− ⊗ q(k)† with eigenvalue −1.
The special gauge is chosen such that


1
φα
ψ α (k) = √
,
(S69)
†
2 −q(k) φα

As for the Z2 index, there are also two different types of
formulas depending on d. If d = 2m is even, the Z2 index is
given by the Fu-Kane formula:
 m Z
i
1
Tr F m
FKm =
1 d
m! 2π
T
2
 m Z
Z 1
1
i
dt Tr(AFtm−1 ),
−
(m − 1)! 2π
∂( 21 T d ) 0
(S70)
where 21 T d = {k : k1 ∈ [0, π], kµ ∈ [−π, π] ∀µ > 1}
refers to half of the Brillouin zone and it boundary reads
∂( 12 T d ) = {k : k1 = 0, π; kµ ∈ [−π, π] ∀µ > 1}. Recalling that the Chern-Simons form (S68) is gauge dependent,
we have to set some constraints on the gauge at ∂( 12 T d ) such
that FKm (S70) is well-defined up to an even integer. For
classes AI, AII, DIII and CI, the constraint is given by
ψ α (−k)† VT ψ β (k)∗ |k∈ 21 T d = const.,

(S71)

where VT is the emergent TRS on h(k) (cf Eq. (S15)) and the
constant, although being k-independent, may still depend on
α, β. For classes D, C, BDI and CII, the constraint is given by
Z
Tr[(X † dX)2m−1 ] = 0,
∂( 21 T d )


↑
...
↑
↑
...
↑
X(k) = ψ 1 (k) ... ψ n (k) VC ψ 1 (−k)∗ ... VC ψ n (−k)∗  ,
↓
...
↓
↓
...
↓
(S72)


where VC is the emergent PHS on h(k) (cf Eq. (S15)).
In contrast, if d = 2m + 1 is odd, we can compute the
Chern-Simons form (S68). For classes AI, D, AII and C, the
gauge freedom introduces an integer ambiguity and a halfinteger implies a nontrivial Z2 index. For the remaining four
classes, however, we have to constrain the gauge degree of
freedom by imposing Eq. (S71) / Eq. (S72) for classes DIII
and CI / BDI and CII over the whole Brillouin zone (i.e., replacing ∂( 12 T d ) by T d ), such that the Chern-Simons form is
well-defined up to an even integer. In this case, an odd integer
implies a nontrivial Z2 index.
Full periodic table

2

where φα ’s form an orthonormal basis. In general, the ChernSimons form is well-defined up to an integer due to the gauge
freedom and is not necessarily quantized.

Having in mind the general forms of the covariance and representation matrices, we can readily identify the corresponding classifying spaces and K-groups. The image of the group
homomorphism can then be determined by the subgroup that
consists of all the covariance matrices in the following form:
Γf (k) = Vf (k)Γ0 Vf (k)† ,

(S73)

where Γ0 corresponds to a fixed trivial state. The full results are presented in Table II. As mentioned in the main text,
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TABLE II. Topological classifications of fGSs / fGOs in the AZ classes. Just like Fig. 1 in the main text, here non-disentanglable topological
fGSs and genuinely dynamical topological fGOs are marked in red and blue, respectively. In particular, light red / blue is used to indicate that
only a subgroup is non-disentanglable / genuinely dynamical.
AZ
A

d=0
Z /0

1
0/ Z

2
Z /0

3
0/ Z

4
Z /0

5
0/ Z

6
Z /0

7
0/ Z

AIII
AI

0/0
Z / Z2

Z / Z2
0/ Z

0/0
0/0

Z / Z2
0/0

0/0
2Z / 0

Z / Z2
0 / 2Z

0/0
Z2 / 0

Z / Z2
Z2 / Z2

BDI

Z2 / Z22

Z / Z2

0/0

0/0

0/0

2Z / 2Z2

0/0

Z2 / Z22

D
DIII
AII

Z2 / Z2
0/0
2Z / 0

Z2 / Z
Z2 / Z
0 / 2Z

Z /0
Z2 / 0
Z2 / 0

0/0
Z /Z
Z2 / Z2

0/0
0/0
Z / Z2

0 / 2Z
0/ Z
0/ Z

2Z / 0
0/0
0/0

0 / Z2
2Z / Z
0/0

CII

0/0

2Z / 2Z2

0/0

Z2 / Z22

Z2 / Z22

Z / Z2

0/0

0/0

C
CI

0/0
0/0

0 / 2Z
0/ Z

2Z / 0
0/0

0 / Z2
2Z / Z

Z2 / Z2
0/0

Z2 / Z
Z2 / Z

Z /0
Z2 / 0

0/0
Z /Z

the homomorphism is always surjective (trivial) for the chiral
symmetry (Wigner-Dyson) classes, but becomes rather complicated for the BdG classes. Remarkably, it turns out that
there are four nontrivial bijective homomorphisms in the BdG
classes: class D in 0D, class C in 4D, class CI in 3D and class
DIII in 7D.

