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Fractional Chern insulators (FCIs) have attracted intensive attention for the realization of frac-
tional quantum Hall states in the absence of an external magnetic field. Most of FCIs have been pro-
posed on two-dimensional (2D) Euclidean lattice models with various boundary conditions. In this
work, we investigate hyperbolic FCIs which are constructed in hyperbolic geometry with constant
negative curvature. Through the studies on hyperbolic analogs of kagome lattices with hard-core
bosons loaded into topological flat bands, we find convincing numerical evidences of two types of
ν = 1/2 FCI states, i.e., the conventional and unconventional FCIs. Multiple branches of edge exci-
tations and geometry-dependent wave functions for both conventional and unconventional ν = 1/2
FCI states are revealed, however, the geometric degree of freedom in these FCIs plays various roles.
Additionally, a center-localized orbital plays a crucial role in the unconventional FCI state.

Introduction.—Fractional Chern insulators (FCIs) [1–22],
which realize fractional quantum Hall states without an
external magnetic field, have been theoretically proposed
for more than a decade. Most recently, there are signif-
icantly experimental advances in the realization of FCIs
in Moiré superlattice systems [23–27]. To achieve FCI
states, topological flat band (TFB) models are required
because TFBs can quench kinetic energy and enhance
interaction effectively, which is in analogy of Landau lev-
els (LLs) [1–5, 20–22]. By tuning hopping parameters
of Chern insulator (CI) models, a series of TFB mod-
els have been proposed [28–35]. Due to the similarity
between TFBs and LLs, one can define the mapping re-
lationship between single-particle states in CIs and LL
wave functions (WFs) in quantum Hall states [6]. Subse-
quently, several trial WFs for FCIs can be explicitly con-
structed in Euclidean lattices with various boundary con-
ditions [6, 10, 14, 36]. Inspired by the analytic expression
of Laughlin WFs [37] and the generalized Pauli principle
(GPP) [38–40], some of us have proposed a direct and
effective approach to construct FCI states in disk geome-
try [41, 42] based on the Jack polynomials (Jacks) [43–45]
and single-particle states of TFBs. Trial WFs for FCIs in
singular CI models have been constructed directly [46, 47]
as well and the inherent geometric factor for FCIs have
been revealed [46]. Different from CIs in disk geometry, a
defect-core state emerges in singular CI models. Intrigu-
ingly, the defect-core orbital in the TFB models can lead
to multiple branches of edge excitations (EEs) and two
types of ν = 1/2 FCIs in which the geometry plays the
same role [47].

Unlike singular surfaces with a point of singular cur-
vature in real space, two-dimensional (2D) hyperbolic
geometry has constant negative curvature, but with-
out point singularities. As a new class of 2D lattice
structures, hyperbolic lattice models constructed in the
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FIG. 1. (color online). Kagome and kagomelike lattice mod-
els. (a) Euclidean kagome lattice model host three atoms in
a unit cell which are colored with red, blue and green, respec-
tively. To obtain a nearly TFB, we introduce the NN hopping
with staggered magnetic fluxes (t1e

iφ) and the NNN hopping
t2. We can introduce the staggered magnetic fluxes in (b)
the HKG, (c) the OKG and (d) the NKG lattices. The phase
difference are represented by the arrows and these hyperbolic
lattices are represented in the Poincaré-disk model.

hyperbolic plane host several exotic physics phenom-
ena which is beyond in 2D Euclidean lattice models,
such as hyperbolic band theory and crystallography [48–
52], generalized Bloch theory and non-Abelian Bloch
states [51, 53, 54], periodic boundary conditions and
thermodynamic limit [55–57], unusual flat band [58, 59]
and TFBs [60, 61], large disorder critical strengths in
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Anderson localization [62, 63], effects of strong correla-
tions [64–66], Hofstadter spectra [52, 67–69] and topo-
logical states [68, 70–78], non-Hermitian effect [79], holo-
graphic duality [80], etc. Experimentally, 2D hyperbolic
lattice structures have been realized in circuit quantum
electrodynamics (cQED) [50, 81] and classical electric-
circuit networks [60, 71, 73, 75, 82, 83]. Recent theoret-
ical and experimental advances have stimulated interest
in the study of condensed matter systems in hyperbolic
lattice models. And a very challenging topic is whether
the existence of FCIs in hyperbolic lattices and how to
characterize them.

