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We adapt the fluid description of Fractional Quantum Hall (FQH) states, as seen in Monteiro et
al. (2022) [1], to model a system of interacting two-component bosons. This system represents the
simplest physical realization of an interacting bosonic Symmetry-Protected Topological (SPT) phase,
also known as the integer quantum Hall effect (IQHE) of bosons. In particular, we demonstrate how
the fluid dynamical boundary conditions of no-penetration and no-stress at a hard wall naturally
give rise to the two counter-propagating boundary modes expected in these SPT phases. Moreover,
we identify energy-conserving hydro boundary conditions that can either create a gap in these
edge modes or completely isolate the edge states from the bulk, as described in Physical Review
X 14, 011057 (2024), where they are termed fragile surface states. These fragile surface states are
typically absent in K-matrix edge theories and require bulk dynamics to manifest. By leveraging
insights from hydrodynamical boundary dynamics, we can further elucidate the intricate surface
properties of SPTs beyond the usual topological quantum field theory based approaches.

I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of topological insulators and supercon-
ductors has enlarged the notion of topological phases that
owe their properties to symmetries [2–19]. These topo-
logical phases are dubbed Symmetry-Protected Topolog-
ical phases (SPTs), and their key features are bulk en-
ergy gaps and edge modes that are robust to symmetry-
preserving perturbations. Subsequent works have gener-
alized the ideas of SPT phases to quantum many-body
states with interactions [20–31]. These interacting gener-
alizations can be gapped short-range entangled without
any intrinsic topological order but still possess robust
edge modes and a bulk topological invariant. Interact-
ing SPTs have been extensively classified using sophisti-
cated mathematical tools such as group cohomology [28]
and topological quantum field theory methods such as
K-matrix theory [32].

Even though these frameworks capture all the essen-
tial topological features of the SPTs, it would be use-
ful to quantify the microscopic dynamics in the context
of Chern-Simons-Ginzburg-Landau (CSGL) field theo-
ries. CSGL theory has been developed in the context
of the fractional quantum Hall state by Zhang, Hans-
son, and Kivelson [33], and independently by Read [34].
The CSGL framework for SPTs is well understood, how-
ever the bosonic matter (GL) part of the CSGL theory is
usually discarded while studying edge physics; typically
the gauge invariance determines the boundary chiral dy-
namics in terms of additional edge fields. However, in
the presence of bulk bosonic matter, the gauge invari-
ance is preserved. Deriving the edge dynamics takes a
different route, by utilizing the anomaly inflow principle,
and does not need additional fields to be added to the
edge. In our recent pieces of work [1, 35, 36], we have
used this anomaly inflow mechanism to identify the su-

perfluid boundary conditions that are consistent with the
expected chiral edge dynamics. We also derived the non-
linear generalization of this chiral boson action, where
the chiral boson fields emerge from bulk fields taken at
the boundary to satisfy the appropriate fluid dynamical
boundary conditions.

In this work, we generalize the anomaly inflow ap-
proach to derive a hydrodynamical model with appro-
priate boundary conditions of a particular interacting
SPT phase, dubbed the Integer Quantum Hall Effect
(IQHE) for bosons, introduced by Senthil and Levin in
Ref. [37]. To arrive at an SPT phase, they start with
a two-component system of bosons (spinor bosons or
a bilayer system) in a large magnetic field and illus-
trate how this system has integer Hall conductivity if
the U(1) × U(1) symmetry is preserved. The existence
of two counter-propagating edge modes, one carrying
charge and the other pseudospin, is derived using the
K-matrix Chern-Simons formalism, albeit after dropping
the bosonic matter in the bulk. Subsequent work has
shown how these phases can manifest in interacting lat-
tice models and two-component Bose gases [38, 39]. Here
we keep the bosonic matter and investigate how a hydro-
dynamic framework captures the bulk and edge proper-
ties of this SPT phase. We extract the bulk conductivity
σxy from the algebra of the fluid polarization of the total
charge field, which is a uniquely hydrodynamical way of
determining the bulk invariants.

In particular, we show how the fluid dynamical bound-
ary conditions at the hard wall such as no-penetration
and no-stress boundary conditions lead to counter-
propagating chiral edge modes, one carrying charge and
the other pseudospin. We also see the existence of
two counter-propagating Kelvin Modes, non-dispersive
modes that tend to accompany the chiral boson mode
in fluid descriptions of quantum systems but are not as-
sociated with any anomaly. We then outline two types of
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energy-conserving boundary conditions that couple both
edges at the boundaries without altering the bulk physics.
The first type is the partial slip boundary condition,
where the tangential stress in one layer generates slip
in the second layer, and vice versa. These boundary con-
ditions open a gap in the spectrum.

Remarkably, a second set of hydrodynamic bound-
ary conditions results in the detachment of edge modes
from the bulk. These isolated edge modes, which do
not begin or end at the bulk bands, have recently been
identified as fragile surface states in Ref. [40] for non-
interacting topological insulators belonging to the non-
Wigner-Dyson class. Within our framework, we demon-
strate how the boundary conditions deform the edge U(1)
symmetry, leading to the decoupling of edge states from
the bulk. We emphasize that fragile surface states are be-
yond the scope of traditional edge theories within topo-
logical quantum field theory, such as the K-matrix for-
malism, partly due to the absence of bulk matter. In con-
trast, within the hydrodynamic framework, the edge the-
ory is consistently derived in conjunction with the bulk
matter, which appears to be a requirement for uncovering
the fragile surface states.

The benefits of a fluid dynamical approach to SPT
phases are twofold. Firstly, it enables the systematic
generalization of edge theories to include a richer class
of surface phenomena, such as fragile states. Secondly,
adopting a hydrodynamical approach may lead to the
discovery of unique experimental signatures of the topo-
logical phase, imprinted in the non-universal matter dy-
namics accessible on ultracold atomic platforms. These
platforms are likely where many of these phases will be
realized in the near future.