Chiral symmetry classes

Let us first consider the chiral symmetry classes, which include AIII, BDI and CII. As shown previously, the covariance
matrix of a fGS is uniquely determined by a unitary q(k),
which is arbitrary for class AIII (cf. Eq. (S31)) and satisfies q(k)∗ = q(−k) / (σy ⊗ 1̃1)q(k)∗ (σy ⊗ 1̃1) = q(−k) for
class BDI / CII (cf. Eq. (S18) / Eq. (S30)). Here (and after)
for simplicity, we do not distinguish q(k) and q̃(k) as well
as 11n with different n. On the other hand, the representation matrix is uniquely determined by two independent unitaries u1,2 (k) satisfying the same symmetry constraints (cf.
Eqs. (S58), (S37) and (S57)). This is why the classification of
fGOs is simply a double of that of fGSs.
By properly choosing Γ0 in Eq. (S73), we can relate q(k)
to u1,2 (k) via
q(k) = u1 (k)u2 (k)† .

(S74)

This implies all the topological fGSs in the chiral symmetry
classes are disentanglable, and all those topological fGOs with
u1 (k) and u2 (k) deformable (under the symmetry constraint)
into each other are genuinely dynamical.

Wigner-Dyson classes

We turn to consider the Wigner-Dyson classes, which include A, AI and AII. As shown previously, the covariance

matrix of a fGS is uniquely determined by a Hermitian matrix h(k) (cf. Eq. (S21)), which is involutory for class A and
further satisfies h(k)∗ = h(−k) / (σy ⊗ 1̃1)h(k)∗ (σy ⊗ 1̃1) =
h(−k) for class AI / AII (cf. Eq. (S22) / Eq. (S23)). In contrast, the representation matrix is uniquely determined by a
unitary u(k), which is arbitrary for class A (cf. Eq. (S41))
and u(k)∗ = u(−k) / (σy ⊗ 1̃1)u(k)∗ (σy ⊗ 1̃1) = u(−k) for
class AI / AII (cf. Eq. (S44) / Eq. (S47)). This is why the
classification of fGOs coincides with the state classification
of AIII, BDI and CII.
It is already clear from the classifications that the only possibilities of topological fGSs in the Wigner-Dyson classes being disentanglable are class AI in 7D and class AII in 3D,
where both fGSs and fGOs are characterized by Z2 . Note that
any group homomorphism from a torsion group, such as Z2 ,
to Z is trivial. This observation rules out the possibility of
disentanglable topological fGSs in class AI in 0D and class
AII in 4D. The Z2 index for TRS fGSs in odd dimensions are
given by the Chern-Simons form (S68), which is equal to half
of the winding number (S67) of the sewing matrix
(w(k))αβ ≡ ψ α (−k)† VT ψ β (k)∗ ,

(S75)

where ψ α (k)’s are the eigenvectors of h(k) with eigenvalue
−1 and VT = 11 / iσy ⊗ 1̃1 for class AI / AII. Now consider a
TRS fGS which is disentangled by Ûf represented by Vf (k).
This implies ψ α (k)’s can be related to some k-independent
TRS basis φα ’s via
ψ α (k) = u(k)φα ,

(S76)

where u(k) also satisfies the TRS. No matter whether u(k)
is topological or not, we can check that the corresponding
sewing matrix (S75) is k-independent and thus its winding
number vanishes, implying a trivial Z2 index. Therefore, all
the topological fGSs in the Wigner-Dyson classes are nondisentanglable.
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BdG classes without TRS

We move on to the most complicated BdG classes, which
include D, DIII, C and CI. Let us first consider classes D and
C without TRS. As shown in Eq. (S16) / Eq. (S25), the covariance matrix is uniquely determined by a Hermitian involutory matrix h(k), which further satisfies h(k)∗ = −h(−k)
/ (σy ⊗ 1̃1)h(k)∗ (σy ⊗ 1̃1) = −h(−k) for class D / C. In contrast, the representation matrix of a fGO is uniquely determined by a unitary that satisfies exactly the same symmetry
constraint as class AI / AII (cf. the fundamental constraint
Vf (k)∗ = Vf (−k) / Eq. (S51)). This is why the classification
of fGOs in class D / C is the same as that in class AI / AII,
which coincides with the state classification for class BDI /
CII.
According to the classification, we know that the topological fGSs in class D / C are possibly disentanglable only in the
dimensions where class BDI / CII also have nontrivial fGSs
(and fGOs). If the dimension is even (d = 0 / 4), the Z2 index of classes D and BDI / C and CII are computed by the
same Fu-Kane formula (S70) under the same gauge constraint
(S72). If the dimension is odd (d = 1 / 5), the PHS-protected
Z2 index of the fGSs in class BDI / CII is nontrivial if and
only if the winding number is odd, as can be understood from
the fact that the winding number is twice of the Chern-Simons
form for a specific gauge (S69). In short, we have a surjective
inclusion (by forgetting the TRS) of the topological classes
of BDI in D and those of CII in C in these dimensions. As
demonstrated previously, the former is always disentanglable,
so is the latter.