In this work, we explicitly demonstrate the existence
of two types of ν = 1/2 bosonic FCI states in hyper-
bolic analogs of kagome lattice models based on the ex-
act diagonalization (ED) results, i.e., the conventional
and unconventional FCIs. These two types of FCIs can
be characterized based on the EEs and trial WFs for the
ground state (GS). According to the exact numerical re-
sults, we find more than one branches of EEs and the
geometry-dependent GS WFs for these ν = 1/2 bosonic
FCIs. Different from the conventional FCI state, the un-
conventional FCI state depends on the low-energy center-
localized orbital created by the geometry of hyperbolic
lattices. With the aid of trial WFs, we find the geom-
etry of hyperbolic lattices plays different roles in these
two types of FCIs, in sharp contrast to ν = 1/2 FCIs in
singular lattices [47].

Models and topological flat bands.— The Euclidean
kagome lattice model consists of triangles and hexagons
[as illustrated in Fig. 1 (a)]. This kagome lattice model
hosts a TFB with flatness ratio about 20 [33] where the
nearest-neighbor (NN) hopping with staggered magnetic
fluxes and the next-nearest-neighbor (NNN) hopping are
considered. The NN and NNN hopping terms are re-
spectively t1e

iφ and t2, where φ stems from the stag-
gered magnetic fluxes. In this work, we consider three
hyperbolic analogs of kagome lattice models, i.e., kagome
models made with heptagons, octagons, and nonagons,
which are referred to as the heptagon-kagome (HKG), the
octagon-kagome (OKG) and the nonagon-kagome (NKG)
lattices, respectively. And these hyperbolic lattices are
represented using the Poincaré-disk model [in Fig. 1 (b)-
(d)]. To obtain TFBs in these kagome-like lattice models,
we consider NN and NNN hopping processes similar to
the Euclidean kagome TFB model [33]. For the present
models, each NN bond carries the phase ±φ, and the
signs of these phases are represented by the directions of
arrows [shown in Fig. 1 (b)-(d)]. One can easily verify
the total flux of each hyperbolic kagome lattice model is
vanished. The tight-binding Hamiltonian of these hyper-

bolic lattice models can be written as

H = t1
∑

〈rr′〉

[

eφr
′
ra†

r
′ar +H.c.

]

+

t2
∑

〈〈rr′〉〉

[

a†
r
′ar +H.c.

]

, (1)

where a†
r
(ar) creates (annihilates) a particle at site r.

〈...〉 and 〈〈...〉〉 denote the NN and NNN pairs of sites
and their corresponding hopping integrals are t1 and t2.
φr

′
r = ±φ is the phase difference between the NN sites.
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FIG. 2. (color online). Topological flat “band” of the HKG
lattice model. (a) Energy spectrum of HKG lattice model
are arranged in various angular momentum L sectors. (b)
the density of states (DOS), (c) the local density of states
(LDOS) in the bulk and (d) the real-space Chern number for
this energy spectrum. Here, we consider a 2072-site HKG
model and the hopping parameters are t1 = −1.0, t2 = 0.19
and φ = −0.22π.

Both these hyperbolic kagome lattice models and their
corresponding Hamiltonian [Eq. (1)] respectively hosts
sevenfold, eightfold and ninefold rotational symmetries.
One can obtain single-particle energy spectra arranged in
various angular momentum sectors because the angular
momentum is a good quantum number. To obtain nearly
TFBs in the kagome-like lattice models, we adopt the
TFB parameters of Euclidean kagome lattice model [33],
i.e., t1 = −1.0, t2 = 0.19 and φ = −0.22π. Here, we take
the HKG model as an example and OKG, NKG lattice
models host similar properties [see S1 in the Supplemen-
tal Material (SM) [84]]. The single-particle energy states
of the HKG model with open boundary condition is ob-
tained by diagonalizing the Hamiltonian [Eq. (1)] clas-
sified with the quantum number of angular momentum
L = 0, 1, 2, 3, ... mod 7 [displayed in Fig. 2(a)]. To char-
acterize features of this energy spectrum, the density of
states (DOS), local density of states (LDOS) in the bulk
and real-space Chern number are respectively considered
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in Fig. 2(b)-(d). Based on the DOS and bulk LDOS [
see Fig. 2(b)-(c)], the lowest energy bands seems nearly
flat and it has a non-zero real-space Chern number, i.e.,
C = +1. Consequently, we obtain a TFB in the HKG
model. However, this TFB may differ from TFBs in Eu-
clidean lattice models, because the lowest energy bands
of hyperbolic CI models comprise more than one bands
with periodic boundary condition on the basis of the hy-
perbolic band theory and crystallography [48–52]. The
present TFB actually hosts several flat bands with the
total Chern number C = 1 [60, 61].
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FIG. 3. (color online). (a) Single-particle energy spectrum of
the TFB model in a 98-site HKG lattice. One center-localized
state near the lowest band is colored with red. (b) EEs for the
conventional ν = 1/2 FCIs in the HKG TFB models filling
with five hard-core bosons. (c) EEs for the unconventional
ν = 1/2 FCIs in the HKG TFB models filling with five hard-
core bosons. (d) GS energy for ν = 1/2 FCIs filling with
5 bosons by tuning the NN interaction potential V in HKG
TFB model and the crossing point (V ≈ −0.61) is marked by
a black dashed line. L is the angular momentum related to
the rotational symmetry. The trap potential is Vtrap = 0.005.