II. MUTUAL COMPOSITE BOSON THEORY

Following Ref. [37], we examine a two-dimensional sys-
tem of two-component bosons (for example spinor bosons
or a bilayer system) subject to a large magnetic field with
short-ranged repulsive interactions. The large magnetic
field ensures each component is in a ν = 1 integer quan-
tum Hall phase. Ref. [37] considers a particular candidate
state of this setup which is dubbed as an integer quantum
Hall effect of bosons, which is a U(1) symmetry-protected
topological phase with Hall conductivity of σxy = 2e2/h
and zero thermal Hall conductivity κxy = 0. In the ab-
sence of tunneling between the two components, an ad-
ditional U(1) leads to a pseudo-spin Hall conductivity of
−2e2/h.

Construction of such a candidate state was done us-
ing a two-component Chern-Simons-Ginzburg-Landau
(CSGL) theory with a mutual Chern-Simons (CS) statis-

tical term with a K-matrix of K =

(
0 1
1 0

)
implementing

the flux attachment. The role of the mutual CS term is
to attach a flux quantum from one species to each bo-
son of another species, resulting in a “mutual composite

boson fluid” that experiences zero average flux. Follow-
ing the quantum Hall logic, this mutual-Chern-Simons-
Ginzburg-Landau (mCSGL) effective action can be writ-
ten as,

Sbulk =

ˆ
d2x dt

[∑
a

La + Lint + LCS

]
, (1)

where the two individual component Lagrangians associ-
ated with the bosonic matter of each species, labeled by
a = 1, 2, are given by

La = iℏ (Φa)
†
Da

tΦ
a − ℏ2

2m
|Da

i Φ
a|2 , (2)

the mutual Chern Simons (CS) Lagrangian is given by

LCS =
ℏ
4π

2∑
a,b=1

ϵµνλKabαa
µ∂να

b
λ. (3)

and the interaction Lagrangian Lint is solely a function
of |Φa|2. A minimal coupling to the external electro-
magnetic vector potential Aµ and internal Chern-Simons
statistical fields αa

µ are included in the covariant deriva-
tives, defined as Da

µ = ∂µ − i qℏAµ + iαa
µ. Both species

have the same effective mass m and charge q. Greek in-
dices µ, ν, λ run over t, x, y, while Latin indices i, j, k run
over the spatial components x, y.
The interaction term is assumed to introduce a non-

zero vacuum expectation value for both species. This
can be approximated by a local repulsive interaction, due
to density fluctuation on top of a uniform density back-
ground, i.e., the jellium model, with local interactions.
Therefore, we can express the interaction Lagrangian as

Lint = −
∑
a,b

Vab

(
|Φa|2 − qB

2πℏ

)(
|Φb|2 − qB

2πℏ

)
. (4)

Here, we are assuming that both fields have the same
vacuum expectation value, which is given by qB/(2πℏ),
where B is the external magnetic field. This leads to
two copies of an abelian Higgs mechanism, which can be
seen explicitly if we express the scalar fields in their polar
forms, that is,

Φa =

√
qB

2πℏ

(
1 +

na

2

)
eiθ

a

. (5)

The factor of 1
2 was introduced to give us |Φa|2 − qB

2πℏ ≈
qB
2πℏn

a. Using the Madelung variables defined in Eq. (5),
we see that the Lagrangian, up to quadratic order, be-
comes

L(2)
a =− qB

2π

[
na
(
∂tθ

a + αa
0 −

q

ℏ
A0

)
+

ℏ
8m

(∂in
a)2

+
ℏ
2m

(
∂iθ

a + αa
i −

q

ℏ
Ai

)2
+ αa

0

]
, (6)

L(2)
int =− q2B2

4π2ℏ2
∑
a,b

V ab nanb . (7)
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Note that LCS is already quadratic in fields.

The linearized equations of motion are thus

∂tθ
a + αa

0 −
q

ℏ
A0 −

ℏ
4m

∇2na +
qB

πℏ2
∑
b

V abnb = 0 ,

(8)

∂tn
a +

ℏ
m
∂i

(
∂iθ

a + αa
i −

q

ℏ
Ai

)
= 0 ,

(9)

qB

2π
(1 + na)− ℏ

2π
ϵij
∑
b

Kab∂iα
b
j = 0 ,

(10)

qB

m

(
∂iθ

a + αa
i −

q

ℏ
Ai

)
+ ϵij

∑
b

Kab
(
∂tα

b
j − ∂jα

b
0

)
= 0 .

(11)

Here we have introduced ϵij as the antisymmetric tensor
in 2D and employed the K-matrix Kab. Note that the
above system constitutes two sets of equations, one for
each species. For simplicity, we have assumed a uniform
B field.

From here on, our analysis differs from that presented
in [37]. We focus on the superfluid hydrodynamics of
bosonic matter subject to vorticity constraints enforced
by the Chern-Simons terms in the presence of boundaries.
This approach deviates from the traditional strategy,
which involves considering the effective Chern-Simons
theory without any bulk matter and deducing bound-
ary dynamics through the enforcement of gauge invari-
ance, which requires additional gapless degrees of free-
dom. The key result of this paper is that we derive the
bulk and boundary topological properties directly from
the superfluid hydrodynamics. This follows our recent
work, which employed a similar strategy for a Laughlin
state described by a CSGL action [1, 35, 36] and is in the
same spirit as M. Stone’s hydrodynamic interpretation of
CSGL saddle point equations [41].

