arXiv:2602.03378v1 [quant-ph] 3 Feb 2026

Zak phase and bulk-boundary correspondence in a
generalized Dirac-Kronig-Penney model

Giuliano Angelone'*, Domenico Monaco!, and Gabriele Peluso!

!Dipartimento di Matematica, Sapienza Universita di Roma
Piazzale Aldo Moro 5, 00185 Rome, Italy

Abstract

We investigate the topological properties of a generalized Dirac—
Kronig-Penney model, a continuum one-dimensional model for a rela-
tivistic quantum chain. By tuning the coupling parameters this model
can accommodate five Altland—Zirnbauer—Cartan symmetry classes,
three of which (AIII, BDI and D) support non-trivial topological phases
in dimension one. We characterize analytically the spectral properties
of the Hamiltonian in terms of a spectral function, and numerically
compute the Zak phase to probe the bulk topological content of the
insulating phases. Our findings reveal that, while the Zak phase is
quantized in classes AIIl and BDI, it exhibits non-quantized values in
class D, challenging its traditional role as a topological marker in con-
tinuum settings. We also discuss the bulk-boundary correspondence
for a truncated version of the chain, analyzing how the emergence of
edge states depends on both the truncation position and the bound-
ary conditions. In classes AIIl and BDI, we find that the Zak phase
effectively detects edge states as a relative boundary topological in-
dex, although the correspondence is highly sensitive to the parameters
characterizing the truncation.

1 Introduction

Topology has become a prominent paradigm in condensed matter physics,
as topologically protected edge states see applications in many quantum
technologies, ranging from quantum computers [1] to ultra-efficient electronic
devices with minimal heat generation, exploiting the dissipationless currents
that flow at the boundary of a topological insulator |2,3|. From a theoretical
viewpoint, the seminal works of Kitaev and of Ryu, Schnyder, Furusaki and
Ludwig classified the “periodic table” of topological phases in insulators and
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Table 1:  Classification of topological insulators and superconductors in
dimension D = 1.

superconductor [4-6], providing sets of topological labels depending on the
dimension and on the Altland—Zirnbauer—Cartan (AZC) symmetry class |7,
8]. Their findings are summarized in Tab. 1, where we report only the column
corresponding to dimension D = 1 which is of interest for the present work.

Table 1 should be read as follows. Consider a quantum chain, modeled
by a Hamiltonian H on a Hilbert space $). Finite symmetries of the system
come in the following types.

o Time-reversal symmetry T: an anti-unitary operator such that 7?2 =
+idy and HT =TH.

e Charge-conjugation symmetry C: an anti-unitary operator such that

C? = +idg and CH = —HC.

e Chiral symmetry S: a unitary operator such that S? = idg and SH =
—HS.

In the table, when a symmetry is absent (i.e. broken), the corresponding
column has an entry marked with a 0; a 1 or —1 denotes instead the pres-
ence of the corresponding symmetry, as well as the value of the square of the
corresponding operator. In each of the resulting ten symmetry classes, the
topological index which can be associated to different Hamiltonians takes
values in the groups {0}, Zs or Z, and provides invariants under continu-
ous deformations of the Hamiltonian which respect the symmetry class and
do not close the relevant spectral gap characterizing the insulating phase.
Different values of the index label the different topological quantum phases
that can exist within a given symmetry class. Such bulk topological indices,
moreover, are expected to predict edge properties of a truncated version of
the system, via the celebrated bulk-boundary correspondence (BBC).



The overall picture presented above is actually more nuanced. Especially
in presence of charge-conjugation and/or chiral symmetries, the topological
indices do not give absolute labels to each quantum phase; rather, they ac-
quire a relative interpretation, and they should be attached to differences
between phases [4,9]. Moreover, although the table predicts which set of
indices label the different topological phases in a given symmetry class, they
do not provide explicit information on any given model: one needs to find
appropriate topological markers which allow to compute the specific value
of the system’s indices. Finally, while the notion of “continuous deforma-
tion” (i.e. homotopy) has a clear meaning in lattice tight-binding models,
which rely on a finite-band truncation, in continuum models the presence
of an infinite-dimensional (fiber) Hilbert space challenges the definition of
topological invariants [10], and the survival of topological properties in the
transition between continuum and discrete models has been questioned [11].

Although we will not tackle these issues in full generality, in this pa-
per we propose a continuum model for a relativistic quantum chain as a
playground to explore various topological phases and their properties, allow-
ing us to probe the latter in an infinite-dimensional setting. Specifically, the
model that we introduce in Section 2 and Appendix A is a generalized Dirac—
Kronig—Penney (gDKP) Hamiltonian Hyy, consisting of a one-dimensional
massive Dirac operator perturbed by a Z-periodic array of point interactions
which are characterized by a U(2)-valued coupling U. Depending on the
choice of such coupling matrix, all three symmetries (time-reversal, charge-
conjugation, and chiral) squaring to the identity can be accommodated, so
that by tuning the “strength” of the point interaction one can explore classes
A, AI, AIIIL, D, and BDI according to the AZC labels in Tab. 1; the latter
three classes are expected to host non-trivial topological phases according
to the periodic table. The most commonly adopted topological marker for
isolated spectral bands in one-dimensional systems is the Zak phase [12],
namely the Berry phase picked up by a Bloch function when it is “trans-
ported” along the Brillouin zone (see Appendix C). Non-trivial topological
phases are usually characterized by a quantization modulo 27 of the (rela-
tive) Zak phase. Whenever the quantum chain modeled by Hy is insulating,
we compute numerically the Zak phase of the energy bands close to zero, to
probe its topological content (e.g. in term of its quantization). This analysis
is carried out in Section 3. Section 4 is instead devoted to studying a trun-
cated version of the quantum chain and to establishing the validity or the
violation of the BBC, which is formulated in terms of a boundary topological
index associated to the number of edge states with energies in the bulk gaps,
see Eq. (37). In particular, we extensively study how such edge states are
affected by the possible ways of performing the truncation, depending on its
position within the unit cell and on the additional boundary condition at
the chain edge.

The gDKP model studied in this paper thus offers a rich display of topo-



logical phenomena, stimulating further studies to get a thorough understand-
ing of one-dimensional topological phases of matter and their interplay with
point interactions.
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2 Generalized Dirac-Kronig—Penney model

We consider a relativistic (spin—%) quantum particle of mass m > 0, moving
in a one-dimensional periodic array of point interactions which are placed at
the lattice points n € Z. We restrict our attention to C?-valued spinors

U(z) = <i“ﬂ> € L2(R; C?),

although one could also consider C*-valued spinors [13-16]. The most gen-
eral self-adjoint Hamiltonian describing this system, in the Dirac represen-
tation [17] and adopting natural units & = ¢ = 1, is the following gDKP
model [18-20] (or relativistic Dirac comb): for any 2 x 2 unitary matrix

U € U(2) let

Hy = —101% + mo, (1)

be defined in
D(Hy) = {¥ € H'(R\ Z;C?) : ¥_(n) =UV4(n)Vn € Z}, (2)

where H'() is the space of functions with square-integrable weak derivative
(that is, the first Sobolev space) with support in 2 while

1 (é(n7) £ x(n0)
Vi(n) = NG <¢(n+) T X(n+)> ’ (3)

are two vectors containing the boundary data of ¥(x) at the lattice points.
The domain (2) enforces the following (spin-dependent) coupling conditions
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Figure 1: Schematic representation of the gDKP model. At each lattice point
n € Z there is a point interaction realizing the U(2) boundary condition

U_(n) =UT¥4(n).

which are the same at all the lattice points n € Z, as sketched in Fig. 1. From
a physical perspective, the point interactions act as zero-range barriers whose
microscopic structure is entirely captured by the matrix U, and indeed the
above coupling conditions admit a clear physical interpretation in terms of
local scattering matrices.