BdG classes with TRS

The remaining two classes are DIII and CI. As shown in
Eq. (S20) / Eq. (S27), the covariance matrix is uniquely determined by a unitary q(k), which satisfies q(k)T = −q(−k)
/ q(k)T = q(−k) for class DIII / CI. In contrast, the representation matrix of a fGO is uniquely determined by a unitary
u(k) without any constraint (cf. Eqs. (S40) and (S54)). This
is why the classification of fGOs in class DIII / CI is the same
as that in class A, which coincides with the state classification
for class AIII.
The classification suggests that the fGSs in class DIII / CI
could be generally disentanglable except for d = 2 / 6. To see
whether this is the case, we note that all the disentanglable
fGSs are associated with q(k) that takes the following form:

q(k) =

u(k)(σy ⊗ 1̃1)u(−k)T , DIII;
u(k)u(−k)T ,
CI.

(S77)

In 1D / 5D, the Z2 index for class DIII / CI is determined
by the Chern-Simons form under the gauge constraint that the
sewing matrix is k-independent (cf. Eq. (S71)). One can read-

TABLE III. Disentanglable topological fGSs / state-like topological
fGOs. Intrinsic and symmetry-enriched Gaussian topological orders
are marked in purple and orange, respectively. In particular, class
BDI in 1D marked by light orange only has a Z2 subgroup that remains topological in the absence of symmetries.
AZ d = 0
A
0
AIII 0
AI
0
BDI Z2
D
Z2
DIII 0
AII
0
CII
0
C
0
CI
0

1
0
Z
0
Z
Z2
Z2
0
2Z
0
0

2
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

3
0
Z
0
0
0
2Z
0
Z2
0
2Z

4
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
Z2
Z2
0

5
0
Z
0
2Z
0
0
0
Z
Z2
Z2

ily write down a valid solution as


1
v(k)φα
,
ψ α (k) = √
∗
2 −u(−k) φα

6
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

7
0
Z
0
Z2
0
2Z
0
0
0
2Z

(S78)

where v(k) = u(k)(σy ⊗ 1̃1) for class DIII / v(k) = u(k) for
class CI. The Z2 index thus turns out to be the parity (even or
odd) of the winding number of u(k). Since the Z2 index can
be nontrivial for odd winding numbers, we know that the topological fGSs in class DIII in 1D / CI in 5D are disentanglable.
In other nontrivial dimensions, where the state topological invariants are simply the winding number of q(k) (d = 3, 7),
we find that while the topological fGSs in class DII in 7D / CI
in 3D are all disentanglable, only a subgroup 2Z characterized
by even winding numbers is disentanglable in 3D / 7D. This
is because the winding number of u(k) coincides with that of
u(−k)T for d ≡ 3 mod 4 (cf. Eq. (S67)), so the winding
number of q(k) in Eq. (S77) is always even.
Refined periodic tables

We can separate Table II into three refined periodic tables
according to the disentanglability. In Table III we present the
periodic table for disentanglable topological fGSs, which is
nothing but the non-shaded part in Table II and, by definition,
coincides with that for state-like topological fGOs [102]. Here
we consistently use the term “disentanglable” in 0D to refer to
those topological fGSs that cannot be generated by any topological fGOs from some trivial reference states.
There remains a problem of distinguishing symmetryprotected and -enriched orders for the nontrivial AZ classes
other than D. This can be done by studying the K-group homomorphism to class D by forgetting the symmetry. This homomorphism is obviously trivial in d ≥ 2D so it suffices to
consider d = 0, 1. In 0D, the only nontrivial class is BDI,
which can certainly be intrinsically nontrivial (i.e., symmetryenriched) since the Z2 number is also characterized by the

15
TABLE IV. Non-disentanglable topological fGSs. Colors share the
same meanings as those in Table III.
AZ d = 0
A
Z
AIII 0
AI
Z
BDI 0
D
0
DIII 0
AII 2Z
CII
0
C
0
CI
0