Edge excitations.—In order to confine the FCI droplet
and make the edge modes propagate around the bound-
ary, an additional trap potential is required on the finite-
size hyperbolic disks. Here, we choose the harmonic trap
with the form V = Vtrap

∑

r
|r|2nr [16, 41, 42, 46, 47, 85],

where Vtrap is the trap potential strength and nr is the
number of particles. |r| is the radius from the disk cen-
ter. The hyperbolic distance between two points z, z′

(z = x + iy as the complex coordinate in the Poincaré

disk) is defined as

d(z, z′) = κarcosh

(

1 +
2|z − z′|2

(1 − |z|2)(1 − |z′|2)

)

, (2)

where κ is related to the corresponding negative curva-
ture K, i.e., κ =

√
−K and we set κ = 1. Accordingly,

|r| = arcosh((1 + |z|2)/(1− |z|2)). The single-particle
spectrum of a 98-site HKG model with trap potential
Vtrap = 0.02 is shown in Fig. 3 (a) and the angular mo-
mentum of GS is six. Different from single-particle spec-
trum in 2D Euclidean model, a center-localized state ap-
pears near the low-energy band with angular momentum
five and the corresponding state is localized around the
center of hyperbolic disk [details shown in Fig. 3 (a) and
section S2 in the SM [84]]. The center-localized state also
appears in the OKG and NKG TFB models (sections S3
and S4 in the SM [84]).
We present the EE spectra for FCIs in the HKG TFB

models filling with five hard-core bosons. When consid-
ering particles without NN interaction, the total angular
momentum of the GS is one and there is a branch of EEs
with degeneracy sequences “1,1,3,4,7,10, ...” according to
the ED results [as shown in Fig. 3 (b)]. Although the de-
generacy sequences of the EEs are not “1,1,2,3,5,7,...”,
this FCI state seems to be a ν = 1/2 FCI for two rea-
sons: i) the total angular momentum of ν = 1/2 FCI
GS is (6 + 1 + 3 + 5 + 0) mod 7=1 (the correspond-
ing root configuration |1010101010〉FCI and the occupy-
ing configuration shown in S2 in the SM [84]); ii) two
branches of EEs mix together, and the degeneracy se-
quences of one branch is “1,1,2,3,5,7, ...” and the other
is “0,0,1,1,2,3, ...”, which is reminiscent of FCIs in sin-
gular lattices where defect-core orbital leads to multiple
branches of EEs [46, 47]. The emergence of two branches
of the present FCI may be related to the center-localized
orbital.
For the FCIs in singular lattices, energy crossing oc-