III. BULK TOPOLOGICAL INVARIANTS
FROM THE ALGEBRA OF FLUID

POLARIZATION

The governing equations of this system (8)-(11) admit
an alternative formulation in terms of the fluid polariza-
tion. To construct the fluid polarization, we recognize
q2B
2πℏn

a as plasmon fluctuations of the model. These fluc-
tuations then can be expressed in terms of polarization
waves, under the identification

q2B

2πℏ
na = −∂iP

a
i , (12)

where P a
i is the polarization field. Using equation (10)

and imposing that the polarization field must be gauge

invariant, we find that

P a
i =

q

2π
ϵij
∑
b

Kab
(
∂jθ

b + αb
j −

q

ℏ
Aj

)
. (13)

That is, the polarization of one species is defined solely in
terms of the opposite species. This can be made precise
by shifting the Chern-Simons gauge field, that is, αa

µ →
αa
µ+

q
ℏAµ and identify the terms of the form P a

i Ei, where
Ei is the external electric field. For more details, we refer
to our previous work [1].
We can read the polarization algebra directly from the

symplectic structure of the mutual Chern-Simon action,
which gives us

{
P a
i (x⃗) , P

b
i (x⃗

′)
}
=

q2

2πℏ
ϵijK

ab δ(x⃗− x⃗ ′) . (14)

The polarization fields require the matter term ∂iθ
a to

ensure the consistency of the algebra between the polar-
ization and the density fields, that is,

{na(x⃗), P b
i (x⃗

′)} = − 2πℏ
q2B

{∂iP a
i (x⃗), P

b
j (x⃗

′)}. (15)

We can decouple the polarization algebra by diagonal-
izing the K-matrix, which naturally introduces the po-
larization vectors for charge and pseudospin

PQ
i = P 1

i + P 2
i , PS

i = P 1
i − P 2

i . (16)

As we will see in section VI, the same logic applied to
the matter fields decouples the bulk equations. The de-
coupled polarization algebra is then expressed as{

P
(Q)
i (x⃗) , P

(Q)
j (x⃗ ′)

}
= 2

q2

2πℏ
ϵijδ(x⃗− x⃗ ′), (17){

P
(S)
i (x⃗) , P

(S)
j (x⃗ ′)

}
= −2

q2

2πℏ
ϵijδ(x⃗− x⃗ ′), (18){

P
(Q)
i (x⃗) , P

(S)
j (x⃗ ′)

}
= 0. (19)

Since polarization is crucially linked to the geometric
Berry phase and associated Hall conductivity [42–45], we
can immediately read off the magnitude of the charge and

pseudospin Hall conductivities, σ
(Q)
xy = −σ

(S)
xy = 2 q2

2πℏ
thereby quantifying the bulk invariant from in terms of
fluid variables. In the subsequent sections, we extract
the edge dynamics within the hydrodynamic equation
by identifying the superfluid boundary conditions at the
edge that are consistent with the anomalous edge dynam-
ics and the bulk topological properties.

IV. FIRST ORDER HYDRODYNAMICS AND
THE CHOICE OF VELOCITY FIELD

The equations defined in Eqs. (8)-(11) can be written
in the form of hydrodynamic equations by identifying
the velocity field. For the Laughlin state, the superfluid
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formulation was introduced by Stone in Ref [41] lead-
ing to continuity and Euler equations. Within Stone’s
FQH fluid dynamics, the Euler equations possessed three
derivatives of density fields (two derivatives of density
in the stress tensor), which are the so called “quantum
pressure” terms. However, our recent works [1, 46] have
shown that one can change the velocity field definition,
such that, the Euler equation posses only second-order
derivatives (one derivative of velocity in the stress ten-
sor). This choice does not alter the bulk properties. The
upshot is that the two physical boundary conditions ap-
plied to this velocity field will assume the familiar fluid
dynamical forms of no-penetration, combined with either
no-stress or no-slip.

In the case of the bosonic Integer Quantum Hall (IQH),
the velocity fields for the two components can be defined
as follows:

vai =
ℏ
m

(
∂iθ

a + αa
i −

q

ℏ
Ai −

1

2

∑
b

Kabϵij∂jn
b

)
(20)

In terms of this velocity field, the system (8)-(11) be-
comes

ϵij∂iv
a
j − 1

2
ωBℓ

2
B∇2na − ωB

∑
b

Kabnb = 0 , (21)

∂tn
a + ∂iv

a
i = 0 , (22)

∂tv
a
i − ∂jT

a
ij − ωBϵij

∑
b

Kabvbj = 0 , (23)

where we’ve introduced the length and time scales set by
the magnetic length ℓ2B = ℏ

qB and cyclotron frequency

ωB = qB
m . The linearized stress tensor is given by

T a
ij = −δijP

a +
1

2
ωBℓ

2
B

∑
b

Kab
(
ϵik∂kv

b
j + ϵjk∂iv

b
k

)
,

(24)

with pressure

P a = ℓ2Bω
2
B na +

1

πmℓ2B

∑
b

V abnb, (25)

where we have used that V ab = V ba, which follows di-
rectly from Lint.

Note that the Lorentz force term in one system is
sourced by the velocity of the other species. Additionally,
the form of the stress tensor (24) suggests that the off-
diagonal hydrodynamic stresses exerted on one species
originate entirely from the flow of the opposing species.
Furthermore, this stress tensor takes the form of classical
odd viscosity [1, 47], which stems from our definition of
velocity [48].