1
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

2
Z
0
0
0
Z
Z2
Z2
0
2Z
0

3
0
0
0
0
0
Z2
Z2
0
0
0

4
Z
0
2Z
0
0
0
Z
0
0
0

5
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

6
Z
0
Z2
0
2Z
0
0
0
Z
Z2

7
0
0
Z2
0
0
0
0
0
0
Z2

Pfaffian of the covariance matrix, just like class D. In 1D, it
turns out that only those topological fGSs in class BDI with
odd winding numbers exhibit symmetry-enriched orders. Otherwise, we can always deform the fGS into a product state of
two copies with spin up and down, which exhibits a trivial Z2
number by construction.
Let us move on to non-disentanglable topological fGSs.
This can be simply obtained by dividing the disentanglable
topological classes from the full periodic table for fGSs.
Mathematically speaking, this is the quotient group of the full
K-group for fGSs with respect to the subgroup consisting of
disentanglable topological classes.
To distinguish symmetry-protected and -enriched orders,
we first note that, in the absence of symmetries (class D),
topological fGSs appear only in 2D and 6D, and the corresponding topological (Chern) numbers are integers. This observation already allows us to conclude that all the topological fGSs characterized by Z2 are symmetry-protected. In
contrast, those topological fGSs characterized by integers are
symmetry-enriched. Moreover, the group homomorphism to
class D is a multiplication by 2, as can be understood from
Eq. (S21) and the fact that h(k) and −h(−k)∗ share the same
Chern number in 2D and 6D (space inversion k → −k does
not change the Chern number, while the complex conjugate
inverses the Chern number in d ≡ 2 mod 4D; cf. Eq. (S66)).
We finally turn to genuinely dynamical topological fGOs.
Similar to non-disentanglable fGSs, the topological classes
can be simply obtained by dividing the state-like ones from
the full periodic table for fGOs. This is the quotient group of
the full K-group for fGOs with respect to the subgroup consisting of state-like topological classes.
It turns out that, in the absence of symmetries, genuinely
dynamical topological fGOs appear in d = 1, 5 and 7D. In
particular, in 1D and 5D, all the topological invariants are integer winding numbers. It follows that all the genuinely dynamical topological fGOs in these two dimensions are symmetry-

enriched (more precisely, symmetry constrained). The homomorphism to class D is a multiplication by 2 for classes A,
AI, BDI, DIII, AII and C, and a multiplication by 4 for classes
TABLE V. Genuinely dynamical topological fGOs. Colors share the
same meanings as those in Table III.
AZ d = 0
A
0
AIII 0
AI Z2
BDI Z2
D
0
DIII 0
AII
0
CII
0
C
0
CI
0

1
Z
Z
Z
Z
2Z
2Z
2Z
2Z
2Z
Z

2
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

3
Z
Z
0
0
0
0
Z2
Z2
Z2
0

4
0
0
0
0
0
0
Z2
Z2
0
0

5
Z
Z
2Z
2Z
2Z
Z
Z
Z
2Z
2Z

6
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

7
Z
Z
Z2
Z2
Z2
0
0
0
0
0

AIII, CII and CI, respectively. This can be seen by counting the number of topological equivalent blocks in the general
forms of representation matrices.
Things become much trickier in 7D, where general fGOs
are classified by Z2 . One can show that a representative
genuinely dynamical fGO in class AI or BDI takes the form
σ0 ⊗ v(k), where v(k) = v(−k)∗ exhibits a nontrivial Z2 index. Therefore, σ0 ⊗v(k) = v(k)⊕v(k) is trivial by construction, implying that the Z2 indices for class AI and BDI are
both symmetry-protected. What remains unclear is whether
the homomorphism from class A or AIII to D could be nontrivial. To simplify the problem, we make use of the Bott periodicity and consider the effective dimension d = −1, where,
instead of the wave vector, we have a periodic space-like parameter x [8]. Now the fundamental symmetry constraint on
the representation matrix is V (x) = V (x + 2π) = V (x)∗ and
the Z2 index can be understood from the fact π1 (O(N )) = Z2
for N ≥ 3. Noting that the embedding of π1 (O(2)) = Z into
π1 (O(N )) = Z2 is surjective and a generator of the former
can be realized in class A:


cos x sin x
− sin x cos x


=

σ0 − σy −ix σ0 + σy ix
e
+
e ,
2
2

(S79)

we know that fGOs in class A with odd winding numbers are
symmetry-enriched, while those with even winding numbers
are symmetry-protected. On the other hand, genuinely dynamical fGOs in class AIII always have even winding numbers upon being embedded in class A (if we choose the U(1)
symmetry to be the spin-rotation symmetry in z direction),
and are thus symmetry-protected.

