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Topological Superconductivity in Rashba Spin-Orbital Coupling Suppressed Monolayer 5-Bi,Pd
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The weak interlayer Van Der Waals material 3-Bi,Pd has recently been established as a strong topological
superconductor candidate with unconventional spin-triplet pairing and Majorana zero modes at vortices. In this
letter, we study the topological characters and the superconducting pairing, which are still obscure in monolayer
B-BiyPd, in light of our effective theoretical model. We find that the non-Rashba spin-orbital coupling plays
a critical role in realizing and tuning various novel topological natures. In particular, the spin-triplet p-wave
superconducting pairing with Majorana zero mode is revealed in monolayer 5-Bi,Pd. Our studies deepen the
understanding of topology and superconductivity in monolayer 3-Bi,Pd and indicate it is a promising platform
for achieving low-dimentional topological superconductivity.

Introduction Since Majorana Fermions are their own an-
tiparticles and obey non-Abelian braiding statistics [L, 2],
they possess potential applications for fault-tolerant topolog-
ical quantum computation [3H5]. Topological superconduc-
tor (TSC) [6H8] with unconventional pairing symmetry is
a natural platform for realizing topologically protected gap-
less boundary states which is essentially Andreev bound state
hosting Majorana fermions [9,[10]. The p-wave superconduc-
tor Sr,RuOy, [11H13]] is a chiral TSC associated with spon-
taneous time-reversal (TR) symmetry breaking. Cu-doped
Bi,Ses [14! [15], an odd-parity superconductor [16} [17]], is
judged as the TR invariant TSC from the Fermi surface of
normal state that encloses an odd number of time-reversal
invariant momenta in the first Brillouin zone (BZ) [[18-20].
In addition, a feasible project is proposed [21] to support
non-Abelian anyon excitations, which is realized in two-
dimensional (2D) Dirac Fermions, in s-wave superconductors.
Subsequently, it is explicitly demonstrated by both theory [22]
and experiment [23H25]] that the Dirac-type surface state from
a topological insulator couplings to a s-wave superconductor
resembles a spinless p-wave superconductor where Majorana
zero modes (MZMs) are realized at vortices.

Recently, a promising TSC candidate 3-Bi,Pd has attracted
much attention on its topologically protected surface state
[26H28]] and fully-gapped anisotropic s-wave superconductiv-
ity [29, 30]. The angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy
measurements on [3-BiyPd thin films show an anomalously
large superconducting gap of topological surface state [31].
Furthermore, a signature of MZMs at vortices was observed
via cryogenic scanning tunneling microscopy [32]. Much in-
terest is sparked by the observation of half-quantum magnetic
flux quantization indicating an unconventional superconduc-
tor with the spin-triplet pairing symmetry [33]. Besides the
bulk structure, fertile ground in monolayer 8-Bi,Pd is still
uncultivated and worth equal studying owing to its manipu-
latable property and abundant topological physics inside.

In this letter, we are motivated to understand the topolog-

ical and superconducting properties in monolayer 3-Bi,Pd.
The bulk 3-BiyPd is a layered structure with tetragonal cen-
trosymmetric space group I4/mmm as shown in Fig. 1 (a)
which is drawn by VESTA [34]. Using molecular beam epi-
taxy method, the monolayer structure could be synthized in
experimment [35]. Our optimized lattice constant is a = 3.322
A, which is slightly smaller than the experimental value 3.4 A
of the 3-Bi,Pd films [32]. Based on the reduced three-band
tight-binding model (TBM), the complete process of topolog-
ical phase transition is displayed by tuning spin-orbital cou-
pling (SOC). Here, the Rashba SOC is suppressed. On the
one hand, we find that the high-order quadratic Dirac point
(DP) protected by Cy4 rotation symmetry appears at the M
point when ignoring the effect of SOC. On the other hand,
including SOC, quantum spin Hall phase with nontrivial topo-
logical edge states (TESs) begin to emerge if the strength of
SOC is less than 6.39 eV. The nontrival phase is character-
ized by the spin Chern number (SCN) C; = 1. In addition,
we study pairing symmetry around the M point as well as the
corresponding linearized gap equations, since monolayer -
Bi,Pd is a superconductor according to first-principles calcu-
lations [36]. Specifically, we find that monolayer 3-Bi,Pd is
a Dirac superconductor with p-wave superconducting pairing
when excluding SOC. Including SOC, it becomes a TSC of
symmetry class D with MZMs at the boundary. The details of
computation is shown in supplementary information (SI).