We stress that this U(2) family of Hamiltonians naturally emerges as
consequence of von Neumann’s extension theory for one-dimensional Dirac
operators with deficiency indices (2,2). Different choices of the coupling
matrix U € U(2) correspond to different physical systems, and each coupling
condition realize a particular kind of point interaction. The Hamiltonian Hy;
is indeed strictly related with the more familiar (singular) Dirac operator
with a periodic array of Dirac d-potentials, namely

. . d
Hy = —log = +m0z+Vg;Z§(x—n) (4)

where Vg is the Hermitian matrix

go+93 g1—192
Vy = . 5
g <91+lgz go—gg> (5)

containing the coupling parameters g = (go, g1, 92,93) € R*. The precise
definition of ﬁg, which is the most general singular perturbation of the free
Dirac operator with periodic point interactions, requires the generalization of
distribution theory to discontinuous functions [21-24], and it is not relevant
for our scopes. Here we just mention that if 1 ¢ spec(U), i.e. if the matrix
U has no eigenvalues equal to 1, one can find a one-to-one Kurasov mapping
U +— g(U) such that the action of the two operators coincide, that is

HU = Hg(U)7

see Appendix A for further details. On the other hand, if 1 € spec(U), the
correspondence fails to be bijective, and there are different operators Hy



that formally correspond to a singular Dirac operator ﬁg(U) with (possibly)
infinite couplings g, that is with g(U) € (RU {occ})*. Similar relations hold
also in the non-relativistic case [24-26].

The analysis of one-dimensional Dirac operators with point interactions
has a long history, both in the physical and mathematical literature |21,
27-34], although in our opinion the most general periodic model leading to
the U(2) family in Eq. (1) has received only a mild attention [17,22,35-37].
Our interest in this system lies in the fact that it provides a non-trivial
instance of continuum models describing one-dimensional topological insu-
lators. More precisely, the Hamiltonian Hy can belong to different AZC
symmetries classes |7, 8| associated to the classification of topological mat-
ter [4,5], depending on the particular choice of the coupling matrix U € U(2).
We mention that non-trivial topological properties have already been ob-
served in some variations of the Kronig-Penney model [38-42|. However,
non-relativistic models can realize only a limited range of topological sym-
metry classes, since Schrodinger operators are usually bounded from below,
and thus, they cannot be endowed with charge-conjugation or chiral symme-
try. On the other hand, relativistic models described by Dirac operators are
typically not semi-bounded, and can thus explore a wider range of symmetry
classes.

Our model, in particular, contains representatives from all the classes
whose symmetry operators square to the identity, namely the classes A, Al,
AIIIL, D and BDI.! We discuss the relation between coupling conditions and
symmetry classes in the next section: we anticipate here that, by “tuning”
the coupling U, we can transition between different topological phases in
the same symmetry class, and in certain cases also from class to class. In
Section 2.2 we then highlight some physical properties of the coupling con-
ditions, also providing some relevant examples.

2.1 Symmetry classes

Let K: ¥(x) — U(z) be the anti-unitary operator of complex conjugation
on L?(R;C?%), and let

T=io0.K, C=o0,K, S=TC = —oy,

where (04, 0y,0.) denote the Pauli matrices. Notice that 7" and C' are anti-
unitary, while S is unitary. These operators satisfy the identity

T? =C?=5% = idLE(R;(ﬁ),
as well as the following (anti-)commutation relations

TH = HT, CH = —CH, SH = —SH,

"We expect that by extending the model to four-component spinors one could also
consider symmetry operators squaring to minus the identity.



with the free Dirac operator given by
d
H = —io,— +mo, D(H) = H'(R;C?). (6)
x

Therefore, T', C' and S represent respectively the operators of time-reversal,
charge-conjugation and chiral symmetry. Let us remark that even though the
free Hamiltonian H is invariant with respect to all of the above symmetries,
the point interactions contained in the gDKP model Hy can break any of
them in a non-trivial way. In order to discuss the effect of each symmetry
on Hy, let us recall that a generic U(2) matrix can be parametrized by

U= ei77 mo + im3 meo + iml (7)
—mo +im1 mg —ims

where n € [0,7) while the real parameters {m;}o<;<3 are subjected to the
S? constraint m3 +m?} + m3 +m3 = 1.

Under the time-reversal operator 7' the boundary vectors in Eq. (3) trans-
form as W4 (n) — iWx(n). This means that if ¥ € D(Hy) satisfies the cou-
pling conditions W_(n) = UV (n), then ® = TV € TD(Hy) satisfies the
new coupling conditions ®_(n) = UT®, (n), where UT is the transpose of U.
This in turn implies the anti-unitary equivalence

THyT ' = Hyr

between the two generally different Hamiltonians Hy and Hyr. We can
conclude that the gDKP model will be be invariant with respect to 7" if and
only if U = UT, which in terms of the parameters introduced in Eq. (7) reads

mo = 0. (8)

Analogously, under the charge-conjugation operator C' the boundary vectors
transform as Uy (n) — +0,¥1(n), realizing the anti-unitary equivalence

CHUcil =—-H

—o,Uocy"

Thus, the Hamiltonian Hy; will be symmetric with respect to C' if and only
if

n=0,mg=mp =0 or n=—,mg=m3z=0. (9)

T
2
The chiral operator S, in turn, acts as Ui (n) — io,¥+(n) realizing the
unitary equivalence

SHUS_l =—-H

—o,Uto, *

We conclude that Hyy is symmetric with respect to S if and only if

n=0,myg=m3=mg =0 or n:g,mgzo. (10)



As the reader can easily verify, the parameter space of our model is large
enough to accommodate any of the symmetry classes A, Al, AIIl, D and
BDI. In the rest of this paper we will focus only on the classes exhibiting non-
trivial topological features in dimension one, namely class D (with charge-
conjugation symmetry) having a Zs index, and classes BDI (with charge-
conjugation and chiral symmetry) and AIIIl (with chiral symmetry), both
having a Z index. Exploiting Egs. (8)—(10), we say that the Hamiltonian
Hy is in class D if

UEUD:{Uc(e):HE[—ﬂ',W)} (11)

where we set

_ (icos(f)  sin(6)
Uc(0) = <— sin(f) —i cos(9)> ' (12)

Let us remark that for Uo(—n) = —io, and Uc(0) = io, the Hamiltonian is
symmetric with respect to both charge-conjugation and chiral symmetry, and
thus strictly speaking Hy,(_r) and Hy,, (o) are in class BDI. Nevertheless, we
can connect any two Hamiltonians associated to the set of coupling conditions
Up by means of a continuous transformation that does not break the charge-
conjugation symmetry. Excluding the isolated matrices U = +io,, Hy is in
the BDI class if

U eUppr = {ch(e) 16 e [*7‘(‘,7‘1’)} (13)

where

_ (icos(f#) —sin(6)
Uos(9) = <— sin(6) icos(é’)) ' (14)

Finally, we say that Hy is in the AIII class if
U € Uamp = {Us(@,mg) : (e,mz) S [—71',7'&') X [—1,1}} (15)

where

B i\/1 —m3cos(d) img — /1 — m2sin(0)
Us(0,m2) = (—im2 —/1 i m3 sin(6) 12\/1 —m3 coQS(O) ) - (16)

As before, we included in Uagr also the matrices Ug(6,0) = Ucs(0) that
belong to Uppr: in this way we look at the set Uppr as continuously embedded
in Uprr by fixing the value of the parameter my = 0. We stress that this
embedding preserves chiral symmetry, but explicitly breaks both charge-
conjugation and time-reversal symmetry.



2.2 Permeable and impermeable coupling conditions

The probability current density of a spinor W(z) is given, for the Dirac
operator in Eq. (1), by the expression

ju(x) =101 (2)0, U (2) = i((x)x(z) + x(x)é(z))

where ¥f(z) is the adjoint vector of ¥(z). In accordance with the unitarity
of the evolution and the conservation of probability enforced by the self-
adjointness of the Hamiltonian, the coupling conditions V_(n) = UV, (n)
ensure that jy(n*) = jy(n~) for any n € Z. In particular, depending on
the behavior of jy(x) at the lattice points, coupling conditions fall into two
classes with different physical properties: impermeable or permeable.

A coupling condition is impermeable (or confining) if

ju(n®) =0.

