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Spontaneous loop-spin current with topological characters in the Hubbard model
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We find a state characterized by a spontaneous loop-spiartuand a single-particle gap in the Hubbard
model within the variational cluster approach. This staiste for arbitrarily small interaction in a half-filled
honeycomb lattice. Moreover, from the calculations of thgotogical invariants for the interacting system, it
is shown that this gapped state has nontrivial topologicatacters; this state is the topological Mott insulating
state. This result implies the ubiquity of topological Miptsulating phases.

PACS numbers: 71.10.Fd, 71.23, 71.30+h
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where a local current of itinerant electrons forms a closed

The loop-current phase is an exotic quantum phase
(2}

path. Since charge current breaks the time-reversal symme- (\
try, the loop current can be treated as an order parameter, +0 +0'Ey —o®
which describes the breaking of this symmetry. Such loop-

current phase has been proposed in the studies of figh- J : loop current @ : magnetic flux

cuprateg;®where the Coulomb interaction is expected to play

an important role in the emergence of various phases. For irkIG. 1. (Color online) (a) Schematic diagram of the looprent
stance, Varma has studied a three-band Hubbard model for tiase and the accompanying magnetic flux. Heris the magnitude
cuprates, and found these loop-current phases stable ia sorff the magneti(_: qu_x and arrows indicate_ the direction of tbare_mt
parameter regioR<. Furthermore, a recent numerical study /- (°) Schematic diagram of the loop-spin-current phasee Henk
by the variational cluster approach (VCA) has shown that thiblue) arrows |n_d|cate the directions of the loop curreatrithe up
loop-current phase is a metastable phase in the single-bang?V™ SPinji (1) andeis +1(-1) for the up (down) spin.
Hubbard model on a square latti€e.

These theoretical studies have shown the existence of the

loop-current phase induced by the Coulomb interactions Thi consequently, the Coulomb interaction can give rise to an ef
loop-current order can be regarded as a magnetic flux as desctive spin-dependent flux.

picted in Fig[1(a), which is inferred from an intuitive pice The states with the magnetic flux or the spin-dependent
based on the classical electrodynamics. Thus, the electrony,, may have close relation to topologically nontrivial

states of the loop-current phase are similar to those oftaisys  gi51e8.9 which have recently attracted considerable inter-
W|th_a magneUchux. In otherv_vords,the_Coulomb|nteract|onest in condensed matter physics. For example, the Hal-
can induce anféective magnetic flux, which breaks the time- y5ne model® which possesses a local magnetic flux, has the
reversal symmetry of the system. nontrivial Thouless-Kohmoto-Nightingale-den Nijs (TKNN
In contrast, we can define another current phase whicinvariants! This nontrivial TKNN invariants guarantee the
preserves the time-reversal symmetry by virtue of the elecguantization of the Hall conductance and the existenceef th
tron spin degrees of freedom. If the loop-current of up elecedge states. Moreover, the states with the nontrivial TKNN
tron j; and that of down electropy have opposite directions, invariants are topologically protected. In other words th
Jj1 = —Jji, as depicted in Fig.]1(b), a net loop-curreft+ j;,  TKNN invariants cannot change without closing a band Hap.
cancels out; only the fierence between the loop currents,
Jjr = Jji, has finite value. This dierence corresponds to the  On the other hand, the system with the spin-dependent
cyclic flow of the electron spin, which we call theop-spin  flux may have other topological invariants called tdg
current. This loop-spin current does not violate the time- invariantst? which ensure the existence of the time-reversal
reversal symmetry, but violates the rotational symmetry insymmetric edge states. The Kane-Mele m&d#ipossesses
spin space. the nontrivialZ, invariant and terms representing an intrinsic
In terms of a magnetic flux, this loop-spin-current phasespin-orbit interaction, which causes topologically noridd
can be regarded as the states witkpau-dependent flux: a  characters. Essentially, théect of the spin-orbit interaction
magnetic flux that acts oppositely for opposite spin as dehot in this model is equivalent to that of the spin-dependent flux
symbolically byo® in Fig.[D(b). Thus, the electronic states of for itinerant electrons.
loop-spin-currentphase are essentially identical toglodshe Consequently, these states with the magnetic flux or the
system with the spin-dependent flux. Moreover, a theoreticaspin-dependent flux may have the nontrivial topological in-
study based on an extended Hubbard mbtak shown that variants. Furthermore, as shown in previous stuéiéshe
the Coulomb interaction induces this loop-spin-currerggh ~ Coulomb interaction may induce the loop-current (loopaspi
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current) phase, whose electronic states are similar taethos (2)
of the system with the magnetic (spin-dependent) flux. In
short, these loop-current and loop-spin-current phasgdma
considered as topological Mott insulating (TMI) phagé&:L’
topologically nontrivial phases induced by the Coulomigiint
action. It should be noted that the TMI phases in this context
are not necessarily Mott insulators. In these phases, tihé wo
“Mott” only means “induced by interactions”.