Basis and Model Hamiltonian In order to get a physics
picture of monolayer 3-Bi,Pd, we begin to choose suitable
atomic orbitals. We find that the p-orbitals of Bi atoms con-
tribute mainly to the band structure around the Fermi level
through the whole BZ, while the d-orbitals of Pd atoms are
away from p-orbitals and only dominant on the valence bands
from -5 to -2 eV, as shown in Fig. 2 (a). Meanwhile, the
bands below -6 eV are disentangled with the above. Thus,
we fit a eleven-band TBM by Wannier90 package [37] first,
which reproduce the bands around the Fermi level [red lines
in Fig. 2 (b)]. Then, to simplify the problem, we treat the
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FIG. 1. The bulk (a) and monolayer structure (b) of 5-Bi;Pd. The
purple balls are Bi atoms, and navy blue balls are Pd atoms. (c) The
top view of monolayer 3-Bi,Pd.
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FIG. 2. The band structure of monolayer 3-Bi,Pd without (a) (b) and
with (c) SOC. The contribution of p; and py,, orbitals of Bi atoms are
signed by red and green balls. The red lines represent the fitting
eleven bands drawn according to wannier90. The green lines repre-
sent downfolding six bands.

influence of Pd atoms as the perturbation and get a six-band
TBM upto the fourth-nearest-neighbor hopping by downfold-
ing technique [38-40] (see SI). Since the existence of inver-
sion symmetry, it is natural to set up bonding and anti-bonding
states with definite parity [41] for Bi atoms as follow:

|Bi)::y,z> = %(|Bil;x7y,z> + ‘BiZ;X,y,z»v ()

where the superscript represents the parity. Eventually, we
get a block diagonal six-band TBM (shown in SI). The fitting
parameters are shown in Table S1. One can see that the contri-
bution of Pd atoms does not introduce any additional hopping
terms. In other words, in our case, we could equivalently only
take Bi atoms into account to construct TBM and ignore the
influence from the ineffective Pd atoms. One of the main rea-
sons is that Bi and Pd atoms have the same site symmetry
(4mm).

Spin-orbital Coupling Owing to the heavy halogen family
Bi, we consider the SOC effect in our model. Since potential
field is the largest near the atomic nuclei, SOC is normally
accurately approximated by a local atomic contribution of the
form
dv (rixp;)-S

Hsoc = — L= 2)L; - S, 2
50C ™ ar 2r(mc)? @

where A = 0.578 eV and denotes the strength of SOC, L; and
S; are orbital and spin angular momentum on site 7 of electron,

respectively. Since the coincidence of TR and inversion sym-
metry, the Kramer degeneracy ensures the double degeneracy
of each band. Therefore, it is no accident that SOC is nothing
but splits the DP at the M point and causes a full band gap
as shown in Fig. 2(c). Here, we ignore the SOC effect of Pd
atoms which is much smaller than Bi (Apg = 0.087 eV). The
in-plane SOC effect (Rashba SOC) coupling bands between
bonding and anti-bonding states is excluded from considera-
tion as well. Experimentally, it could be tunable by the electric
field along z direction. So, we get the full Hamiltonian with
SOC (see SI). In the case, the Hamiltonian is still block di-
agonal, which means that the spin z component is not mixed
and hence is still a good quantum number. Next, we focus on
Hjy, that we are interested and won’t go into details about Hy»
since Hy; is independence of Hyy.

High-Order Dirac Point Without SOC, there is a distinct
DP [42144] at the M point which is protected by Cy4 rotation
symmetry and is robust against any perturbations unless de-
stroying the crystal symmetry. To illustrate the topological
properties of the DP, we drop off the p, orbital and reduce
the TBM Hy; into the 2x2 continuum model around the M
point using perturbation theory, since the p, orbital is far away
from the other two orbitals [45]]. In this case, the kernel of the
Hamiltonian is still grasped from such virtual process in which
a electron jumps from the p, , to the p_ orbital and then back
to p, ,, orbitals. Thus, the continuum Hamiltonian expanding
at the M point reads (keep to the lowest terms of k)

m; —nmp
Hy = makokyos + Aoy + === (K ~ K)oz, (3)
where o is the Pauli matrix on the orbital space. Next, we de-
fine a 2D planar vector d (see SI), which has a vortex structure
at the DP (A = 0) from Fig. S2. This vortex is described by
the winding number

dk de _dy, dy_d,
v=f o (Evm-ava) @
which is 2 in our present case. Thus, the DP is a high-order
DP with quadratic dispersions [46| 47]. One can find more
details about the continuum model in SI.