Impermeable conditions do not allow the propagation of probability across
any of the lattice points, effectively decoupling the system into an infinite
collection of equal segments. The most general impermeable condition is
obtained by letting

mp = mgo = 0 (17)

in Eq. (7), leading to the diagonal coupling matrices

Ualama) = (% )
where ay € [—m, 7). The corresponding boundary conditions
sin(a%)qﬁ(ni) = +i cos(a%)x(ni).
are known as chiral conditions |17,43-45], and can also be rewritten as
(I - o.eFx7) W (n*) = 0.
Vice versa, a coupling condition is permeable (or connected) if
ju(n®) #0,

allowing the propagation of probability across the lattice points. A well-
known example is given by the pseudo-periodic conditions

U(nT) =W (n7)

obtained from the anti-diagonal matrices



where a € [—m, 7). Pseudo-periodic conditions are associated to a singular
gauge field. By exploiting the Kurasov mapping (54) derived in Appendix A,
we find indeed that Hy (o) has the same action of

. d . !
Hg(Upp(a)) = —ioy, <dac —2i tan<§) Z o(x — n)) + mao.
nez

Notice that pseudo-periodic conditions can be gauged away [23,26], i.e. the
Hamiltonian Hy, (o) is unitarily equivalent to the free Dirac operator in
Eq. (6) via the singular gauge transformation

U(z) s 10 Lnez O@—n)=0=n) g ()

where ©(x) is the Heaviside step function (with @(0) = 1). In particular,
this implies the isospectrality relation

spec(Hy,(a)) = spec(H) = (—oo,m] U [m, +00)

for any o € [—m, 7).

3 Bulk analysis

In this section we study both the spectral and topological properties of the
gDKP model Hy;. Outlining the exact band structure of Hy is indeed es-
sential to determine the Zak phase associated to each energy band, and to
discuss the topological properties encoded in the latter. As we will show in
Section 3.1, by exploiting the Bloch decomposition the spectral problem of
Hy is exactly solvable in terms of a spectral function. Then in Section 3.2
we analyze the behavior of the Zak phase for the classes D, BDI and AIII,
determining whether they admit any topological phase transition.

3.1 Spectral properties

We can take advantage of the (discrete) translation invariance of Hy by
exploiting the Bloch-Floquet transform Ugp [46, 47|, which is defined for
any ¥(z) in the Schwartz space S(R; C?) by

Upp ) (k,z) =Y e *U(z —n).
neL
and extended uniquely to a unitary operator
S5
Upp: PRCY) = [ (- 3iC) dk
[_ﬂ—vﬂ—)

where the measure dk is suitably normalized. Let us recall that when ex-
tended as a function of L (R;C?) @ L2 (R;C?), the Bloch transformed

loc loc

10
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Figure 2: The physical system described by the fiber Hamiltonian hy (k) is
a ring with two point interactions at antipodal points. Here, the left and
right point interactions implement respectively the Bloch—Floquet condition
¥(3) = e*W(—1) and the U(2) coupling condition W_(0) = U¥(0).

spinor ®(k, z) .= (Upr¥)(k, z) is pseudo-periodic in real space and periodic
in reciprocal space, that is

d(k,z 4+ n) = "0k, z), ®(k + 2mn, ) = &(k, ),

for any n € Z and for all k,x € R. In the Bloch—Floquet representation, Hy;
admits the following fiber decomposition

@ d
uBFHUU];F = /[ )hU(k) dk, hU(k)) = —iaxa + moy,, (18)

where the domain of hy (k) can be written as

As depicted in Fig. 2, the fiber Hamiltonian Ay (k) describes a free relativistic
particle in a ring with two point interactions placed at antipodal points, one
coming from the Bloch-Floquet pseudo-periodic condition ¥(3) = e*¥(—3),
the other from the U(2) coupling condition ¥_(0) = UV (0).

3.1.1 Spectral function

The operator hyr(k) is not semi-bounded, and its spectrum consists of count-
ably many eigenvalues accumulating to both +00 and —oco. We will de-
note these eigenvalues by ey, (k) where n € Z or n € Z* := Z \ {0}, de-
pending respectively on the presence or absence of the zero eigenvalue, and
eun(k) < eypnti1(k). From standard results [46] we know that the spectrum
of Hy consists of infinitely many energy bands, each one given by the closure
of the set {ey,(k) : k € [—m,m)}, so that solving the spectral problem of
Hy is equivalent to solving the eigenvalue problem of hy (k) for each k in
the Brillouin zone [—m, 7). Notice that each eigenvalue of hy(k) can be at
most doubly degenerate, and (unless the spectrum of Hp is pure point) if

11



eun(k) happens to be degenerate the energy gap between the n-th and the
(n 4 1)-th (or the (n — 1)-th) energy band closes.

The spectrum of hy;(k) can be analytically characterized in terms of the
real zeros of a spectral function Fyy(e€), that is

spec(hy (k) = {e € R : Fy(e) = 0}
In Appendix B we derive the explicit expression
Fu i (€) = my cos(k)+mg sin(k)+cos(g) sin(n)+sinc(g) (e cos(n) —mmyg) (19)
written in terms of the parametrization (7) of U € U(2), where
0= qle) = TR/l — (20)

is a non-negative real number outside of the mass gap, that is for |e| > m,
and a purely imaginary number for € € (—m,m). The spectral condition
Fy(k,e) = 0 represents the relativistic counterpart of the Kronig—Penney
relation [48,49], generalized to the full U(2) set of self-adjoint point interac-
tions. By inspecting Eq. (19) we conclude that the spectrum of Hy is either
absolutely continuous or pure point if, respectively, U is a permeable or im-
permeable coupling condition. In the second case, indeed, the constraint
my = mg = 0 derived in Eq. (17) implies that all the energy bands are flat,
and each ep,, € spec(hy(k)) is an eigenvalue of Hyy with infinite degeneracy.

3.1.2 Eigenspinors

If € = ey (k) is a simple eigenvalue of hyy (k) with € # £m, the corresponding
eigenspinor is given by

toeldr 4 ¢ eTla x <0
Wi () = § 0n " F U | (21)
gg,nel[Q(x_l)"’k} + gl}’ne_l[Q(z_l)_k]’ x>0
where we introduced the vectors
o=t 1 22
£U,n - cU,n + q ( )
e+m

and the coefficients

G = (1% Z5) (1= WD (imy 4 my)) F (1F L5 )e! (mo + ims).

(23)

q
e+m

Analogous expressions can be derived also for € = +m, see Appendix B
and [17] for further details.

12



3.1.3 Zero eigenvalues

The fiber Hamiltonian hy (k) has a zero eigenvalue if and only if
Fy1(0) = mq cos(k) + masin(k) + cosh(m) sin(n) — mg sinh(m) = 0.
For impermeable conditions the above equation reduces to
sin(n) = mg tanh(m).
For permeable conditions, by introducing the auxiliary function
G(m,n, mgy) = cosh(m) sin(n) — mg sinh(m) (24)
we can distinguish between three cases. The equation Fy;;(0) = 0 has:

e 1o solutions if |G(m,n, mo)| > v/m? + m3;
e a unique solution if G(m,n, mo) = £1/m? + m3, that is obtained for

v — (77 — arctan(%) + g) mod 27, ma #0
* — arccos(F sign(my)), my =0’

e two solutions if |G(m,n, mo)| < /m3 + m3.

3.1.4 Spectral symmetries

The three fundamental symmetries impose additional constraints on the
structure of the energy bands. If U is invariant with respect to T' then

cun(k) = eun(—Fk),

and the condition (8) leads indeed to Fy(€) = Fy_g(e). If U is invariant
with respect to C' then

6U,n(k') = _EU,—n(_k)a

and the condition (9) implies that Fyry(e) = |Fy—ix(—€)|. Finally, if U is
invariant with respect to S we have that

6U,n(k) = _GU,fn(k)a

and the condition (10) implies that Fyp(e) = [Fyr(—e€)|.

13



3.2 Zak phase

Let us recall that the Zak phase can be defined for isolated energy bands.
In particular, if €y, (k) is a simple eigenvalue of hy(k) associated to a single
isolated band, the corresponding Zak phase is defined by

Ty, =i / () Ouutn(, ) g3 1y Ak (25)

—Tr

where 0 = d/dk and
up . (k,2) = e F0y, (k, x) (26)

is the eigenspinor in the so-called Bloch-Floquet-Zak representation, see
Appendix C for further details. Notice that since in general we cannot de-
rive a closed expression of ;7 (k) as a function of k, Zy, will be computed
numerically. By discretizing the Brillouin zone, however, the integral under-
lying the inner product in Eq. (25) can be computed analytically in terms of
eun(k), see Eq. (68) in Appendix C. Unless differently stated, the numerical
value of Zy;,, will always be given in the range [0,27). In the following we
discuss the role of the Zak phase for the symmetry classes D, BDI and AIII.

3.2.1 Class D

The set Up consists of the one-parameter family of coupling matrices Uc(0)
with 0 € [—m,m) = S!, see Egs. (11)—(12). Charge-conjugation symmetry
implies that, up to a reflection in the Brillouin zone, the energy bands are
symmetric with respect to e = 0:

€Uo(0)n (k) = —€ua(8),—n(—K).