The previous mean-field analyses of the TMI phases have
shown that a strong inter-site Coulomb interaction is re-
quired for stabilizing these phases in the single-band Hub-
bard modef;1*15since current orders are extracted from the
mean-field decoupling of this inter-site interaction. Hoee

FIG. 2. (a) A cluster tiling (dashed lines) on a honeycomtidatused

as described earlier. it has been shown that the loo -durreéor calculations. A superlattice consists of the same esifbtcluster.
' P ymbolse ande denote two inequivalent siteg; anda, represent

phase on a square If’;\tt?cs metastable; the fre? energy of the the superlattice unit vectors. (b) The decomposition of elght-

loop-current phase is lower than that of the trivial phasel a e cluster into two four-site subclusters A and B. Eachchugter

higher than that of the antiferromagnetic phase. In coftraspas six-site bath sites. A symboldenotes the bath site attached to

on a half-filled honeycomb lattice, strong on-difés required  the cluster site, and dashed arrows denote the loop-clanehibop-

for the emergence of the antiferromagnetic phase because gfin-current order.

the semimetallic behavié Considering this fact, the simple

Hubbard model on a honeycomb lattice may favor the TMI

phases induced by the loop-current or loop-spin-curretgror The VCA is based on the self-energy-functional theiSry,
In this paper, we explore the possibility of the TMI phasesin which we solve a variational problem for the PotfiHfoinc-

induced by the loop-current or loop-spin-current ordethi@ t  tional defined as

simple Hubbard model on a honeycomb lattice. The VCA

takes into account appropriately théeets of strong short- Q[x] = TrIn[—(Gal -3 + F[Z]. 2

range correlations due to the on-site Coulomb interaction.

Moreover, it turns out that our theory does not require theHere X is the self-energy of the syste is the free Green’s

inter site Coulomb interaction to describe the loop-curmen  function, F[X] = ®[G] - Tr(XG) is the Legendre transform of

loop-spin-current order. Thanks to these advantages,@#e v the Luttinger-Ward functionab[G],%° whereG is the Green's

seems to be a suitable method for our purpose. As a resufgnction of the system. Since the Green'’s function is given b

of the VCA calculation, we obtain a stable loop-spin-cutren the equalityG = — 22 12 the variational condition of Eq(2)

phase which has not been reported before. We also find thig represented as

this phase has a very small but finite single-particle gapsnd

characterized by the nontrivid} invariants. “;g] -G+ (G61 -3 t=o0. A3)
I. METHODS This condition is equivalent to the Dyson equati@,! =

G,' - =. Furthermore, using the solution of Ef] (Z}o, an
gexact thermodynamic potential is given 8f¥so]

The exact self-energ¥so, can be obtained by solving the
original HamiltonianH. However, it is almost impossible to
solve H exactly. Instead, we prepare a trial self-energy, i.e.,
adequate substitutes f&ig,. In strongly correlated systems,
H=_¢t Z(Clrcﬁr +He)+U Z iy, — 1 Z nie, (1)  Where the local Coulomb interaction plays an important,role

pe the self-energy including short-range correlations iseexed
_ o o to be an appropriate trial self-energy. Thus, in the VCA, we
where(ij) denotes nearest-neighbor pairss a hopping in-  adopt the trial self-energy’ which is derived from the small
tegral,c;; is the annihilation operator of an electron at site ¢|yster Hamiltoniarf’ with the local interaction terms. If we
with spin o, i = ¢} cir, p is a chemical potential, and  equate interaction terms &f to those of the original Hamil-

is the on-site Coulomb repulsive interaction. In the VCAe th tonjanH, the Potthé functionalQ[2'] is represented 3%

lattice is tiled into the set of the same clusters as shown in

Fig.[2(a). Hereafter, we call this set of the clusters ihe Q2] = Q + Trin[—(Gy* - ) - Trin(-G').  (4)
perlattice. Within each cluster, we define the cluster Hamil-

tonianH’, which does not contain terms connectinffetient  Here, Q' is the thermodynamic potential of the cluster a&id
clusters. In reciprocal space, a wavenumbeés written as  is the exact Green’s function &{’.