Topological phase transition By adiabatic continuity, as
long as the Hamiltonian is gapped, it remains in the same
topological phase (TP) unless it encounters gapless points
which are TP transition points (TPTPs). The DP we men-
tioned before is exactly the TPTP connecting two different
TPs. In fact, with the change of A, the conduction and valence
bands also close at another critical point I' [Fig. S1 (b)] when
Ao = 6.39 eV. Then we can write down the continuum model
at the I" right now (upto the leading order)

Hr = v900 — 71kyox + y1keoy + 120, )]

Next, we show different topological phases as A goes from
large to small [7]. First of all, when X is extremely large upto
infinity (400), the Hamiltonian is toplogically equaivalent to
the atomic limit, due to the flat and k-independent band struc-
tures. However, things start to change when we go through the
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FIG. 3. The projected band structures along [01] direction with (solid
lines) and without (dashed lines) SOC. TESs are marked with red
lines.

first critical point I'. The difference of SCN between A > X
and 0 < A < g is -1, so SCN of the phase is nontrivial and
given by C; = -1. If we decrease A to zero, we reach another
critical point M. The change of SCN is 2, thus the new phase
has a nontrivial SCN C; = 1. Finally, the Hamiltonian is back
to the trivial state when A < —)\¢ which is the same as the
case A > MAo. SCN is calculated by integral Berry curvature
F(k) = iVu(k) x Vu(k) over the whole BZ as follow [48] 49]
C, = RS d*kF (k) (6)
27 ’
where u(k) is the wavefunction. Around the TPTPs I" and M,
SCN is given by C; = $sgn(n) and C; = sgn[Ams3(m; —my)],
respectively, where n = £ 1. Meanwhile, the existence of
inversion symmetry helps us to describe the nontrivial TP by
Z, index via parity method [50, |51] as shown in Table S2.
There is a distinct band inversion along I'-X line that results
in nontrivial Z, = 1.

Topological Edge State  Besides SCN, another remarkable
feature of a nontrivial topological phase is toplogical bound-
ary state. Considering an infinite nanoribbon of monolayer
(B-BiyPd where y direction is limited (Fig. 1), in the case, the
momentum component ky, is not a good quantum number yet.
In Fig. 3, we plot the projected edge band structure of nontriv-
ial TP for Hg;. Excluding SOC, we can see a TES connects
two projected DPs as in graphene model [52]]. Once turning on
SOC, the band structure in bulk will be divided and then forms
a full band gap. However, the TESs close the band gap at the
T point (solid red lines). The TESs corresponding to quantum
spin Hall state [52} 53] that two electrons with opposite spin
travel toward adverse directions at the boundary since the sys-
tem preserves the TR symmetry. To show the validity of our
model further, in Fig. S3, we show the Bi terminated TESs
calculated by WannierTools package [54] as a control, whose
main physical features are captured in our effective six-band
model.

Pairing Symmetry and Majorana Zero Mode Below the
superconducting transition temperature (STT) 7, = 1.95 K
[36], Cooper pairs are formed from two electrons occupying
orbitals of \Bixi_y>. According to U-V model [9] 20], we clas-
sify all possiblre on-site and nearest neighbor superconduct-

TABLE I. Classification of all on-site and nearest neighbor pairing
potentials according to the representations of Dy, point group.

Form factors Representation Matrix form  Spin

A14/B1g,cos(kx) £ cos(ky) Aig,Aai 0050 Singlet
AlgAaZ TyS; Triplet
Big, A3 0,50 Singlet
Bzg,Aa4 xS0 Singlet

Egi(AaS,Aaﬁ) (UySXsO'ySy) Triplet
E..[sin(kx), sin(ky)] E, (00sx,008y) Triplet
Eq (0:5x,0:3y) Triplet

ing pairing potentials A,;(k) = Aqf,, (kK)T'; under the con-
straint of point group Dy, in Table I, where U and V are in-
traorbital and interorbital interactions, respectively, « is pair-
ing symmetry index, f,, (k) is pairing form factor, and T'; is
the i matrix form of irreducible representation of pairing po-
tentials. For p-wave superconducting states, we consider the
states with TR and C4 rotation symmetry. Thus, only two odd-
parity pairings survive: Ay (k) = sink,ops, + sin kyops, and
Ap (k) = sink,o.s, — sinkyo,s, (note that these components
sin(ky/ky)og.8x % sin(k, /kc)og,.s, are equivalent). Both of
them are belong to the representation Aq,,. On the Nambu ba-
sis {Cltm’ CL,T’ C]];y,T’ Cl];z,,L’ C]tx,i’ C]];y,y Cokzls Cokrls
C_ky1» —C_kzts —C_kets —C_ky 1}, the Bogoliubov-de
Gennes (BdG) Hamiltonian for Hg, is given by