By inspecting the spectral function
FUC(Q)JC(G) = sin(#) sin(k) + esinc(q) (27)

we deduce that there is an infinite number of energy gaps. If in particular
0 € {—m,0} the coupling conditions are impermeable, and the corresponding
flat bands are given by the closed expression

B _JE=VnPrt+m?, nelZ
CUc(—m),n = €UC(0),n = 0, n=0 .
If @ ¢ {—=,0} the energy bands can be determined only numerically by
finding the real roots of the transcendental equation FUC(Q),k(G) = 0. In any
case from Eq. (27) we can still conclude that the energy gaps close only in
the massless limit m — 0 for § = £7, see Fig. 3.

14
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Figure 3: Energy bands close to zero for the couplings Uc(#) in class D, with
m = 1. The energy gaps never close, therefore the set Up consists of a single
connected region with no topological phase transitions.

Accordingly, we expect no topological phase transition in class D, as we
can connect any two elements of Up by a continuous transformation, lead-
ing to a deformation of the corresponding Hamiltonians preserving charge-
conjugation symmetry and, at the same time, not closing the energy gaps.
In Fig. 4 we plot the Zak phase Zy, (), for |n| < 2: as it turns out, the Zak
phase does not assume a quantized value as a function of 0, and it therefore
does not catch any topological information for this class.

Figure 4: Zak phase Zy, ), for the class D, with n = 0 (red), n = +1
(blue) and n = £2 (green); some values of Zy;, ()0 have been shifted by 27
in order to show a continuous curve.

3.2.2 Class BDI

The set Uppy consists of the one-parameter family of coupling matrices
Ucs(0) with § € [—m,7) = S!, see Egs. (13)—(14). The invariance with
respect to all the three fundamental symmetries implies that the energy
bands are symmetric with respect to e =0,

Ues(0)m(k) = —€uqg0),—n (k)
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Figure 5: Energy bands close to zero for the couplings Ucg(#) in class BDI,
with m = 1. The central energy gap closes for § = +60,,, whereas all the
other gaps close for § = 7. The set Uppy is thus partitioned into four
connected regions (represented by alternating colors in the right diagram)
where no gap of the corresponding Hamiltonian closes.

and with respect to a reflection in the Brillouin zone, that is

ech(G),n(k) = Gch(G),n(_k)'
By inspecting the spectral function
Fyes0),1(€) = sin(0) cos(k) + cos(q) — m cos(0) sinc(q)

we observe that there are infinitely many energy gaps except for 6 = £7, see
Fig. 5. For the latter values of 6 there are only two energy bands separated by
a central mass gap (—m,m). Indeed, the matrices Uos(—5) = Upp(0) and
Ucs(5) = Upp(m) correspond respectively to the anti-periodic and periodic
coupling conditions introduced in Section 2.2: in these cases the Hamiltonian
is unitarily equivalent to the free Dirac operator H, and thus

spec(Hch(i%)) = spec(H) = (—o0, m| U [m, +00).

In particular we find the closed expressions

Vos(2)n(k) = £1/ (2|2 )7 — (~1)7[k]) + m2,
Wos(5)n k) = 24/ (([25] + 1)+ (~1)r[k]) +m,

where n € N* := N\ {0} while |z] is the floor of z, i.e. the greatest integer
less than or equal to x.

The central energy gap, on the other hand, can close only if there is a zero
eigenvalue of hyr(k). If 6 € {—m, 0} the coupling conditions are impermeable,
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Figure 6: Zak phase Zy,g,, , for the class BDI, with n = %1 (red) and
n = £2,£3 (dotted blue).

and since Fy,q(—m)k(0) = €™ and Fyg(0),x(0) = e there are no zero-
energy flat bands. If instead 6 ¢ {—m, 0}, by following Section 3.1.3 we
compute

G(m, %, cos(f)) = cosh(m) — cos(0) sinh(m)

= | sin(0)| cosh(arctanh(cos(&)) — m),

90

and since \/m? + m3 = |sin(f)| we conclude that there is a zero eigenvalue
only if 8 = 46,,,, where

6 = arccos(tanh(m)) € (0, ). (28)

Notice that the endpoints 6, = 0 and 6, = § can only be reached in the
limits m — 400 and m — 0, respectively.

By collecting the above spectral properties we identify four gapped regions
where no gap closes for the Hamiltonians with coupling in the set Uppr,
depicted in the right diagram of Fig. 5. Each region corresponds to a different
topological phase, and is characterized by a different value of the topological
invariant: as it turns out for this symmetry class the Zak phase is indeed
(numerically) constant within each gapped region, and it is quantized in
units of 7:

0, n==%+1,0¢€ (=5, —0n) U (On,3)
ZUes@)m =T, n==x1,0¢c[-m,=F)U(=0p,0,)U (5, 7). (29)
7 [n|>1,04#+1

We plot Zy,4(9),n for [n| < 3 in Fig. 6.

3.2.3 Class AIII

The set Uarr consists of the two-parameter family of coupling matrices
Us(0,m2) with (6, mq) € [—m,m) x [—1,1], see Egs. (15)-(16). Notice that

17



the matrices Us (6, £1) = Fo, are independent of §, and thus the parameter
space of U is in bijection with the sphere S%:

{(wl —m3cos(), /1 — m3 sin(@),mg) ER3: (0, mo) € [-m,7) x [—1, 1]},

see the left diagram in Fig. 7. As we explained in Section 2.1, the set Uayr
contains a continuous embedding of Uppr, and this deformation preserves
(only) the invariance with respect to the chiral symmetry. As a consequence,
the Hamiltonians in the classes BDI and AIII share some spectral properties.
For U € Uarr the energy bands are still symmetric with respect to e = 0,

€Us(8,m2)n (k) = —€Ug(0,ma),—n (k) -

Also in this case there are infinitely many energy gaps unless § = +7, that is
when the matrices Ucg (6, m2) coincide with the pseudo-periodic conditions
Upp(), and all the energy gaps but the central one close. Moreover from
the spectral function

FUS(0,m2),k(€) =4/1— m% sin(0) cos(k) + ma sin(k)

+ cos(q) — my/1 — m3 cos(f) sinc(q)

we deduce that there is a zero eigenvalue of hy (k) closing the central gap if

cosh(m) — y/1 — m3 cos() sinh(m) = :l:\/l — (1 —m3) cos(0)2.

The above conditions can only hold with the positive sign, and are thus
equivalent to the equation

\/1 —m3cos(6) = tanh(m), (30)

which gives the locus where the central energy gap closes. By solving for 6
we find

O (o) = arccos(?%) if Imsa| < 4/1 — tanh?(m),
—ml

where ém(O) = 0,,, coincides with the value found in Eq. (28) for Upp.

By excluding the coupling conditions for which at least one energy gap
closes, the set Uamr = S? is partitioned into three gapped regions: a hemi-
sphere

UNTT = {Us(8,m2) : 10] > 5}, (31)

a spherical zone

Uy = {US(H,mg) 10 < /1 —m2cos(f) < tanh(m)} (32)
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Figure 7: (Left) S? parameter space of the set Uag, where the red line at
the equator my = 0 represents the couplings Ug(0,0) = Ucg(6), while the
shaded regions highlight the three gapped regions (31)—(33). (Right) Phase
diagram of the (quantized) Zak phase Zy (g m,)+1, With Z = 7 in blue
and Z = 0 in orange; the black solid curve and the dashed lines represent
respectively the small circle of S? where the central gap closes, see Eq. (30),
and the great circle at §# = £7 where all the other gaps close.

and a spherical cap

U = {Ug(@, mz) : /1 —m3cos(f) > tanh(m)} . (33)

These regions represent three different topological phases characterized by
the following values of the Zak phase:

0, n:il,UEZ/{ZZIII,
Zuyn=4m n==+1, UcUBUUS, (34)
, |n|>1,U:Ug(H,mg)GZ/IAHI,G;&:I:%,

which we plot in the right panel of Fig. 7 for n = £1. We remark that this
result is consistent with the one already found for class BDI. Let us recall
that although the two regions

{Ucs(0) : 0 € (=5, —0m)}, {Ucs(0) : 0 € (O, 5)},

in the set Uppr are characterized by equal topological indices (see Eq. (29)),
the corresponding Hamiltonians cannot be connected by any continuous
transformation not closing the energy gaps and preserving at the same time
both charge-conjugation and chiral symmetries, and are thus associated to
two different topological phases. That notwithstanding, they can be con-
nected by a continuous transformation not closing the gaps and preserving
only the chiral symmetry, and they are thus associated to the same topolog-
ical phase within the larger class AIII.
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4 Bulk-boundary correspondence

The BBC is usually expressed as the equivalence between two topological
indices, characterizing respectively the infinitely extended system without
boundaries and the half-infinite system obtained by truncating the first with
a sharp boundary [50-54]. For one-dimensional models, the bulk index is
typically given by the Zak phase associated to the n-th energy band [52,53,
55-62|, whereas the boundary index is defined in the truncated system as
difference between the number of edge states (i.e. normalizable eigenstates
that are localized near the boundary) appearing below the n-th bulk energy
band and the number of edge states above the same energy band [63-66].