V. CHIRAL EDGE MODES FROM FLUID
DYNAMICAL BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

In addition to bulk equations, a fluid system must be
accompanied by appropriate boundary conditions. In

principle, there exists a family of boundary conditions
that correspond to different physical scenarios, but typ-
ically we choose ones that capture the observed or ex-
pected physics near the boundary. This is also the
case in conventional fluid dynamics where we pick no-
penetration and no-slip boundary conditions (zero ve-
locity) when we study the motion of a solid body in
water and no-stress (force balance) at two-fluid inter-
faces such as oil in water. Note that two boundary con-
ditions are required to consistently solve for the fields
with second-order derivatives in the equations of mo-
tion. For quantum fluids defined in Eqs. (21-24) in their
ground state, we enforce that the boundary conditions
are energy-conserving. Even though energy dissipation
can be introduced at the boundaries in some restricted
sense [36], we will not consider boundary conditions that
do not conserve energy.
To this end, we consider the additional energy conser-

vation equation

∂tH+ ∂iQi = 0, (26)

where H contains typical kinetic terms, as well as any
additional potential energy terms and Qi is the energy
current. To analyze the boundary conditions we take the
fluid domain to be the lower half plane y ≤ 0, with a rigid
interface along the x axis. Once H and Qi are identified,
we can enforce conservation of energy including both bulk
and boundary terms in the following way

dE

dt
=

ˆ
d2x ∂tH = −

ˆ
d2 ∂iQi = −

ˆ
dxQy

∣∣∣
y=0

,

(27)

where we’ve used the divergence theorem and assumed
all quantities vanish far from the boundary. For energy
to be conserved we enforce that

Qy

∣∣∣
y=0

= 0. (28)

Along with particle number (or equivalently, mass or
charge) conservation, this gives the second boundary con-
dition required in a second-order system.
The Hamiltonian for our linear system is [49]

H =
∑
a

(m
2
vai v

a
i +

m

2
ω2
Bℓ

2
B (na)

2
)
+

1

2πℓ2B

∑
ab

V abnanb.

(29)

Using the equations of motion we find the corresponding
conserved current, satisfying (26), to be

Qj = −m
∑
a

vai T
a
ij . (30)

The no-energy dissipation condition in Eq. (28) imposes
the following constraint,

Qy

∣∣∣
y=0

= −m
∑
a

(vaxT
a
xy + vayT

a
yy) = 0. (31)
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Within the above restriction, we can deduce energy-
preserving boundary fluid dynamical boundary condi-
tions.

One standard choice is the no-penetration condition,
which says that the fluid does not flow into a hard wall

vay

∣∣∣
y=0

= 0. (32)

This eliminates the second term of (31). The second
boundary condition must then force the first term to van-
ish. In fact, there are two separate classes of boundary
conditions that allow this to happen. The first case (Case
I) is known as the partial slip condition, and can be ex-
pressed as

T 1
xy

∣∣∣
y=0

= −λv2x

∣∣∣
y=0

, T 2
xy

∣∣∣
y=0

= λv1x

∣∣∣
y=0

. (33)

The parameter λ corresponds to an inverse slip length
and it interpolates between the no-stress condition for
λ = 0 to the no-slip condition for λ → ∞. For the inter-
mediate values of λ the energy conservation requires that
the tangent stress of one component generates a partial
slip in the second component. The second class of bound-
ary conditions (Case II) is given by,

v1x

∣∣∣
y=0

= −γv2x

∣∣∣
y=0

, T 2
xy

∣∣∣
y=0

= γT 1
xy

∣∣∣
y=0

. (34)

This condition, parameterized by γ, matches the tangent
velocity and the tangent stress of the two layers.

From the standpoint of energy conservation, all these
boundary conditions are equally valid, though they re-
sult in different edge physics. We now investigate how
these boundary conditions encapsulate the anomaly in-
flow mechanism of the topological phase. In our recent
work, we demonstrated that if the system is anticipated
to exhibit anomaly-induced chiral modes that propagate
along the boundary, the no-stress condition is preferred
over the no-slip condition. This is because the no-slip
condition by definition forbids any chiral dynamics along
the edge whereas the no-stress condition results in chiral
edge dynamics induced by the anomaly inflow mechanism
[1].

We first consider the two-component generalization
of the boundary conditions considered for the Laugh-
lin state in Ref. [1]. These conditions correspond to the
λ = 0 limit of the partial slip conditions and are given
by,

vay

∣∣∣
y=0

= 0 , T a
xy

∣∣∣
y=0

= 0 . (35)

Using the continuity Eq. (22) combined with the no-
penetration condition, we observe that the no-stress con-
dition can be written in a dynamical form as[

∂tn
a + 2∂xv

a
x

]
y=0

= 0 . (36)

In Sec. VII, we solve for the bulk and edge dispersion for
the hydro equations (21-24) together with boundary con-
ditions (35). We then consider the most general bound-
ary conditions and show how the edge dynamics change
as a function of the boundary parameters λ and γ. In
Sec. VIII we construct an effective action for the both
cases, which requires the addition of an auxiliary chiral
boson field at the edge to obtain the correct boundary
conditions.

VI. CHARGE AND PSEUDOSPIN BASIS

The linear system (21-23) is naturally coupled, due to
the structure of the K-matrix. We can decouple them
into two independent systems by introducing the charge
and pseudospin, with densities and velocities defined as

ρQ = n1 + n2, ρS = n1 − n2, (37)

V Q
i = v1i + v2i , V S

i = v1i − v1i . (38)

Additionally, we take each species to have the same self-
interaction energy V 11 = V 22. This assumption can
be relaxed but requires modification to the above def-
initions. The above linear transformation will decou-
ple the system, and give the resulting modes a physical
meaning; modes that carry charge, and modes that carry
pseudospin. In these variables, we have two decoupled
subsystems

ϵij∂iV
α
j + L̂αρα = 0 , (39)

∂tρ
α + ∂iV

α
i = 0 , (40)

∂tV
α
i + (cα)2∂iρ

α + L̂αϵijV
α
j = 0, (41)

where α = Q,S. For brevity we’ve introduced the oper-
ator L̂Q = −ωB

(
1 + 1

2ℓ
2
B∇2

)
for the charge system, and

L̂S = ωB

(
1 + 1

2ℓ
2
B∇2

)
for the pseudospin system. The

only difference between the two systems is the sign of ωB .
We’ve also defined

(cQ)2 =
1

πmℓ2B

(
V 11 + V 12

)
+ ℓ2Bω

2
B , (42)

(cS)2 =
1

πmℓ2B

(
V 11 − V 12

)
+ ℓ2Bω

2
B , (43)

as the sound velocity associated with the charge and
pseudospin, respectively (recall that with our assump-
tions V 11 = V 22 and V 12 = V 21).
The boundary conditions can also be recast in the

charge and pseudospin variables. For λ = 0 in Case I,
the boundary conditions remained decoupled