Hg (k) Ay

Haior Ali —syHg, (—k)sy @
In Figs. S4-S7, we show the superconducting band structures
for different pairing potentials. For s-wave pairing without
SOC, the spin-singlet pairing A, gives a full superconduct-
ing gap. Nevertheless, when monolayer 3-Bi,Pd enters Ay,
phase, it becomes a nodal loop superconductor where the loop
surrounds the M point which is the same as Ags (A5 is equiv-
alent to Ag). For Az (Agy) pairing, the DP appears on the M-
I' (X-M) line. Once turning on SOC, pairings Ay, will open a
superconducting band gap. If SOC strength is larger than the
gap function strength || > |Aq|, Ag/4/5 Will be gapped as
well. For s*-wave, it is the same as s-wave. However, for d-
wave pairing, due to the form factor of f,;(k) = cos k, —cos ky,
there are always DPs along M-I line for all channels without
SOC. With SOC, if | )| is larger enough, the superconducting
gaps will appear. For p-wave, A, give s a superconducting
band gap but A, has a Dirac point along M-I" line without
SOC. With SOC, these two pairings are gapped.

The continuum model at the M point is illustrative of issues.
Here, we take pairing potential Ay, as an example. The super-
conducting eigenvalue is given in SI. One can see when A is
zero, a Fermi loop around the M point is obtained by solving
such k-equation [1572) (2 — k)P + (mskiky)? = A3, The
diagrammatic sketch is shown in Fig. S8 (a) in which the loop
is actually a rounded square. More details of other pairings
are shown in SL.

Next to determine the possible superconducting pairings,
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FIG. 4. The Majorana Zero modes for different pairing potentials
(@) Aai, (b) Ap, (¢) Api, (d) Apo. Here, we set A = 0.578 eV and
Ao = 0.3 eV as examples.

we evaluate the linearized gap equations in each pairing po-
tential (see SI). In the strong SOC limit (A = ), the possi-
ble channel in s-wave pairing is A;, which gives the STT by

.
kgT. = 22 wp exp

- . Here, p is the chemical po-

tential, wp is the Debye frequency, v ~ 0.5772 is the Euler
constant and g(0) is the density of states at the Fermi level.
The effective interaction Ve = U + Vf;—z ~ U+ V. For
non-on-site pairing, rather than performing an accurate cal-
culation of STT [55H57]], we qualitative evaluate the relative
relation of STT in each channel. The possible pairings for s*-
wave and d-wave are the same as s-wave. For p-wave pairing,
Api has a vanishing STT and the possible superconducting
ground state is Ap,. In Fig. 4, we show TESs for these pos-
sible superconducting pairings in which A4/, has nontrivial
MZM. It is proved that two copies of the chiral spinless p-
wave superconductor is a intrinsic TR invariant TSC [8]. As
shown in Fig. S9, even if SOC is excluding, MZM still sur-
vives in pairing A,;. In view of the experimental observation
of the spin-triplet p-wave superconducting pairing [33]], A,»
is considered to be a strong pairing candidate in monolayer
(5-BiyPd. In the case, the BAG Hamiltonian commutes with
z component of spin [Hgscr,S;] = 0, which implies that the
Hamiltonian can be brought into block-diagonal form. While
these two blocks are related by TR, each block is TR breaking
[58]. As a consequence, each block Hamiltonian belongs to
symmetry class D and the corresponding topological invariant
is Z in 2D according to ten symmetry classes of topological
systems [S9].

Conclusion and Discussion In summary, we have pre-
sented a systematic study on topological and superconduct-
ing properties of monolayer 8-Bi,Pd. First, we show that

the effect of Pd atoms is inessential to the interested physics.
The effective TBM constructed from Bi atoms can capture
the main physics. Second, the previous scheme shows that
Rashba SOC with Zeeman field is a possible way to realize
topological superconductivity [60, [61]. Based on our model,
however, we find that the non-Rashba SOC effect also plays
a key role for realizing and tuning various exotic topological
phenomena, such as high-order DP, quantum spin Hall state,
Dirac superconducting state, nodal loop superconducting state
and topological superconducting state. Finally, our results
show that monolayer 3-Bi,Pd is a strong 2D TSC candidate of
symmetry class D in the spin-triplet p-wave superconducting
pairing channel. We hope this work could provide inspiration
and guidance for further experimental and theoretical works
in monolayer 3-Bi,Pd.
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