k = mb;y + nb,, Wwhereb; is the reciprocal vector of; in Unlike the interaction terms, we can add any one-body
Fig.[2(a). In this representation, the Brillouin zone isdedi  terms toH’ in the VCA. These degrees of freedom for one-

by-2<m<ziand-1<n<i body terms give variety to the trial self-energy. Then, veatr

In order to investigate the existence of the loop-current o
loop-spin-current phase, we apply the VCA to the singleeban
Hubbard model on a honeycomb lattice. The Hamiltorfian
is given by

(ijyo i



3

one-body parametets in the cluster as variational parame- Here,a;,, is the annihilation operator of an electron with spin
ters for the trial self-energy, i.eX) = ¥'(¢’). Practically, the ¢ atl-th (I = 1, 2) bath site attached tisth cluster siteg, is
variational condition is represented in terms of variadiiqma-  a “hopping” parameter betweeét+ih cluster site andth bath

rameters as follows: site, g, is an on-site energy dfth bath site attached tisth
SQ[E/(¢)] cluster site.
St/ =0. (5) We consider only the half-filling case where the particle-

hole symmetry and the cluster symmetry restrict the onerbod
Darameters ag = 2,6, = 0, andg, = (-1)er® Then,
three one-body parametefise, and A, are treated as vari-
ational parameters for the optimization of the self-energy
The Potthdr functional also depends on variational param-

In the VCA, symmetry breakings are described by ﬁcti-teigenrsg(’ /16)’ zng[/lzx;( AF(;r SI?FgJCIxhggelntrggg :e tgree r(;%t?_

tious external fields called the Weiss fiefdsie consider a v o b

cluster whose symmetry is lowered by the Weiss fields, andined by the simultaneous conditionss—7—= O=Oop 0and

treat these amplitudes as variational parameters. A syrgmet oa(i, fopme) _ . .

breaking state is characterized by the solution of Elq. () wi b e=eopt 0. In order to obtain the trial self-energy,

finite amplitudes of the Weiss fields. we use the band Lanczos algoritRASince we consider only
Imitating the mean-field analyséd} we adopt next- the system with moderaté (U < 3.5¢) in this paper, the an-

nearest-neighbor hopping terms as the Weiss-field terms fdiferromagnetic phase, which exists for largé(U > 4118

the TMI phases. Specifically, these Weiss-field terms are das not taken into consideration.

The choice of the cluster and its one-body terms restrict
the functional space of the trial self-energy. Equatidnrépr
resents the variational condition for the self-energyefional
in the restricted functional space. This restriction makes
VCA approximative.

fined as By using the optimized variational parameters, the single-

HE =i, Z (Vijcj'-o.cj(r +H.c) ©6) particle Green’s function of the systefhis given by

(e 1
G=———. 9)

for the loop-current phase, and GBl — ()

s i 2 (y..of o

Hy, =14 «Z»:ﬁ‘raﬂ(”/cmc/ﬁ +H.c) 7 Physical quantities of the system are calculated from this
)

Green'’s functiorG. For instance, the magnitude of the loop-
for the loop-spin-current phase. Hergij)) denotes next- spin-currentj, is given by
nearest-neighbor pairg, (x = a, s) is the amplitude of the

Weiss _fieldsaz i_s thez—_component of the Pauli matrices,_ and js = _i;Z gfw (<C,TQCJB> - (c;ﬁcm), (10)

an antisymmetric matrix;; represents how the electron circu- B ‘

lates; if the electron turns left (right) in next-nearestghbor

hopping from sitej to i, v;; = —v;; = +1(-1). The Weiss wherei denotes the site corresponding to the starting point of

field A, (1,) describes the spontaneous loop-current (loopthe arrow,j denotes the site corresponding to the point of the
spin-current) order depicted in Fid. 2(b). The sign of théd#le arrow in Fig[2(b), and bracket denotes the expectationevalu
field represents the direction of the spontaneous currkat; t of an one-body operator, which is calculated from the Gieen’
positive Weiss field corresponds to the current along the difunction as follows:

rection of the arrow. We note that the corresponding topo-

logical invariants must be evaluated, because it is notasvi (cleq) = Zf d—Z_Gaﬁ(z, k). (11)
that these current ordered phases have nontrivial toprdbgi b 7 JC 2ni
numbers.