In continuum models, however, the truncation is not unique: both the po-
sition of the edge and the boundary conditions imposed at the edge are part of
the definition of the half-infinite system. Recent studies have highlighted how
the BBC is affected by the details of the truncation [67,68], possibly leading
to a violation of the correspondence in continuum systems [54,65,66,69-71].
In this section we analyze in detail how the boundary index defined above in
terms of edge states depends on two parameters characterizing all the pos-
sible truncations of the gDKP model, and how this boundary index relates
to the bulk one given by the Zak phase. After defining in Section 4.1 the
truncated Hamiltonian and the boundary spectral function, in Section 4.2
we discuss the BBC for both the symmetry classes BDI and AIII but consid-
ering only symmetry-preserving truncations. In Section 4.3, focusing on the
BDI class, we then discuss the stability of the correspondence with respect
to arbitrary truncations.

4.1 Truncated Hamiltonian

By letting d € [0,1) denote the position of the (zero-dimensional) edge,
in the following we consider the gDKP model truncated on the half-line
Ry = (d, +00). In order for the truncated Hamiltonian to be self-adjoint, we
must impose a suitable boundary condition at the edge: by recalling that
the most general decoupling boundary conditions at & = d* are given by the
chiral conditions introduced in Section 2.2, namely

cos($)x(d*) = i sin(§)6(d") (35)

with a € [—m,m), we define the truncated Hamiltonian Hy(d,«) as the
differential operator having the same expression of Hy in Eq. (1) and domain

D(Hu(d, a)) = {¥ € H'(Rq \ N3 C?) : cos(§)x(d") = isin(§)g(d"),
VU_(n)=U0¥4(n)¥n e N*}.
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Figure 8: Different truncations of the gDKP model, leading to the Hamilto-
nian Hy (d, o) depending on the position d of the edge and on the parameter
a characterizing the boundary conditions at the edge.

The role of the truncation parameters d and « is shown in Fig. 8. Notice
that the condition (35) determines ¥(d™) up to a factor ¢ € C, that is

o

U(dt) = ¢ (‘i COSCS>2)> . (36)

sin(§
For this system, the BBC can be stated as the equivalence between

Zyn/m, the normalized Zak phase associated to the n-th energy band of
Hy, and the difference

Ng,n(dv Oé) - Ng,n(da Oé) (37>

between the number of edge states of Hy(d, o) appearing respectively below
and above the n-th energy band of Hy. Notice that the Zak phase actu-
ally depends on the choice of origin of the real space unit cell [58,59,61].2
Although this choice is in principle arbitrary, and different conventions are
connected by unitary transformations, there is usually a natural choice of
the origin that is related to the presence of inversion symmetry within the
unit cell. We followed this convention in Section 3, placing the point in-
teraction at the center of the unit cell. For the BBC to hold, however, it
is essential to connect the unit cell convention and the position of the edge
appropriately [52]. In our case, this amounts to consider d = %: this case
will be analyzed in Section 4.2, while other values of d will be discussed in
Section 4.3.

4.1.1 Edge states

The edge states can be determined by exploiting a transfer matriz ap-
proach [72-75]. The transfer matrix Ty (e, d) associated to Hy is defined
by the relation

Te((n+d+1)") =Ty(e,d)Pe((n+d)")

2The relative Zak phase between two different topological phases is however indepen-
dent of the unit cell convention [56,58,59].
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for any n € Z and d € [0, 1), where W (x) is any (generalized) eigenspinor of
Hy with energy e. For permeable conditions, the transfer matrix is given by

Ty (e,d) = P(e,d)DyP(e, 1 — d) (38)
where
P(e,d) = cos(gd)I + idsinc(qd)(eoy + imoy), (39)
- 1 —sin(n) —ms i(cos(n) + mg)
D0 s <i(COS(?7) - mog) —sin(n) + ”?3> ’ (40

see Appendix A.2 for details. In this context, € is in the spectrum of Hy; if
it satisfies the well-known energy band condition |tr(Ty(e,d))| < 2, which
in our case leads to the condition

| cos(q) sin(n) + sine(q) (e cos() — mmo)| < \/m? +m.

Let us remark that this result is consistent with our approach based on the
spectral function, as the equation Fy;x(€) = 0 implies the above condition.

For what concerns the edge states of Hy(d, «), let us observe that since
|det(Ty(e,d))| = 1, Ty (€, d) has two eigenvalues Ay 4 (€, d), reciprocal up to
a phase, with [\ _(e,d)| < 1 and |A\y+(€,d)| > 1. Denoting by vy + (€, d)
the right eigenvectors (in general Ty(e, d) is not a normal matrix), we have
the decomposition

W(d¥) = crou4(e,d) + coy, (e, d).

A (normalizable) edge state will thus be allowed if ¥(d™) belongs to the span
of the decaying eigenvector vy,—, or equivalently if

wy 4 (6,d)¥(dT) =0 (41)

where wy 4 (€,d) is the left eigenvector of Ty (e, d) associated to Ay (€, d),
namely the row vector satisfying the relations

wU7+(6, d)TU(G, d) = )\U7+(6, d)'wU7+(6, d), 'U}U7+(6, d)'UU7_ (6, d) = 0.

By combining Egs. (36) and (41) we can define the following boundary spec-

tral function:
a

Fule,d, @) = wy1(c, d) <_;;O(SC2§)2 )) . (42)

Hence, by construction, Hy(d, «) has an edge state of energy e if and only
if € is in an energy gap of Hy and if Fy (e, d, o) = 0.
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4.2 Symmetry-preserving truncations

We henceforth restrict our considerations to the coupling matrices Ug(6, mz2)
associated to the AIII class. Recall that the BDI class can be seen as a
subset of the latter, since Ucg () = Us(6,0). Observe that if U(x) satisfies
the chiral boundary condition in Eq. (35), then both C¥(z) = 0, ¥(z) and
SU(x) = —oy,V(x) satisfy the condition

sin(2)x(d*) = i cos($)e(d"),
and this implies the following anti-commutation relations:

SHUS(97m2)(d> a)S_l = _HUS(G,mz)(d7 ™= Oé), (43)
CHUCS(9)<d7 a)Cil = _HUCS(9) (d, ™ — a). (44)

The above relations tell us that not all the boundary conditions at the
edge respect the chiral and charge-conjugation symmetries of the corre-
sponding bulk Hamiltonian. In particular, we find that Hy,gg)(d, a) and
Hurg(6,ms) (d, @) are respectively in the symmetry classes BDI and AIII if and
only if we restrict to the values v = 4-7.