V α
y

∣∣∣
y=0

= 0, (44)[
∂tρ

α + 2∂xV
α
x

]
y=0

= 0. (45)

For a general λ value we still retain the no-penetration
condition (44), but the form of (33) implies the no-stress
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condition is replaced by

1

2
ωBℓ

2
B

[
∂tρ

α + 2∂xV
α
x

]
y=0

= −λ
∑
β

ϵαβV β
x

∣∣∣
y=0

. (46)

Physically this boundary condition implies that the stress
generated by the edge charge (spin) generates a slip
length for the spin (charge). It’s also clear that nonzero
λ spoils the edge continuity equation, and as we will see,
gaps out the edge modes. For Case II, we likewise keep
the no-penetration condition, but the charge/spin vari-
ables (34) can be rewritten as

(γ + 1)V Q
x = (γ − 1)V S

x , (47)

along with a continuity equation of the form

∂t

[
(1− γ)ρQ + (1 + γ)ρS

]
+ 2∂x

[
(1− γ)V Q

x + (1 + γ)V S
x

]
= 0. (48)

This indicates that one of the emergent edge U(1) sym-
metry is maintained for this class of boundary conditions,
and a gapless edge mode is still present. However, an in-
teresting aspect of this U(1) symmetry is that the γ co-
efficient can deform the edge charge and current in a way
that it need not respect spectral flow conditions with ei-
ther the charge or pseudospin bulk bands. Consequently,
this case leads to the so-called fragile surface states [40]
that live as a separate band and do not begin or end at
the bulk bands except at γ = ±1.

VII. MODE STRUCTURE

In this section, we explicitly solve for the mode struc-
ture of bulk and boundary, derived from the fluid dynam-
ical boundary conditions. We find the bulk modes of the
system by expanding the fields η⃗ α = (nα, V α

x , V α
y ) as

η⃗ α =

ˆ
dω d2q ˜⃗η αe−iωt+iq⃗·x⃗, (49)

which readily gives the bulk dispersion

ωα = ±

√
(cα)2q2 + ω2

B

(
1− 1

2
ℓ2Bq

2

)2

, (50)

and corresponding eigenvectors

˜⃗η α = (q2 , ωqx − iqyL
α , ωqy + iqxL

α) , (51)

where LQ = −ωB

(
1− 1

2ℓ
2
Bq

2
)
for the Q system, and

LS = ωB

(
1− 1

2ℓ
2
Bq

2
)
for the S system. The structure of

these bulk bands is the same for each subsystem, the only
difference being the sound velocity. To prevent interband
mixing and guarantee our state remains in the lowest
Landau level, the original potentials must satisfy

V 11 + V 12 < 2πℏℓBωB , V 11 − V 12 < 2πℏℓBωB . (52)

Additionally, we must have V 11 + V 12 ≥ 0 and V 11 −
V 12 ≥ 0 for this state to be a stable minimum (again
recall that with our assumptions V 11 = V 22 and V 12 =
V 21).
We now show how the expected edge modes arise from

the hydrodynamic boundary conditions. For details of
the edge mode calculations, we refer the reader to [35].
First, we expand the fields in modes localized near the
hard wall boundary at y = 0,

η⃗ α =

ˆ
dωdk

2∑
σ=1

Cα
σ
˜⃗η αe−iωt+ikx+sσy, (53)

where Cα
σ is some expansion coefficient. Here sσ is a

solution to the polynomial equation that arises by tak-
ing (qx, qy) → (k,−is) in (50). Importantly, we re-
quire that s have a positive real part to guarantee solu-
tion decay into the bulk (lower half-plane). The quartic
polynomial admits exactly two roots with positive real
parts, leading to the two terms in (53). The eigenvectors
take the same form as (51), with the same replacement
(qx, qy) → (k,−is).
First, we apply the no-penetration boundary condi-

tions (44). It’s straightforward to show that this can be
satisfied by setting V α

y = 0 in the entire fluid domain and
taking the edge dispersions to be

ωQ = −cQk, ωS = cSk. (54)

These are known as Kelvin modes, in analogy with the
coastal Kelvin modes present at the boundary of the
shallow water model of ocean waves [35, 50–52]. These
modes are naturally non-dispersive, and as expected for
an SPT phase, they are counter-propagating. A charge
Kelvin wave propagates in the negative x direction, while
a pseudospin Kelvin wave propagates in the positive x di-
rection. The direction of these waves is ultimately set by
the original external magnetic field, but is protected by
the U(1) × U(1) symmetry associated with charge and
pseudospin conservation.

Alternatively, for the appropriate choice of expansion
coefficients Cα

σ , we can satisfy the no-penetration bound-
ary condition while keeping a non-vanishing V α

y in the
bulk. This leaves only a single overall amplitude, that

allows us to write Ṽx
α
at the boundary in terms of ñα.

Comparing the components of the eigenvectors we can
write

Ṽx
α
= χα(ω, k) ñα, (55)

where χα(ω, k) is a ratio of Ṽ α
x and ñα evaluated at y = 0.

Again, for explicit details of this calculation see [35]. To
gain insight into the behavior of the modes we can expand
χα(ω, k) for small ω and k

χQ(ω, k) = −cQ
(
1− 1

4
ℓ2Bk

2 + · · ·
)
, (56)

χS(ω, k) = cS
(
1− 1

4
ℓ2Bk

2 + · · ·
)
. (57)
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The above relations are useful for analyzing the various
second boundary conditions (45-48). We now split the
analysis into cases.