Following a recent study within the VCA on a honeycomb Here, a contou€ surrounds the negative real frequency axis
lattice® we divide the eight-site cluster into two four-site counterclockwise.
clusters with six-site bath sites as illustrated in Eig.)2{lve The topological numbers of interacting systems are deter-
call these two four-site clusters the subcluster A and B, remined via the single-particle Green’s functiGF>24 It is very
spectively. The trial self-energy is obtained by solvingtw useful to introduce the topological Hamilton#mvhen calcu-
subcluster problems independently. The cluster we adapt cdating the topological numbers of interacting systems.nfFro
describe the electronic states on a honeycomb lattice rpest athe zero-frequency value of the Green'’s funct@rthe topo-
propriately within the present VCA logical HamiltonianH;op(k) is defined by
In this paper, from the above arguments, the cluster Hamil-
tonianH’ is given by the direct sum dofZ,, andHZ , , where Hiop(k) = —-G™Y(0, k). (12)
H_ , is defined within the subcluster(ny = A, B) as
In the topological Hamiltonian formalism, the topologi-
HY = _IZ(C;CJ(T +Hc)+U Z”iT”u —/JZ”:'U cal numbers ofinteracting systems are given by the simi-
(ipo i io lar expressions ofz'ghe topological nhumbers defineddn-
A At x interacting systems.=> For non-interacting two-dimensional
* Z(H,,cwal,(r +He)+ Zé’ai’“aw +Hy (8) systems,gthe topological numbers are dgfined by the occupied

ilo ilo



eigenstates of Hamiltonian inspaceHy(k). The TKNN in- 0.006 1

variantsC,*! are defined as = 00047
= 0.002

clzifdzkf . (13) < oy

2n ’ L0002 |
: L _ = -0.004

Here, the integration is over the Brillouin zong; = d,a; — < 0,006 &

dja;, anda; = —i Y, (u®(k)0klu*(k)), wherelu®(k)) is the = "t

a-th eigenstate offo(k) ande runs through all the occupied -0.008
bands. TheZ, invariantsA?® are defined as -0.01

0.05 0.1 015 02 025 03 035 04 045 05
(1) = \deB([T;) 14 As/t
[i=TRIM PHB(T) FIG. 3. The Potthfi functional Q in the loop-spin-current case at

. ., ) ] ) U = 3.51. The thermodynamic potential of the semimetal plfagg
where “TRIM” stands for four time-reversal invariant mo- s obtained by the optimization of the functional withoué{teiss
menta: 3 by + Zb, with ny,np = 0,1. Here, the matriB(k)  field terms.

is defined byB.s(k) = (u®(—k)|Tlu’(k)), andT is the time-

reversal operator. If we repladé (k) by Hiop(k), Eqs. [1B) 888‘2‘ 3
and [14) give the topological invariants for interactingsy = = 0 foe
tems. Z 0002 F

In general, the numerical evaluation of the topological rum & 0004 |
bers is dificult because of its gauge depende#cEaus, some | -0.006 |
gauge-invariant methods have been proposed for calcglatin = -0.008
the topological numbers numerical§:28 With the topologi- < 001 F
cal Hamiltonian formalism, we can use every gauge-invarian & :g'gii i
method for non-interacting systems in order to evaluate the ;e Loteoe 30100l b bt )]
topological invariants for interacting systems. In thipea 0 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40 0.45 0.50
the gauge-invariant methad® that have been proposed for Ao/t

non-interacting topological invariants are adopted.

FIG. 4. The Potthfy functionalQ including the loop-current-Weiss
field A, at U = 3.5¢. The discontinuity exists arounj = 0.06¢. For