We compute the transfer matrix Ty (g,m,) (€, d) and the left eigenvector
Wy (6,ms),+ (€, d) with the help of Mathematica, obtaining a long but ana-
lytical expression for the boundary spectral function Firg(g,m.)(€,d, ). In
Fig. 9 we plot the edge spectrum of Hyg (g m,)(d, @) for d = % and o = 7,
showing the edge states between the energy bands of Hiyg(gm,). For these
values of d and « we find that the BBC holds up to a sign, that is we have
that

1 b
;ZUS(97m2)7n = Sn,@,:l:% (NUs(O,mz),n(%7 ig) - Nla]s(eymz),n(%’ i%)) (45)
for any n € Z*, where s, 9 € {—1,1} is given by

Snf.a = (—1)""‘1 sign(n) sign (o) sign(|0] — 5). (46)

4.3 Non-symmetric truncations

We extend our analysis by discussing the stability of the BBC for non-
symmetric truncations, i.e. we now consider arbitrary values of both the
parameters d and «. For simplicity we will focus just on the one-parameter
family of coupling conditions Ucg(6), that is on the BDI class. We start by
fixing again d = % but considering any a € [—7, 7). In the top row of Fig. 10
we show the phase diagram of the number of edge states of Hyy,, 5(9)(%, @) in
the central energy gap and in the first two positive gaps. As it turns out, for
any o ¢ {—m,0} the BBC holds again up to a sign, that is we have that

%ZUCS(G),n = S0, (le}cs(e),n(%7 a) = N sy (3:@) (47)
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Figure 9: Edge spectrum of HUS(97m2)(%, a) fora = § (toprow) and a = —5§

(bottom row); the edge states are shown in red, while the blue and orange
regions represent respectively the bulk energy bands with Z = 7 and Z = 0.

for any n € Z*, where s, 9, is the same of Eq. (46). For a € {—m,0} we
find instead that the edge states coalesce with the bulk energy bands, and
for d = % we thus observe two isolated violations of the BBC.

We now consider what happens if we simultaneously change the origin of
the unit cell and the edge position d. In order to obtain a consistent result,
the edge states of Hy(d, ) must be compared with the bulk Zak phase
associated to the translated unit cell [-1+d, d), which is given (modulo 27)
by )

Zisnld) = Zus — 7(1 — 2d) (48)

where Zy, = ZU,n(%), see Eq. (67) in Appendix C.2. Notice that even
tough ZUCS(9)7n(d)/7T happens to be an integer only for d = 1 and d = 0,
the relative Zak phase between two topological phases (that is, between two
values of ) is always quantized in units of 7. In the bottom row of Fig. 10
we show the same edge states phase diagram but for d = 0. In this case we
observe that the BBC is consistently violated for any a # +7.

We conclude our analysis by plotting in Fig. 11 the edge states phase
diagram as a function of d and fixing a = 7 (but notice that for a =
—% we obtain analogous results). In this case we find that the edge states
are insensitive to d only in the central gap, where the symmetry-preserving
boundary conditions with o = =7 force the edge states to have zero energy.
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Figure 10: Phase diagram of the number N of edge states of Hy,9)(d, @)
for d = % (top row) and d = 0 (bottom row), with N = 0 in blue and N = 1
in orange.

5 Discussion and outlook

As we have shown, the gDKP Hamiltonian Hy displays a rich topological
structure, and the coupling matrix U € U(2) can be used as a parameter
to explore different phases. Indeed, depending on the form of U, all AZC
symmetry classes whose symmetries square to the identity can be exhibited
as instances of this model. Through our analysis, we have thus been able to
probe the topological content of the Zak phase for one-dimensional quantum
systems, both in regards to bulk properties and to the BBC.

Quantization of the Zak phase is known to be protected by inversion sym-
metry |12, 76]; the Zak phase can also reproduce (in an appropriate gauge)
the Z-valued topological index in two-band chiral systems, like the celebrated
Su—Schrieffer-Heeger model [77-79]. In general lattice tight-binding models
that are symmetric under charge-conjugation and/or chiral symmetry and
are spectrally gapped around zero energy, a multi-band Zak phase yields
a well-defined gauge and topological invariant defined as follows [79]. As-
sume that the model has m negative and m positive energy bands. In the
multi-band situation, the Zak phase should be defined through quasi-Bloch
functions [80]: rather than eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonian, the quasi-
Bloch functions {, (k) }1<n<m are eigenfunctions of the spectral projection
P_(k) of the Hamiltonian onto negative energy bands (which may not be
isolated among themselves, but only from the positive ones). The charge-

25



first positive gap second positive gap

central gap
1 —Um 7

ol

Figure 11: Phase diagram of the number N of edge states of Hy,9)(d, 5),
with NV = 0 in blue and N =1 in orange.

conjugation or chiral symmetry operator can be employed to extend this
set of quasi-Bloch functions to a basis {u,(k)}1<n<om of the whole fiber
Hilbert space, accounting for all degrees of freedom in the unit cell. Then
the quantity

2m

—1/ )| Oktin(k,-)) dk = 21/ y )| Okt (K, -)) dk

is always an integer multiple of 27, whose parity is also gauge-invariant if only
symmetry-preserving local gauge transformations are allowed (compare with
Appendix C). Moreover, Z/2m mod 2 reproduces the parity of the Z-valued
index which, as predicted by Tab. 1, can be defined for multi-band chiral
chains [81]. The qualitative reason behind the quantization of Z is that, if
we take into account all 2m energy bands, then the quasi-Bloch functions
{tin (k) }1<n<om can be related to the quasi-Bloch functions at k = 0 by
means of a unitary matrix U(k), that is

2m
0,) =Y _[U(K)]apis(k,) (49)
b=1

for any k € [—m, ). It is then possible to prove that

2m

> i (k,)|kiin(k, ) = det(U (k) 9 det (U (k)),

n=1

so, using standard complex analysis, Z/27m measures the integer winding
number around zero of the determinant of k — U(k).

The previous discussion highlights how topological content, in the form
of quantization of the Zak phase, is to be expected in general tight-binding
models only when considering all (gapped) spectral bands below zero as
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a whole, and the object that can be topologically classified is the projec-
tion P_(k) [82]. If only single isolated bands are considered, then the Zak
phase looses in general all its topological meaning, as continuous deforma-
tions can “unwind” this phase by exploiting the extra dimensions in the am-
bient space [10]. As these extra dimensions are in principle always accessible
in continuum models, where the fiber Hilbert space in the Bloch-Floquet(—
Zak) representation is infinite-dimensional, the role of the Zak phase as a
topological marker is challenged [83]: considering single bands means tak-
ing matrices U(k) as in Eq. (49) that are not unitary anymore, so that the
winding number of their determinant may be undefined.

In the gDKP model analyzed in this paper, we find indeed non-quantized
values of the Zak phase in class D (see Fig. 4): hence the Zak phase is not a
topological marker for the predicted Zs-valued index from Tab. 1. Surpris-
ingly, the model exhibits quantized Zak phases in the chiral classes BDI and
ATIT (see Figs. 6 and 7), signaling that in the presence of chiral symmetry the
Zak phase should be related to a more robust (relative) topological invariant
for (differences of) phases. Since these findings are seemingly in contrast
with the general theoretical scheme sketched above, we plan to devote fur-
ther investigation to this point in future work. In particular, it is not yet
clear how to devise other markers to capture the topological properties of
this specific model.

For what concerns the BBC, we found that the Zak phase still detects
the presence of edge states in the form of a relative boundary topological
index associated to spectral gaps. However, our results show that in contin-
uum models the presence of localized edge states depends not only on bulk
topological data, but also on how the system is truncated. This is an ad-
ditional confirmation of the fact that these edge topological indices depend
on the choice of the periodicity cell, as stated in Appendix C.2; on top of
that also the boundary condition of the truncated model can influence its
value. Specifically, the truncation of the one-dimensional system studied in
this paper depends on two parameters (d, ) € [0,1) X [—7, ) characterizing
respectively the position of the cut and the additional boundary conditions
at the edge. For the symmetry class BDI we established that the BBC holds
as the identity

~Zn(d) = INB0(ds0) — N, (d, )], (50)
for any n € Z*, when:
e d=1%and a € (—m, )\ {0}, see Eq. (45) and Fig. 10;
e d=0and a = +£7, see Eq. (45) and Fig 11.

For all the other values of d and o we observe instead a systematic violation
of the correspondence. We expect analogous results to hold also for the sym-
metry class AIII, although for the latter we considered explicitly only the
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parameters d = 3 and o = +£Z (see Fig. 9). Notice that (isolated) violations
of the correspondence have been recently observed also in related continuum
models [54,65,66,69-71]. It thus turns out that the BBC is very sensitive
to the position d of the cut. Despite this, some “stability” can be gained
when the truncated system belongs to the same symmetry class of the cor-
responding bulk Hamiltonian: when o = 47 also the boundary conditions
at the edge are symmetric with respect to S and C, and in this case we
find that the number of (zero energy) edge states in the central gap is com-
pletely unaffected by the value of d (see the left panel of Fig. 11). We think
that this positive result can be of practical use also for more realistic mod-
els discussing the role of Majorana zero modes in the context of topological
quantum computation [1,84,85].