curs between the GS and the first excited state by tun-
ing the NN interaction and a FCI state with one particle
occupied the defect-core orbital appears with attractive
interaction [47]. Inspired by this, we add the NN attrac-
tive interaction (we choose V = −0.7) in the HKG TFB
model. Based on the ED results, we obtain a many-body
state whose degeneracy sequences of the EEs become
“1,1,3,5,9,13, ...” and the GS angular momentum is three
[as illustrated in Fig. 3 (c)]. This state possibly belongs
to a ν = 1/2 FCI in which one hard-core boson fills into
the center-localized orbital, namely, the unconventional
ν = 1/2 FCI. The corresponding root configuration may
be |101010101〉FCI (the occupying configuration in S2 in
the SM [84]), where 1 denotes one particle occupying the
center-localized orbital, and the total angular momentum
is (5 + 0 + 2+ 4 + 6) mod 7 = 3 consistent with the nu-
merical results. Multiple branches of EEs mix together
as well and each branch hosts the degeneracy sequences
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“1,1,2,3,5,7, ...”, (i.e. “1,1,2,3,5,7, ...” + “0,0,1,1,2,3, ...”
+ “0,0,0,1,1,2, ...” + “0,0,0,0,0,1, ...”). By tuning the NN
interaction potential V , energy crossing occurs between
the GS and the first excited state [displayed in Fig. 3
(d)], similar to the FCIs in singular lattices [47]. Similar
results appear in the OKG and NKG TFB models as well
(details shown in S3 and S4 in the SM [84]). However,
whether the geometry in these hyperbolic TFB models
plays a role and whether it plays the same role for the
conventional and unconventional ν = 1/2 FCIs remains
unclear.

Trial wave functions.—Based on the GPP, the Jacks and
single-particle states of TFBs ({|φi〉}), trial WFs for
the ν = 1/m FCI in disk or singular geometries can
be directly constructed with a general expression, i.e.

Ψ
ν=1/m
FCI =

∑

l Jλl
ΦTFB

λl
[41, 46, 84], where ΦTFB

λl
is the

antisymmetric Slater determinant (for fermions) or sym-
metric polynomial (for bosons) composed by the single-
particle states of TFBs and Jλl

is the expansion coef-
ficients which are related to the l−th basis configura-
tions λl which comes from squeezing the root configura-
tion [43–45]. Here we take ν = 1/2 bosonic FCI filling
with three bosons as an example. The root configuration
is ΦTFB

[4,2,0] = |101010〉TFB [86], a symmetric polynomial

composed of |φ0〉, |φ2〉 and |φ4〉. Based on the squeezing
rules [43–45], other basis configurations are obtained, i.e.,
ΦTFB

[4,1,1] = |020010〉TFB, Φ
TFB
[3,2,1] = |011100〉TFB, Φ

TFB
3,3,0 =

|100200〉TFB and ΦTFB
[2,2,2] = |003000〉TFB. Accordingly,

the GS of ν = 1/2 FCI can be directly written as

Ψ
ν=1/2
FCI = J[4,2,0]Φ

TFB
[4,2,0] + J[4,1,1]Φ

TFB
[4,1,1] + J[3,2,1]Φ

TFB
[3,2,1] +

J[3,3,0]Φ
TFB
[3,3,0] + J[2,2,2]Φ

TFB
[2,2,2]. For various geometries of

lattice systems, the geometric factor β is implicit in the
expansion coefficients, Jλl

≡ Jλl
(β). For example, the

geometric factor β = 6/n is related to the n-fold rota-
tional symmetry in singular Kagome lattices and the FCI
states are dependent on the geometric factor [46, 47].

Inspirited by the trial WFs for FCIs in singular
Kagome lattices, the trial WFs for ν = 1/2 FCI in HKG
lattice (with sevenfold rotational symmetry, i.e., n = 7)

can be written as Ψ
ν=1/m
FCI =

∑

l Jλl
(f(β = 6/7))ΦTFB

λl

where f(β) is a function which is related to the geomet-
ric factor β. To obtain the expression of f(β), a series
of trial WFs for the ν = 1/2 FCI by tuning f(β) from
0.1 to 1.5 are constructed. When f(β = 6/7) ≈ 0.74,

the WF overlap value (i.e., O = |〈Ψν=1/2
FCI |ΨED〉|, the in-

ner product of trial WF and WF from ED result) is very
close to the maximum [details shown in Fig. 4 (a)]. For
the conventional ν = 1/2 FCI state in the OKG and
NKG TFB models, when the geometric functions are re-
spectively f(β = 6/8) ≈ 0.41 and f(β = 6/9) ≈ 0.20,
the corresponding WF overlaps are close to the max-
imum (details in S6 in the SM [84]). Based on these
numerical results, a fitting function is roughly obtained
fF(β = 6/n) = β6/β−5 = (6/n)n−5 for the conventional
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FIG. 4. (color online). (a) WF Overlap between the trial GS
WFs and the ED results with variable geometric function f(β)
for ν = 1/2 FCI filling with Nb = 4 and Nb = 5 hard-core
bosons in HKG TFB models. (b) Based on the WF Overlaps,
the suitable geometric function f(β) can be verified for ν =
1/2 FCIs in the Euclidean kagome (KG), HKG, OKG and
NKG TFB models, and the fitting function fF(β) is obtained.
(c) WF Overlap for unconventional ν = 1/2 FCI filling with
Nb = 4 and Nb = 5 hard-core bosons in HKG TFB models.
(d) The suitable geometric function f(β) for unconventional
ν = 1/2 FCIs in hyperbolic lattices and the fitting function
fF(β) are obtained.