III. RESULTS the region 03 < 4, < 0.06r, we cannot find a stationary point of
the Potthdf functional.

In the VCA, the existence of ordered phases can be deter-
mined by whether the Pottfidunctional)(1,) has a station-  Weiss-field terms in the loop-current case is attempted-in or
ary point with a nonzero Weiss fieltl # 0. At the stationary  der to remove the discontinuity. The Weiss-field terms deffine
point, the value of the Pottifiofunctional is equivalent to the py Eq. [8) cannot describe inter-cluster-current ordésgh
thermodynamic potential of the ordered phase as explamed ihe Haldane model contains all the next-nearest-neighigmr h
the previous section. Figufé 3 represents the Pftfooc- ping terms with imaginary hopping integral.
tional Q(4,) in the loop-spin-current case &t = 3.5¢. The Hereafter, we take into accourffectively the inter cluster-
functional Q(1,) has a minimum around, ~ 0.2¢, which  current order. The bath sites in the reference system repre-
indicates the existence of the loop-spin-current phase. Weent the environment system around the cluster. We define the
have verified that the thermodynamic potential of the loop\\eiss-field terms describing the loop-current order betwee
spin-current phase is lower than that of the semimetal phaseéhe cluster and the bath sites as follows:
These facts show clearly that the loop-spin-current phase i . o~
energetically stable within the VCA. Hyy, =144 Z Z(—l)’c;ra,-,(r +Hc, (15)
Figure[@ shows the Potthiofunctional Q(1,) in the loop- 3 lo %2
current case a/ = 3.5¢. In contrast to the loop-spin-current whereJ, is the amplitude of the Weiss fields [See Hi§. 2(b)
case, the PotthfbfunctionalQ(A,) has the discontinuity near for the definition of site indices]. Since Eq[{15) connects
the stationary point, ~ 0.06¢. Such discontinuity has been the environment system and the cluster site, this term can be
reported in the previous VCA study by Potffi&’ who has  thought as a substitute for the inter-cluster-current serwe
pointed out that a discontinuity near a stationary pointris a also define the Weiss-field terms
artifact due to the choice of a reference system. The discon- ; o~ /
tinuity of the present functional(1,) may i}|/1dicate that the Hyyp =14 Z Z op(-1 ez, aip + Hee. (16)
reference system we choose is ifistient for describing the
loop-current phase. Since the discontinuity exists onlgmvh for the loop-spin-current phase. Using the subcluster Hami
1, is finite, we guess that the cause of the discontinuity existésonian given by the summation of Eq.[](8) and the inter-
in the Weiss-field terms. Consequently, a modification of thdoop-current termg (15) of (16) , we reevaluate the Pdftho

o i#2
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FIG. 5. The Potthfi functionalQ including the Weiss fields, (x= "

s, a) for the loop-spin-current case (solid line) and the looprent
case (doted line) & = 3.5¢. For eachi,, the bath parameterg, e,
andA, are optimized.

FIG. 6. The evolution of the Wannier function cenggjsolid lines) at

U = 3.5¢. Sincegp are given by phases of eigenvalues of the ma#rix,
this value is limited in the regior7 < ¢ < n. The arrow indicates
the cross point of the curve and the reference line (dotted lines).
Since the obtained curves are symmetric with respect to thaxis,
functionals. Figurd]5 shows the reevaluated Pdfthanc-  we omit the negative region.

tionals Q(1,) andQ(41,), which do not have any discontinu-
ities. The reevaluated Pottlidunctional(1,) [©2(1,)] has a
minimum, which corresponds to the loop-current (loop-spin
current) phase. We have verified that the thermodynamic po-
tentials of both phases are lower than that of the semimetal
phase. Moreover, as seen in Hig. 5, the loop-spin-current
phase is energetically more stable than the loop-curreaggh
Thus, the loop-spin-current phase is the most energaticall
stable phase in this analysis.

Inthe loop-spin-current phase, we evaluateAhimvariants
from the evolution of the Wannier function centrsf the
topological HamiltoniarH,. Figure[6 represents the behav-
ior of each Wannier function centgrat U = 3.5¢. Here, the
wavenumber parametearin the horizontal axis corresponds
to the wavenumber parallel to the reciprocal vedigr(See (b)
Sec.[), and we integrate out the wavenumber paramweter
TheZ, invariants can be obtained from these curves by draw-
ing an arbitrary line parallel to the axis, and counting how
many times this line crossescurves. If they cross odd num-
ber times, theZ, invariant of the system is nontrivial. Since
the line parallel to ther axis crosses the curves odd num-
ber times, we find that this phase has nontriziainvariants.
Therefore, this loop-spin-current-ordered phase is clamst
to be the quantum spin Hall (QSH) state, which possesses the
nontrivial Z, invariant and satisfies the spin conservation law.