The gDKP model provides a versatile continuum framework to explore
one-dimensional topological phases beyond tight-binding descriptions. Nat-
ural extensions of this work include the incorporation of disorder or quasi-
periodic point interactions, where transfer-matrix methods remain applicable
and may shed light on the stability of edge states in non-periodic settings. It
would also be interesting to generalize our analysis to Dirac operators acting
on four-component spinors, enabling access to additional symmetry classes
and allowing closer contact with experimentally relevant systems such as
graphene-based structures. More generally, our results highlight the impor-
tance of boundary conditions in continuum models for topological matter
and suggest that a careful treatment of self-adjoint extensions is essential for
a consistent formulation of the BBC in continuum quantum systems.

A Singular Dirac operator

In this Appendix we discuss the connection between the gDKP model Hy
in Eq. (1) and the singular Dirac operator Hg with a periodic array of Dirac
d-potentials introduced in Eq. (4). After clarifying this connection in Sec-
tion A.1, we take advantage of it in Section A.2 to compute the transfer
matrix associated to Hy.
A.1 Point interactions and coupling conditions
The most general singular perturbation of the free Dirac operator H con-
sisting of a single point interaction at x = 0 is given by

7 . d go+9g3 g1 —igo

Hyg = —io,— +mo, + Vyd(x), Vg = . ,

09 “da = Vgd(@) g (91 +1ig92 9o — g3

where Vg is the Hermitian matrix containing the couplings

g = (90,91, 92, 93) € R*
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and §(z) is the Dirac delta distribution [21-23]. On a suitable spinor ¥(x)
the point interaction enforces the coupling conditions

(2ic, — Vg)¥(01) = (2ioy, + V) ¥ (07), (51)
which are equivalent to the following jump-average conditions:
Vg(T(07) + W (07)) = —2i05(T(07) — ¥(07)). (52)

Since
det(2ic, £ V,) =4+ g5 — g2 — g5 — 95 F 4ig

the matrices 2io, & Vg are not invertible when
g1=0 and  gj—gi—gi=—4,
leading to the decoupling of the conditions
(2io, — Vg)¥(01) =0, (2io, + Vg)¥(07) =0,

which means that the point interaction is impermeable. Notice that the
parameter g; can always be set to zero by means of a singular gauge trans-
formation [23].

On the other hand, the most general coupling conditions leading to a
self-adjoint extension Ho of H, when initially defined in C$°(R \ {0}; C?),
are given by

V_(0) = UP(0), VL) = (28& ii%i)

for U € U(2). In order to understand the relation between the above coupling
conditions and those in Egs. (51)—(52), let us notice that

T(07) +P(07) = A(P4(0) + 02T (0)),
(07) = ¥(0F) = 0. A(T1(0) — 0, T (0)),

1 /1 1
- — At
A_ﬂ(l —1>_A

is a unitary matrix. Then, by substituting ¥_(0) = U¥(0) in Eq. (52) and
setting Vg = AVyA and U = —o,U we find that

where

V(I —U) = —=2i(I +U),

3With respect to the notations of [23] we have go =1, g1 = w, g2 = A and g3 = 7.
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i.e. that —%\N/g and U are related by an inverse Cayley transform:
1+ : ~ =
—?@:mI+le—U)R (53)

We recall that to any Hermitian matrix V' there corresponds a unique unitary
matrix given by the Cayley transform C(V) = (V —il)(V +il)~}!, with
1 ¢ spec(C(V')), whereas the inverse Cayley transform of a unitary matrix
U can be considered only if 1 ¢ spec(U). In our case, by using the U(2)
parametrization introduced in Eq. (7), we have that 1 € spec(U) if and only
if

my = sin(n).

If my # sin(n) we derive the one-to-one correspondence

Hoy = Hygw)
where the relation g = g(U) is obtained from Eq. (53), and is given by

90 cos (1)
oy [—T— Ul (54)
92 sin(n) —my | ma3
g3 —mo
If m; = sin(n) then different operators Ho,y can formally correspond, in

general, to a certain Hy g having infinite values of the coupling, that is
with g(U) € (RU {oo})*.
In order to invert Eq. (54) it is convenient to introduce the quantity

A=4—g3+gi+95+g5
We find the following relations:
e if g9 #% 0 and A # 0 then

A
n = arctan 1o mod T,

g0
mo —4g3
mi | sign(A) A-81.
ma VIegZ +AZ | g |
ms g2

. T
n= 9
mo —4g3
my | _ 1 gi+ 95 +g3—4
my | 4A+¢2+95+92 g1 ’
ms 92
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e if A=0and g2 > 4 then

n =0,
mo —93
mq o i —2
ma go g1
ms3 g2

Observe that the quantities 16g3 + A? and 4 + g7 + g5 + g3 never vanish for
g € R%, therefore we exhausted all the possibilities. Moreover, let us notice
that g = (0, g1, 0,0) corresponds to

n=" me—ms—0, omoGtt @
2? b g% _ 4’ g% _ 47
whereas the decoupling conditions g; = 0 and g3 — g5 — g3 = —4 lead to

m1:m2:0,

consistently with the discussion in Section 2.2.

A.2 Transfer matrix

In this section we derive the expression of the transfer matrix associated to
the gDKP model Hy. The transfer matrix Ty (¢, d) is defined by the relation

U((n+d+ 1)) =Tyle,d)Vc((n+d)")

for any n € Z and d € [0, 1), where U.(z) is any (generalized) eigenspinor of
Hy with energy €. Let us start by observing that if g; # 0 and gg —g2 —g:)z) #*
—4, the coupling conditions in Eq. (51) can be put in the form

U(0T) = Dy (07)

where
N o —1/a:
Dg = (2io, — Vg) ™ '(2io, + Vg)
_ 1 =1, 1 .
= —(—50.Vg +il) (=50, Vg —il)
1
= —C(—370.Vg)
9, 92, 2, 2 :
4—g5+937+95+95—4g2 —4i(go+g3)
B d4+g3—g3—g5—g5+4igr  4+gi—gi—g3—g3+4ig
—4i(go—g3) 4—g3+93+95+95+492
4+g2—g7—g3—g2+4ig1  A+gi—gi—g2—gi+dig
Since
. 2 2 2 2 :
- det(2io, +Vy) 4495 — 91 — 95 — 95 — 4ig
det(Dg) = =

 det(2ioy —Vg) 4495 —9f — 95— 95 +4ig
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we have that |det(Dg)| = 1. Notice that in general o, Vg is not a Hermitian
matrix, hence Dy is not a unitary matrix. By recalling the relation (53), we
can compute the interaction part of the transfer matrix associated to Hy 7,
namely

Dy = Dy
= —C(0,AC" (—a,U)A)

_ 1 <— sin(n) —ms  i(cos(n) + mo))
my — img \i(cos(n) —mgy) —sin(n) + ms

where C~H(U) = i(I — U)~Y(I + U) is the inverse Cayley transform of U.
Now let us consider an eigenspinor W (z) of Hy 7 with eigenvalue € € R. For
any x # 0, U (x) satisfies the equation

—i0, VL (z) + mo, U (z) = eV ()
which we can put in the form V. (z) = iQ(e) ¥ (z) where

0 €e+m
€E—m 0 )

Q(€) = eoy +imoy, = (

Since Q(€)% = ¢2I, where ¢ = e #18(€=m*)/2, /|2 02| has been introduced
in Eq. (20), we obtain the following expression of the free propagator asso-
ciated to a path of length 0 < d < 1:

Ple,d) = eldQ(e) — cos(qd)I + idsinc(gd)Q(e).

By combining the above results, the full transfer matrix associated to
Hy is given by the expression

Ty (e,d) = P(e,d)DyP(e, 1 —d).