ν = 1/2 FCI in hyperbolic lattices with n-fold rotational
symmetry [in Fig. 4 (b)].

We next consider the unconventional ν = 1/2 FCI
where one hard-core boson fills into the center-localized
orbital. To obtain this FCI, an attractive interaction
V = −0.7 is added for the HKG model. Based on the
GPP, the Jacks and the center-localized orbital, we con-
struct a series of trial WFs for this ν = 1/2 FCI by tuning
f(β) from 0.1 to 1.5. The WF overlap values are shown in
Fig. 4 (c) and the geometric function is about 0.34 (i.e.,
f(β = 6/7) ≈ 0.34) in terms of the max overlap value.
The max WF overlap values is not very high (∼0.897 for
four bosons and ∼0.883 for five bosons), because the oc-
cupied center-localized orbital [colored with red in Fig. 3
(a)] is far from the TFB orbitals and even near the high-
energy bulk orbital. Trial WFs for this unconventional
ν = 1/2 FCI in the OKG and NKG TFB models are con-
structed as well and their corresponding geometric func-
tions are close to zero (see S6 in the SM [84]). A possible
fitting function for the geometric function can be roughly

obtained fF(β = 6/n) = β(6/β)(6/β−6)

= (6/n)n
(n−6)

[in
Fig. 4 (d)]. Though these geometric functions may be not
absolutely in accord with the ED WFs, one can clearly
find for the conventional and unconventional ν = 1/2
FCIs, geometry of hyperbolic lattices plays different roles,
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in stark contrast to FCIs in singular lattices in which the
geometry plays the same role [47].

Summary and discussion.—We explicitly investigate ν =
1/2 FCIs in hyperbolic TFB models filling with hard-core
bosons, and the conventional and unconventional FCIs
emerge. These two types of FCIs can be identified on the
basis of the EEs and trial WFs. According to the ED
results, these FCIs host more than one branches of EEs
and the degeneracy sequence of each branch is “1, 1, 2,
3, 5 ...”, which can reveal the characterisation of ν = 1/2
FCIs. Based on the GPP, the Jacks and single-particle
states, we construct a series of trial WFs and the high
WF overlap values manifest that for the conventional FCI
state, all particles occupy the TFB orbitals, however, for
the unconventional FCI state, one particle occupies the
center-localized orbital. More intriguingly, we find these
FCIs are related to the geometry of hyperbolic lattices
and the geometry plays various roles in the conventional
and the unconventional FCIs. It will be a challenging but
significant issue to explore the reason why the geometry
plays various roles in future studies.

Our findings might open up several future directions
on hyperbolic FCIs. The center-localized orbital plays
a crucial role in the realization of unconventional FCIs.
Why does the center-localized state appear in hyperbolic
lattices and what is the relationship between the center-
localized state and non-Abelian Bloch states [51, 53, 54]?
Geometry responses (such as the gravitational anomaly
and electromagnetic response) have been revealed in the
curved fractional quantum Hall states [87–94]. It is very
interesting to explore geometry responses in hyperbolic
FCIs as well. Additionally, non-Abelian FCIs have al-
ready been systematically studied in 2D Euclidean lat-
tices [8, 18, 20, 21, 42], while non-Abelian FCIs in hy-
perbolic lattices await to be explored. FCIs have been
verily observed in Moiré systems [23–27]. The study of
electronic properties and flat bands in possible hyper-
bolic Moiré systems will also be appealing. Experimen-
tally, the realization of 2D hyperbolic lattices have been
reported in both the cQED [50, 81] and classical electric-
circuit networks [60, 71, 73, 75, 82, 83]. Recently, the
TFBs in OKG model have been realized in the electric
circuits [60], however, it is very difficult to add interac-
tions in the electric circuits. The cQED [50, 81] and cold-
atomic systems can be candidates to realize hyperbolic
FCIs in which both TFBs and interactions are possibly
achieved.
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