For the loop-current phase, we employ afficent
algorithn?? to evaluate the TKNN invariants. As a result,
the loop-current phase has nonzero TKNN invari@hts- 2. FIG. 7. (a) The single-particle gaf, as a function of the on-site
Thus, this loop-current-ordered phase is considered thde t Coulomb interactior/. (b) The magnitude of the loop-spin-current
quantum anomalous Hall (QAH) state: the quantum Hall states @s & function of the on-site Coulomb interactign
without an external magnetic flux. The TKNN invariants be-
come even number because of the spin degrees of freedom.

Hereafter, we concentrate our attention on the QSH statéolewe and the highest negative palg, i.e.,Asp = we—wn. 2
which is energetically more stable than the other phases. In
the QSH state, th&, invariants are protected by the time-  Figure[7(a) gives the single-particle gap, as a function
reversal symmetry and the existence of a single-partige ga of the on-site Coulomb interactidii. For a wide range of in-
Because of this nature, the QSH state exist until the singleteraction parameters, there exists the QSH state with very
particle gap closes. In order to evaluate the single-dagiap  small but finite single-particle gafisp, whose size is about
Asp, We calculate the dlierence between the lowest positive one-thousandth of the band width. Following the same evalu-
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FIG. 9. The Potthfi functionals including loop-spin-current order
calculated with clusters shown in Fiff]l 8. For eahwe optimize
the parameter. We do not divide the values of the Potthéunc-
tional by the size of cluster. The variation in the value & Botthdf
functional can be considered as a result of the strong depeecon
Vemmmmmmm——-- cluster choices for the ability to describe the semimetakgh
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2
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FIG. 8. Clusters used for studying cluster dependence. \&feape
eight clusters: cluster (a)-(h). Dotted arrows in the @dusienote the
loop-spin-current order.

Since the particle-hole symmetry restricts the chemical po
tentialu = % at half-filling, one-body parametersand1 are
. . . treated as the variational parameters. It should be noted th
ation process for th2; invariants represente(_j above_, We CON"thege clusters may have poor ability to describe the seralmet
firm the existence of the QSH state at each interaction paran’bhasés and results based on these clusters are not very reli-

eterv. Fu.rthermf(]) ri’ the falct tfg)a_t the single-particle @ahp able quantitatively. However, we consider that these etsst
is increasing with the Coulomb interactidn suggests that ¢ gigicient for examining tendencies towards the loop-spin-
the QSH state is induced by this on-site interaction. F'gur%urrentphases

[4(b) represents th& dependence of the magnitude of the . )
loop-spin-current,, which is very similar to Figl7(a). This  Figures®(aj-9(h) show the calculated Pofftfanctionals
type of similarity has been reported in the previous studies®(4) for each cluster. As seen in Figsl 9[a)-9(h), only the
the band gap of the Kane-Mele model is proportional to thecluster (a) and cluster (c) do not indicate the tendencytdsva
magnitude of the intrinsic spin-orbit couplidg13 Thus, the the loop-spin-current phase, while the others show the exis
single-particle gap in the QSH state is not the Mott one; thigence of energetically stable loop-spin-current phasesr

gap is considered to be induced by the spontaneous loop-spi@r to understand this ftierence, we conjecture a condition
current. that a cluster should satisfy for the energetically stabdgpt

spin-current phase. A current we assume belongs to a hexag-

onal plaquette. Comparing the most simple clusters, aluste
IV. CLUSTER DEPENDENCE (a) and cluster (b), we notice that two currents in clustgr (a
belong to the same plaquette while those in cluster (b) loelon
o different plaquettes. In cluster (c), every current also be-
ongs to the same plaguette as shown in Elg. 8, and the loop-
spin-current phase is not stable in this cluster choice mFro
the above facts, we reach the conjecture thatloop-spin-
current phase emerges if a cluster contains currents belonging
to different hexagonal plaquettes. The results shown in Figs.
B(a)f9(h) support our conjecture.

Since the results in the previous section are given by th
calculation based on a single cluster, it is possible traeti
ergetically stable loop-spin-current phase is peculigettain
cluster choice. In order to eliminate this possibility, wem-
ine the existence of the loop-spin-current phases in oigat e
clusters shown in Fid.18. For simplicity, we consider onlg th
loop-spin-current phase &t = 3.5¢, and adopt a simple clus-
ter Hamiltonian as follows: There exist only two clusters where every current order be-

longs to the same plaquette, and clusters that consist af mor
Hy=-1 Z(CLCJ(T +H.c)+i1 Z ol s(vijeheip+HC)  than six sites always contain current orders belongingfto di
(ipo (ijyep ferent plaquettes. Therefore, we conclude that the loap-sp
+U Z iy, — 1 Z N (17)  currentphase in this analysis is not peculiar to a certaistet
- = choice.



V. DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY on a kagome lattice, which has a larger coordinate number
than that of a honeycomb lattice and a Dirac point at onetthir
) ) o ) ) filling. We left the investigation of this possibility for fure
The main goal of this analysis is to investigate the possiyyqrk.
bility of a topologically nontrivial state induced by the-site Whether or not the short-range order develops into the long-

Coulomb interaction. As shown in the previous section, th&ange order, our results show clearly that the on-site Gohilo
results obtained by the VCA show clearly the existence of afnieraction can induce this loop-spin-current order. mgis-

energetically stable QSH state and an unstable QAH state ifam with the loop-spin current, the electronic states might
duced by this interaction. The appearance of thffet#nce paye a similarity to those of the system with spin-orbit in-
between these states is consistent with results of thequevi teraction. Therefore we consider that the on-site intévact
study on TMI phase According to the study based on the generates, at least locally, thextive spin-orbit interaction.
extended Hubbard modékhe QSH and the QAH states are ™ gych an fective spin-orbit interaction induced by correla-

degenerate within the mean-field approximation. When thgjo effects has been proposed by Wu and Zh¥mcording
effect of quantum fluctuation is considered, théfatence of 5 related studie® 3 this dynamically generated spin-orbit

broken symmetries lifts this degenerécm the QAH state, jnteraction is a result of Pomeranchuk instabilities, Whic
the discrete time-reversal symmetry is broken, and no €0rrecome from the deformation of the Fermi surface. In the half-
sponding Nambu-Goldstone mode exists. On the other hangjjeq honeycomb system, however, this scenario cannot be

in the QSH state, continuous rotational symmetry in spingppjied directly, because the density of states vanishéat
space is broken, and there exist Nambu-Goldstone modegermi level. In short, no Pomeranchuk instability occurs.

Consequently, the existence of the Nambu-Goldstone mode consequently, the VCA calculation implies the existence
affects the thermodynamic potential. Thefelience of the  of an alternative mechanism for giving rise to theetive
thermodynamic potential is a result of quantum fluctuationsgpin-orbit interaction dynamically. Since our calculatiis
which the VCA is able to capture, while a mean-field approx-performed in the half-filled Hubbard model on a honeycomb
imation is not. Therefore, our results are consistent With t |5¢tice the @ective spin-orbit interaction from an alternative
previous study,and this is the reason why we concentrate OUmechanism is not a result of Fermi-surfadgeets, and is in-
attention only on the QSH state. duced by local interactions. Therefore this alternatiffec

On the other hand, our results are inconsistent with quartive spin-orbit interaction is expected to be seen in maisy sy
tum Monte Carlo simulations. In the half-filled Hubbard tems. We also left the clarification of the mechanism that ex-

model on a honeycomb lattice, quantum Monte Carlo sim#lains how the on-site interaction generates tiieative spin-
ulations have been performed in order to investigate the exrbitinteraction for future work.

istence of the quantum spin liquid st8%! In the largest ~ In summary, we have shown the possibility of the topolog-
simulation3! it has been reported that there is no paramagically nontrivial states and the accompanyirffeetive spin-
netic phase with finite single-particle gap. orbit interaction induced by the on-site interaction. Aitigh

this dfective interaction may be suppressed by long-range

We consider that this @ierence may reflect the limitation of -, ations in the half-filled Hubbard model on a honeycomb
our calculation. Although the VCA describeeets from Cor-  |atice, we consider that a similatfective spin-orbit inter-

relations within the cluster exactly, this approach mayb®t .44 can be seen in other systems, for instance, the one-

able to treat long-range correlations appropriately. Imals  hirq filled Hubbard model on a kagome lattice. The existence
scale of the cluster, it is highly probable that a spontaseouyt g,ch an gective spin-orbit interaction generated from the

loop-spin current exists. On the other hand, it may be hardiy5je on-site interaction leads to the ubiquity of topatad
to describe the large scale behavior of this current. Thp-100 \1q¢t insulating phases. Therefore, it is strongly requited

spin current obtained by this approach might be restriated t, )| the mechanism that explains how and when the on-site

a finite range. If this short-range order cannot developanto jneraction induces theffiective spin-orbit interaction.
long-range order, the fierence is naturally understood; the

calculation based on the VCA overestimates the stability of
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