A. Case I with λ = 0 (No-Stress)

First, we look at the no-stress condition which gives
us the expected edge modes predicted in [37]. Using the
relations (55), (56), and (57), we find the following ex-
pansion for the edge mode dispersions

ωQ = −cQ
(
2k − ℓ2B

2
k3 + · · ·

)
, (58)

ωS = cS
(
2k − ℓ2B

2
k3 + · · ·

)
. (59)

Following the terminology of the single fluid FQH anal-
ysis [35] we call these chiral boson modes. As with the
Kelvin modes they counter-propagate, with the charged
mode moving in the negative x direction, and the pseu-
dospin mode moving in the positive x direction. For a
full numerical solution of the Kelvin mode and the λ = 0
chiral boson see Fig. 1.

Charge Bulk

Chiral Boson

Kelvin

-2 -1 0 1 2
-2

-1

0

1

2

k ℓB

ω
/ω

B

Pseudospin Bulk

Chiral Boson

Kelvin

-2 -1 0 1 2
-2

-1

0

1

2

k ℓB

ω
/ω

B

Figure 1. Charge and pseudospin bulk bands, Kelvin modes
and λ = 0 chiral bosons, with V 11 = V 22 = 0.6πℏωBℓB , and
V 12 = V 21 = 0.4πℏωBℓB .

B. Case I with general λ: Gapped surface states

Next, we analyze the more general condition for λ ̸= 0.
Using (55) we write (46) as a 2x2 system in Fourier space
for the variables ρ̃Q and ρ̃S . The determinant of this
system gives the defining relation

(
ω − 2kχQ

) (
ω − 2kχS

)
+

4λ2

ω2
Bℓ

4
B

χQχS = 0. (60)

For λ = 0 we clearly recover (58) and (59). Remark-
ably, for nonzero λ we find that these modes are gapped,

with a bandgap of size ω0 = 4λ
ωBℓ2B

√
cQcS . In Fig. 2

we give the full numerical solution, where we clearly see
that increasing values of λ increases the gap size, and the
two chiral boson modes, discussed above, are joined. For
small ω and k we may use (56), and (57) which gives us
the following leading order dispersion

ω = ± 2λ

ωBℓ2B

√
cQcS −

(
cQ − cS

)
k + · · · . (61)

Note that cQ − cS is only nonzero in the presence of the
off diagonal potential term V 12. In fact, all odd powers
of k contain the same overall prefactor.

Charge

Pseudospin

λ=0

λ=0.1

λ=0.2

-2 -1 0 1 2
-2

-1

0

1

2

k ℓB

ω
/ω

B

Figure 2. Edge modes for various values of λ, with V 11 =
V 22 = 0.6πℏωBℓB , and V 12 = V 21 = 0.4πℏωBℓB . Note that
the two Kelvin modes are also present, but we omit it from
the plot.

C. Case II with general γ: Fragile surface states

Finally, we analyze the conditions (47) and (48), which
we show does not produce a gapped edge mode. We
apply the same technique as above and find the defining
relation to be(

ω − 2kχQ
)
(1− γ)2χS −

(
ω − 2kχS

)
(1 + γ)2χQ = 0.

(62)
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Here we see that γ = −1 gives a charge carrying chiral
boson mode, and γ = 1 gives a pseudospin carrying chi-
ral boson mode, leading to either (58) or (59), but not
both. For general γ this boundary condition interpolates
between the two types of edge modes, see Fig. 3 for the
full numerical solution. Note that if we multiply both
sides of Eq. (62) by 1/γ2 and absorb it into the (1± γ)2

factor, we see a symmetry γ → 1/γ that preserves the
relation. For small ω and k we find the leading order
dispersion

ω =
4γcQcS

(1 + γ)2cQ + (1− γ)2cS

(
2k − ℓ2B

2
k3 + · · ·

)
.

(63)

Note that for γ = 0 and γ → ∞, the band becomes flat
and this mode detaches from the bulk. Furthermore, as
γ transitions from the charged chiral boson (γ = −1) to
the pseudospin chiral boson (γ = 1), there must be a
detachment and flat band leading to the fragile surface
states for γ ̸= ±1.

-2 -1 0 1 2
-2

-1

0

1

2

k ℓB

ω
/ω

B

γ=1.0

γ=0.2

γ=0.0

γ=-0.2

γ=-1.0

Figure 3. Edge modes for various values of γ, with V 11 =
V 22 = 0.6πℏωBℓB , and V 12 = V 21 = 0.4πℏωBℓB .

VIII. BOUNDARY CONDITIONS FROM
VARIATIONAL PRINCIPLE

The set of possible boundary conditions discussed in
this work can also be obtained from a variational prin-
ciple. In the following, we will write an effective edge
action that can be added to the original CSGL variables,
which, upon varying, yields various hydro boundary con-
ditions discussed in the previous sections. We emphasize
that the effective action we derive contains several fea-
tures of the chiral boson edge theory from the K-matrix
formalism. However, this effective action is classical, and
to make a more quantitative comparison with the chiral
boson theory, we need to quantize this action. Quantiza-
tion of this effective edge action is beyond the scope of

this work and will be considered in a separate publica-
tion.
The equations of motion (8-11) arise as the saddle

points of the action (1). This implies that after vary-
ing the action, the “coefficients” of the field variations
on the bulk are set to zero. Keeping the variation of
the fields at the boundary unconstrained, the boundary
conditions are simply the equation of motion generated
by the field variations projected at the boundary. For a
fluid restricted to the lower half plane, we observe that
the variation of the quadratic part of the action (1), gen-
erates the following boundary terms:

δSbulk = − ℏ
4π

ˆ
dtdx

∑
a

[
2qB

m
δθa

(
∂yθ

a + αa
y −

q

ℏ
Ay

)
+

qB

2m
δna∂yn

a +
∑
b

Kab
(
δαa

x α
b
0 − δαa

0 α
b
x

)]
y=0

.

