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Abstract

The study of topological magnetic excitations have attracted widespread attention in the past few years.

The wide variety of ground state phases realized in different two-dimensional magnets have emerged

as versatile platforms for realizing magnetic analogues of topological phases uncovered in electronic

systems over the past two decades. Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya(DM) interactions, that are ubiquitous in

many quantum magnets, and has been demonstrated to induce a non-trivial topology in the magnetic

excitations in many quantum magnets. In particular, signatures of DM-interaction induced topological

features observed in the dispersion of magnetic excitations in the geometrically frustrated Shastry-

Sutherland compound SrCu2(BO3)2 and honeycomb ferromagnet CrI3 have provided the motivation

behind the bulk of the research presented in this thesis. In the first chapter we introduce the background

and motivation of our study. We showed that the vastly available materials with a possibility of non-

zero symmetry allowed DM-interaction motivate us to study the minimal models of interacting spins

related to the materials.

In the second chapter we have described the methods that is used to study the spin systems. To

describe the spin excitations in the long-range ordered system and dimerized system, we use Holstein-

Primakoff transformation and bond-operator formalism respectively. The Schwinger Boson mean field

theory is applicable for any generic magnetic ground state and useful to study the system at high

temperatures compared with Holstein-Primakoff transformation. After transforming the Hamiltonian

into a quadratic bosonic Hamiltonian, it is diagonalized by using Bogoliubov-Valatin transformation.

Different observables like Berry-curvature, Chern-number, Dynamical Spin structure factor etc. are cal-
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culated by using the single particle wave-function obtained from Bogoliubov-Valatin transformation.

A non-zero Berry curvature is a signature of topologically protected edge states in a stripe geometry of

a lattice and a systematic way of calculating edge states is also explained in the second chapter. More-

over in the second chapter the usefulness of symmetry in obtaining band degeneracies and the allowed

spin-spin interaction terms are also described.

The past theoretical studies show the presence of topological magnons in honeycomb ferromagnetic

models due to presence of DM-interaction on a next-nearest neighbour bonds. Recently this kind of

DM-interaction is detected in the honeycomb ferromagnet CrI3. This type of DM-interaction induces

chiral edge states of magnon in the system and so we named it as chiral DM-interaction. In the third

chapter we show that breaking of inversion symmetry at the center of honeycomb structure gives rise

to a extra DM-interaction which we named as anti-chiral DM-interaction. We studied the system by

using Schwinger Boson mean field theory and Holstein-Primakoff transformation and show that when

the antichiral DM-interaction dominates over the chiral DM-interaction, the direction of velocity of the

edge states become in the same direction (antichiral edge states). Due to conservation of total number

of spins in the system a bulk current flows in the opposite direction relative to the antichiral edge

current. In this study we suggested the way to break the inversion symmetries in the materials CrSrTe3,

CrGrTe3, AFe2(PO4)2 (A=Ba, Cs, K, La) to achieve antichiral DM-interaction. The presence of antichiral

edge states can be detected by using inelastic neutron scattering by detecting the band tilting at K and

K ′ points of magnon bands. Moreover we showed that spin noise spectroscopy at the edges is useful

measurements to detect the presence of antichiral edge modes. Magnetic force microscopy is also a

promising tool to detect the antichiral magnons at edges.

The underlying spin-Hamiltonian of the antiferromagnetic systems in the materials like rare-earth

tetraborides(RB4, R=Er,Tm) and U2Pd2In can be described by using extended Shastry-Sutherland mod-

els. In previous theoretical studies it is shown that there is a non-collinear spin-state known as flux

state exists in the Shastry-Sutherland model in presence of out of plane DM-interaction. Although the

presence of perpendicular component of DM-interactions in the rare-earth materials are not known,

it can be induced artificially by using circularly polarized light or using heavy-metal alloys. In the

fourth chapter, we studied the magnetic excitations in the flux state on Shastry-Sutherland lattice in-
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corporating realistic in-plane DM-interactions (using the DM-interactions present in the low symmetry

crystal structure of SrCu2(BO3)4) by using Holstein-Primakoff transformation and showed the pres-

ence of topological magnon bands with non zero Chern-numbers in the system. We found a variety

of band topological transitions and showed that each band-topological transition is associated with

the logarithmic divergence in the derivative of the thermal Hall conductance. We derived a analytical

expression for the temperature dependence of the derivative of thermal Hall conductivity near band

topological transition point for a generic spin model. This is useful to extrapolate the energy of band

touching point during the band topological phase transition by using thermal Hall effect experiment.

In the fifth chapter the spin systems related to Shatry-Sutherland lattice is described. There are

three possible phases in Shastry-Sutherland model and those are (i) dimer-phase, (ii) plaquette order

phase and (iii) Nèel phase. The dimer-phase material SrCu2(BO3)4 possesses two crystal symmetries;

one is low symmetry phase (at low temperature) in which case both the in plane and out of plane

DM-interactions are allowed; another is high symmetry phase (at high temperature) in which only the

out of plane DM-interaction is allowed. We use bond operator formalism to show the existence of

Weyl-triplons in low crystal symmetry structures of Shastry-Sutherland lattice. We predict that the low

symmetry phase of SrCu2(BO3)4 at low temperature should contain Weyl-triplons in presence of any

finite interlayer perpendicular DM-interactions and at low temperature the Weyl-triplon phenomenon

is not altered in presence interlayer in-plane DM-interaction and Heisenberg interaction. There are

several band topological transitions happen by changing the external magnetic field and interlayer DM-

interaction (which might be varied by applying a pressure). The topological nature of Weyl triplons are

confirmed by the presence of the non-zero Berry-curvature and monopole charge of Weyl-point in the

bulk system. Again topological non-triviality is further confirmed by showing that at the surface of

the material the Weyl-points are connected by Fermi-arc like surface states which is possible to detect

by neutron scattering. Using Kubo-formula of thermal conductivity it is shown that the thermal Hall

conductivity of the triplons has a quasi-linear dependence as a function of magnetic field in the Weyl-

triplon region and this functional feature is absent in topologically trivial or non-trivial gapped triplon

bands.
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Chapter 1
Introduction

1.1 Background and Motivations

Condensed Matter physics is the branch of physics devoted to understanding the emergence of macro-

scopic properties of matter from (local) microscopic interactions between constituent particles and their

arrangement. These can be molecules, atoms, electrons or quasi-particles such as phonons or magnons.