Observe that since

mq +imeo

det(Dy) = det(P(e,d)) = e4(QO) = 1,

my —ims’

the transfer matrix is unimodular, that is | det(Ty (e, d))| = 1.
B Eigenvalue problem of the fiber Hamiltonian
In this Appendix we discuss the eigenvalue equation

(hu (k) — v (k) Pe(k, x) =0 (55)

associated to the fiber Hamiltonian hy (k) introduced in Eq. (18). The above
equation consists of two coupled differential equations, given by

_i(z):s(k? .CE) = (6 + m)Xe(k,IL’), _iXIe(kﬂ :IZ) = (6 - m)¢5(k7 JI), (56)
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For a given € € R the space of pseudo-periodic solutions (that is, satisfying
the relation W(k, 3) = e* W (k, —3)) in H'((—1, 2)\{0}) is two-dimensional,
and the general solution can be written as

Tk - (k
\Ijg(k7f]j):c+ QS:_( ’IE) +C— ¢€_( ,:E) ,
xe (k) Xe (k)
where ¢ € C. After inserting the above solution in the boundary values
U, (0) and setting

w20 = Arslo) (1)

c
where
¢ (k,07) £ xT(k,07) o (k,07) £ xc (k,07)
Ant(€) = | o 0y d( O+ DM N CL
¢ (k,07) F X (K, 07) oo (k,07) F xc (K, 0
imposing the coupling condition ¥_ = UV, is equivalent to requiring the

vanishing of the following spectral function:
Fy () = det(By(e) —U) =0, By (€) = Ak’_(e)A;i_(e). (58)
After determining the explicit expression of the eigenspinors in Sec-
tion B.1, we derive the spectral function in Section B.2.
B.1 Eigenspinors

If € # +m we can rearrange Eq. (56) as

i

gbé/(k?,l‘) = —q2¢€(k‘,x), Xé(k7$) == d’;(kax)

€E+m

where ¢ = g(€) = el ™e(€=m)/2 /[eZ702] has been introduced in Eq. (20).
The above equations can be easily integrated, giving the pseudo-periodic
solution presented in Section 3.1.2:

o Eteler 4 ¢—e—lar, x <0
e(k,z) = gteila@—D+k] 4 e—o-ila@—1)=k] 5 5

where

1
:l: €‘Em

The coupling condition equation W_(0) = UW(0), that is equivalent to

Miate) (5 ) =0 (59
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where

mi1 M2
Mus(©) = A-(0) - Ui () = ( ) (60)
ma1 M2
can be used to determine the coefficients ¢*. By setting
¢ =mia, c = -—mii,

we find (up to a prefactor) the explicit expression

=41+ L)1 - FED (imy +my)) F (1 F =L )el(mg + img).

e+m e+m

B.2 Spectral function

In order to determine the explicit solution of the spectral function, let us
first notice that by making use of the relation

det(M — N) = det(M) + det(N) + tr(MN) — tr(M) tr(N),
that holds for any pair of 2 x 2 matrices, we obtain that
Fup(e) = det(By(e)) + det(U) + tr(By(e)U) — tx(By(e)) tr(U).  (61)
Then by using the solution (B.1) we find

1+ L 1F 5
A 4 (€) = - i
k(€) (1 - €+qm)el<k—q) (1 n G%m)el(kw)
and
By(€) = a(e)I + b(e)oy,
where
' 0 ik
oL = Cos(k;)O‘m + Sln(k‘)O’y = oik 0
and

B msin(q)

ale) = esin(q) —igcos(q)’
By using the expression in Eq. (61) we get

Fui(e) = a(e)? —b(e)? + det(U) — a(e) tr(U) + b(e) tr(Uoy) (62)

_ —iq
be) = esin(q) —igcos(q)

and by dropping a non-vanishing multiplicative factor and using the U(2)
parametrization in Eq. (7) we further arrive at the equivalent expression

Fu k() = my cos(k) + ma sin(k) + cos(q) sin(n) + sinc(q) (e cos(n) — mmy).
(63)
The spectral function in Eq. (63) is always a real function of €, contrarily to
the one in Eq. (62). Let us stress that although the above spectral function
has been derived by assuming that € # +m, by proceeding on the line
of [17,86] one can prove that it can be used consistently also when e = +m.
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C Berry and Zak phases

In this Appendix, after recalling in Section C.1 the definition of the Berry
phase associated to a generic parameter space, in Section C.2 we discuss
how it can be adapted when the parameter space is the (one-dimensional)
Brillouin zone, leading to the Zak phase.

C.1 Berry phase

Let H (&) denote a family of Hamiltonians depending on a (vector) parameter
&. We consider a cyclic evolution across a closed path C in the parameter
space, assuming that the Hamiltonians H (&) share a common domain and
admit an eigenstate ¢(&) associated to a (simple) eigenvalue €(§) that does
not cross with other eigenvalues for all £ € C. By denoting the endpoints of
the path C' by &; and &;, with &, = &;, we clearly have that

H(&) = H(&), P(&) = (&) (64)

The (Pancharatnam-—)Berry phase associated to ¢(&) and C'is defined by the
loop integral of the Berry connection [55,62,87-89]:

o= § A, A(E) = 1B(©)| Veo(E)) - de.
Local gauge transformations in the space of parameters,

o(&) — '@ p(g),

are allowed if they respect the condition in Eq. (64), which implies that 6(€)
must satisfy

0(&r) — 0(&) € 2nZ, (65)

but can possibly be a multivalued function. Notice that while the Berry
connection is gauge-dependent,

A(&) = A(€) + Veb(€) - dE,

the Berry phase is gauge-invariant modulo 2,

o 7{; AE) + (&) — (&),

whereas the so-called Abelian Wilson loop W = €7¢ is always gauge-
invariant.

In some cases, we can obtain a measurable (that is, gauge-invariant)
quantity also for an open path from &; to &;. Let us suppose that H(§;) and
H (&) are related by a unitary operator 7:

H(&) =TH (&), o(&) = To(&),
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Then we can still obtain a gauge-independent Berry phase (modulo 27) if
the unitary operator commutes with local gauge transformations,

o) = (" o(&y) = " Ero(gy) = " o(€),
so that Eq. (65) still holds.

C.2 Zak phase

In a periodic system we can consider the Brillouin zone [—m, 7) (supposing
for simplicity a unit lattice spacing) as the parameter space to compute the
Berry phase. In this case, indeed, one can e.g. apply an electric field to cause
a linear variation in k across the entire Brillouin zone [12,55,57,62,90]. The
initial and final parameters k; = —m and k¢ = 7 are thus connected by the
reciprocal lattice vector 27, and if the system is described by the Hamiltonian
H(k) in the Bloch-Floquet-Zak representation (see e.g. [55,57|), we have
that

H(=7) = 72 H ()7,
where the unitary operator
7 u(x) = eFy(z)

commutes with the local gauge transformations u(x) — e?®y(z). In the
Bloch-Floquet-Zak representation the eigenfunctions w,(k,x) of H (k) sat-
isfy the periodic gauge

un(k+ K, 2) = e * %y, (k, z)

for each k' € 2n7Z. We can thus define an open-path Berry phase across the
Brillouin zone, which in this context is known as the Zak phase

Zn = i/ﬂ (un(k, )| Opun (K, -)) dk,

where the inner product is the one associated to the Hilbert space of the
(Wigner-Seitz) unit cell.

As is well-known, the Zak phase is not invariant under unitary transla-
tions of the unit cell. Indeed, under the translation

[=3.3)~ [1+d.d) (66)

by the quantity % — d, where d € [0,1), the eigenfunctions in the Bloch—
Floquet—Zak representation change as

tn (k@) = Gz — L+ d) = o* 5Dy (&, 2).
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Then, since
it (k, )| Ok tin (K, -)) = i{un(k, ) |Opun(k, ) — 5 +d,

the Zak phase associated to the new unit cell is given by

Zo(d) = Zy — (1 — 2d), (67)
where Z,, = Zn(%)

C.2.1 Numerical calculation

In order to compute numerically the Zak phase, we discretize the Brillouin
zone [—m,m) by considering the M points

2
ki:—ﬂ'-i-iﬁﬂ-

for i € {0,..., M}. The Zak phase is then given by [55,60]

M—-1
Z=— lim Iml i = (u(ks, ) |u(kitr,-))-
i mogﬂ)s Si = (u(ks, u(kitr, )

where we dropped the dependence on the quantum number n to declutter the
notations. For the case discussed in the main text, see Egs. (21) and (26), the
inner product S; has four contributions, which can be computed explicitly.
Setting &5 = ¢*|3y, and ¢; = q(e(k;)) we have that

S =50 + 5% 4 58 4 5,

where

/0 i NN C) (7)

S(J) — AZ(J) </ elagj)xdx + /2 e‘az(‘J)(fffl) dx) = Agj)eﬂlT sinc<al2)
_1 0
2
(68)

and

A = ek, o = g~ G+ 5.

AP = (¢)ief, o =q+7,+%,

Az(‘g) = (&N, agg) = —qit1— G+ 37,

A§4) = (fi_)T{i_Jm a§4) = —Qi+1 T ¢ + QMK
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