(64)

By definition, the bulk variation of the action vanishes on
equations of motion. Note that the variation (64) does
not generate the boundary conditions discussed in this
work. To obtain the hydro boundary conditions discussed
in previous sections, we need to add a boundary action
to Sbulk. Below we consider the edge action associated
with the various hydro boundary conditions.

A. No-penetration and no-slip boundary condition

The no-penetration condition in the original CSGL
variables can be expressed as,(

∂yθ
a + αa

y −
q

ℏ
Ay +

1

2

∑
b

Kab∂xn
b

)∣∣∣∣
y=0

= 0 . (65)

Note that the δθa variation only leads to the first three
terms and the last term is missing. Furthermore, for
this boundary equation to be consistent with one of the
equations of motion (11), we must also impose that

∑
b

Kab

(
∂tα

b
x − ∂xα

b
0 +

qB

2m
∂xn

b

) ∣∣∣∣
y=0

= 0 . (66)

The general solution for this expression can be written
as (

αa
0 −

qB

2m
na

) ∣∣∣
y=0

= ∂tζ
a , (67)

αa
x

∣∣∣
y=0

= ∂xζ
a , (68)

where ζa are general (undetermined) functions.
It is straightforward to show that these equations along

with the full form of the no penetration (65) can be ob-
tained by adding the following boundary action to the
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system:

Sedge =
ℏ
4π

ˆ ∑
a,b

Kab

[
qB

m

(
∂xθ

a +
1

2
αa
x − q

ℏ
Ax

)
nb

+ ∂tζ
aαb

x − ∂xζ
a

(
αb
0 −

qB

2m
nb

)]
y=0

dtdx . (69)

Equation (65) arises from the variation of θa at the
boundary, Eq. (66) comes from the variation of the
boundary field ζa and Eqs. (67-68) are obtained from the
variation of the gauge field αa

µ projected at the boundary.

The second hydrodynamic boundary condition arises
from the variation of na taken at the boundary, which

gives us[∑
b

Kab
(
∂xθ

b + 1
2α

b
x − q

ℏAx + 1
2∂xζ

b
)
− 1

2∂yn
a

]
y=0

= 0 .

(70)

This expression becomes the no-slip boundary condition
for both charge and pseudospin components after using
equation (68). The first line in the edge action Sedge is
somewhat unsettling since it does not come in the gauge
invariant form ∂xθ

a+αa
x. Nevertheless, the gauge invari-

ance of this action can be seen explicitly through a field
redefinition, that is, after the replacements:

αa
0 =

qB

2m
na + α̃a

0 (71)

αa
i = α̃a

i (72)

ζa = ζ̃a + θa . (73)

Therefore, denoting SCSGL = Sbulk + Sedge the resulting
acting assume the familiar form derived in our previous
work [1]:

SCSGL = −qB

2π

ˆ ∑
a

[
na
(
∂tθ

a + α̃a
0 −

q

ℏ
A0

)
+ α̃a

0 +
qB

2m
na +

ℏ
2m

(
∂iθ

a + α̃a
i −

q

ℏ
Ai

)2
+

ℏ
8m

(∂in
a)2

+
∑
b

na

(
ℏ
4m

Kabϵij∂iα̃
b
j +

qB

2πℏ2
V ab nb

)
− ℏ

2qB
ϵµνκ

∑
b

Kab(α̃a
µ + ∂µθ

a)∂ν α̃
b
κ

]
d3x

+
ℏ
4π

ˆ
dtdx

∑
a,b

Kab

[
ζ̃a
(
∂xα̃

b
0 − ∂tα̃

b
x

)
+

qB

m

(
∂xθ

a + α̃a
x − q

ℏ
Ax

)
nb

]
y=0

. (74)

The no-penetration condition will always be obtained by
varying the θa fields, and we will fix this as one of the
boundary conditions, as we have done in previous sec-
tions. However, there are different possibilities for the
second boundary condition. The simplest one is the no-
slip condition, which arises naturally from the variation
of the fluid density. However, the no-stress, partial slip,
and fragile surface state boundary conditions are addi-
tional dynamical equations in disguise and require the
introduction of auxiliary fields at the boundary, as we will
outline below. For the single component Laughlin state,
we have shown that the effective edge action includes an
auxiliary field with the chiral boson action coupled to the
background density at the edge [1]. We now develop a
generalization of the Laughlin case to the two-component
bosonic IQH state.

B. Effective edge action for no-stress and partial
slip boundary condition

The presence of two components allows for a more
general family of energy-conserving boundary conditions.
The first case is that of partial slip, where the edge tan-
gent stress of one component induces a tangent velocity
or slip at the boundary of the other component. We will
now deduce the effective action that generates the par-
tial slip condition. The no-stress condition, where the
two edges are completely decoupled, will be obtained by
setting the slip length λ−1 to infinity, that is, λ = 0.
First, we need to express the partial slip condition in its
dynamical form, which corresponds to:

∑
b

[
ℏ
2m

Kab
(
∂tn

b + 2∂xv
b
x

)
+ λ ϵabvbx

]
y=0

= 0 . (75)
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From the last section, we obtained that

δSbulk + δSedge = . . .+
qB

4π

ˆ
dtdx

∑
a,b

δnaKabvbx , (76)

together with the no-penetration condition. Since we do
not want to spoil the latter, this additional action must
be only a function of na and the auxiliary field ϕa. Fol-
lowing the Refs. [1, 53], we see that such an action must
be of the form

SCB = −qB

4π

ˆ
dtdx

∑
a,b

[
Kab∂tϕ

a
(
∂xϕ

b + nb
∣∣
y=0

)
− mλ

ℏ
ϵabϕa∂tϕ

b

]
. (77)

Combining SCSGL +SCB, we find that the variation of
na projected on the boundary gives us

vax

∣∣∣
y=0

= ∂tϕ
a (78)

whereas the equation of motion for ϕa reads∑
b

[
Kab

(
∂tn

b
∣∣
y=0

+ 2∂x∂tϕ
b
)
+

2mλ

ℏ
ϵab∂tϕ

b

]
= 0 .

(79)

Upon using Eq. (78), this expression coincides with
Eq. (75).

Note that when λ = 0, we recover the result in Ref. [1],
which describes the no-stress condition. The limit λ →
∞, can be taken upon redefinition ϕa →

√
λϕa. This

forces the first line in the action SCB to vanish and we
recover the no-slip condition.

C. Effective edge action for fragile surface states

The one-parameter family of boundary conditions de-
scribed in equation (34) that leads to the fragile surface
states is particularly intriguing. This case can also be de-
rived using a variational principle, offering insights into
the origins of these fragile states. With this set of bound-
ary conditions, only one of the equations is dynamical,
necessitating just one auxiliary field. By rewriting the
second equation in (34) in its dynamical form, we obtain[

∂t(n
1 − γn2) + 2∂x

(
v1x − γv2x

)]
y=0

= 0 .

The above equation is an emergent U(1) symmetry at the
edge but the γ parameter deforms this definition of the
conserved local edge charge (n1− γn2) in contrast to the
bulk U(1) symmetry which is fixed to be (n1±n2). Thus
the edge U(1) is compatible with the one of the bulk
U(1) symmetries only for γ = ±1 for which the edge
mode begins and ends at the corresponding bulk band.
For values of γ ∈ (−1, 1), the edge mode decouples from
the edge as shown in Fig. 3. The additional edge action

that generates the fragile states boundary conditions is
given by

Schiral =
qB

4π

ˆ
dtdx

[
2γ∂tϕ∂xϕ− ∂tϕ(n

1 − γn2)
∣∣
y=0

]
.

(80)

Thus, varying the action SCSGL + Schiral give us

δSCSGL + δSchiral = . . .+
qB

4π

ˆ
dtdx

[
δn1

(
v2x − ∂tϕ

)
+ δn1

(
v1x + γ∂tϕ

)
+ δϕ

(
∂t(n

1 − γn2)− 4γ∂x∂tϕ
)]

y=0
.

(81)

From the above variations, the boundary conditions (34)
leading to the fragile surface state follow naturally.

IX. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we consider a fluid dynamical de-
scription of the integer quantum Hall effect of bosons
modeled by a two-component Chern-Simons-Ginzburg-
Landau (CSGL) theory with a mutual Chern-Simons

(CS) statistical term with a K-matrix of K =

(
0 1
1 0

)
implementing the flux attachment. Contrary to the tra-
ditional approach of discarding the bulk bosonic matter
and focusing only on the gauge-invariant chiral edge dy-
namics, we investigate the linearized superfluid hydro-
dynamics of the bulk bosonic matter subject to energy-
conserving boundary conditions. We derive both bulk
and edge topological properties within the hydrodynam-
ical framework. We show that the bulk topological in-
variant is encoded in the fluid polarization algebra in
the form of quantized Hall conductivity. We then deduce
different kinds of energy-conserving hydro boundary con-
ditions at the hard wall. Since the hydro equations are
second-order in derivatives, we need two boundary con-
ditions to determine the full solution. The first bound-
ary condition is the no-penetration condition vay

∣∣
y=0

= 0

which we do not change across different cases. The sec-
ond boundary condition has more possibilities and cor-
responds to four distinct edge dynamics that preserve
energy conservation. The first possibility is the no-slip
condition vax

∣∣
y=0

= 0 which does not result in chiral edge

dynamics. The second case is the no-stress condition, re-
sulting in two counterpropagating chiral edge modes that
we identify as chiral bosons disguised as hydro boundary
conditions. The third case corresponds to the partial slip
condition, where the tangent stress in one of the fluid
components generates slip in the second component and
vice versa. This case corresponds to the mixing of the
two chiral modes, leading to the gapping of the two chi-
ral boson modes. We point out that opening a gap in the
quantized chiral boson theory requires nonlinear mixing
of the edge modes via a Sine-Gordon term. In terms of
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the fluid variables, the gapping is achieved in a much
more straightforward way.

The last case is the most interesting one and empha-
sizes the real power of our approach. In this case, we
balance the tangent stress between the two layers and
balance the tangent velocities (slips) across the two lay-
ers with a single parameter. This case results in a sin-
gle chiral boson mode that, under general conditions,
does not begin and end at the bulk bands. This case
has been recently reported in Ref. [40] as fragile surface
states manifesting in a non-Wigner-Dyson class of non-
interacting topological insulators. It is interesting to note
that the fragile surface states manifest in the presence of
bulk matter and would be missed by the edge theories
deduced from the K-matrix formalism, which does not
include any bulk matter. We also obtain a symmetry
perspective of the fragility of these edge states in terms
of the density associated with the edge U(1) symmetry,
where we can quantify the precise conditions under which
the edge states detach from the bulk bands. We con-
struct effective actions for all these boundary conditions
that can be added to the original CSGL theory as the
new starting point to understand the bulk and bound-

ary properties of these states. We show the existence of
non-anomalous counter-propagating Kelvin modes [35],
which are non-dispersive and seem to be present due to
Lorentz invariance within the kelvin mode solution.

In the future, it would be interesting to investigate
the general conditions for the presence of these fragile
surface states across interacting topological phases that
are amenable to the fluid dynamics treatment. We also
aim to quantify the microscopic mechanisms that under-
pin these boundary conditions, which will allow us to
construct microscopic lattice models that encode a wider
class of boundary phenomena in these topological phases.
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