On the theoretical front, this involves constructing microscopic Hamiltonians and solving for the emer-

gent properties using exact or (more often) approximate analytica methods, and numerical simulations.

On the experimental front, this involves measuring definitive physical properties and interpreting them

in terms of microscopic modeling. Although the fundamental building block that make up all materials

are atoms, different arrangements of the atoms in different materials give rise to different properties,

this is known as principle of emergence. Landau [2] discovered that the key to understand different

phases of the materials are related to different symmetries of the system and phase transitions are as-

sociated with change in symmetry of that system. Later Ginzburg and Landau [3] developed a general

theory for phase transition based on the idea of order parameter which transforms non-trivially un-

der phase transition or change in the symmetry. In last three decades a different picture has emerges

following the discovery of integer quantum Hall effect which was experimentally detected in two-

dimensional electron gas in MOSFET at low temperature and at high magnetic field [4], just after theo-

retical prediction of this novel phenomenon in two-dimensional material [5]. The phase transitions of
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different plateaus observed in the integer quantum Hall effect can not be described in the framework

of Landau’s symmetry breaking theory, because in different plateau neither the symmetry of the ma-

terial changes nor any local order-parameter of the system alters. Following the work of Laughlin, we

know that the integer quantum Hall states arise due to the presence of the edge states present at the

boundary of the system. These edge states emerges due to non-trivial topology of the bulk wave func-

tion of the system which is quantified by using Chern or Thouless– Kohmoto–Nightingale–den Nijs

number [6, 7]. This topological invariant can only be changed by closing bulk energy gap of the system

and that is why the bulk of the integer Hall quantum system become conducting during the transitions

between two plateau regions. It was long thought that topological states are rare and it is only possible

under extreme conditions. However, with the advent of spin-orbit induced topological insulators, it

became clear that topological quantum states are more abundant than previously thought. Haldane’s

paradigmatic model [8] showed the possibility of topological bands with non-zero Chern-numbers in

the band-structure for a tight binding model of spinless particles on a honeycomb lattice with complex

next-nearest-neighbor hopping. Later Kane and Mele [9] illustrated that the complex hopping term

naturally emerges from spin-orbit interactions in the electron system and at the same time it was real-

ized experimentally in the materials HgTe/CdTe semiconductor quantum wells [10, 11], in InAs/GaSb

heterojunctions sandwiched by AlSb [12, 13], in BiSb alloys [14], in Bi2Se3 [15, 16], and in many other

systems [17, 18]. Unlike Haldane’s model, the spin orbit induced topological electronic band systems

are protected by timer-reversal symmetry i.e. in the absence of time-reversal symmetry, it is possible

to adiabatically transform the spin-orbit-induced topological insulators into a topologically trivial state

without closing the bulk gap. The topological invariant that correspond to these time-reversal symme-

try protected topological state is Z2-invariant and the boundary of the system manifests gap-less Helical

edge modes which consists pair of counter propagating electronic states. The experimental manifesta-

tion of these Helical edge modes is the novel quantum spin Hall effect. In case of three dimensional

materials, topological nodal semimetals are gapless systems which exhibits band topology even when

the bulk band gap closes at certain points in the Brillouin zone. Dirac-semimetals (Na3Bi [19]), Weyl-

semimetals (TaAs [20, 21]), nodal-line semimetals [22, 23, 24] are the examples of gapless topological

semimetals.
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Band topological systems such as those mentioned above can be realized within a free electron

system without any electron-electron interaction, where spin orbit coupling plays an important role

to induce topology. Interactions also play an important role to generate a avenue of new kinds of

topological states, like fractional topological insulators [25, 26, 27, 28], interaction induced topological

insulators [29, 30, 31, 32], quantum spin-liquids [33, 34, 35], Haldane spin-1 chain [36, 37, 38] and so on.

A promising place to look for the interplay between interaction and spin-orbit interaction induced

topological states is to study the physics of widely available magnetic ground states in different lattices.

In these systems, the electron’s charge degrees of freedom are frozen due to large on-site and neighbour-

ing site electron-electron interactions, but spin degrees of freedom of electrons remain due to the quan-

tum fluctuations present in the system. These separated spin-degrees of freedoms are represented as

bosonic quasi-particles known as spinon. At low temperature specific flavour of spinons Bose-Einstein

condensate to form the magnetic ground state of the system and remaining spinon flavours constitute

magnetic excitations above the magnetic ground state, which are known as spin-waves or magnons. In

magnetic systems the spin-orbit coupling shows up in the form of Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya Interaction

(DMI) and anisotropic interactions [39, 40]. Presence of the DMI introduces non-trivial topology in the

magnon bands. The charge neutral magnons carry information in the form of magnetic moment and

being a charge neutral particle magnons do not respond to an external electric field and consequently,

do not exhibit conventional Hall effect. However a temperature gradient across the topological magnon

material induces transverse thermal magnon Hall conductivity. Thus the study of toplogical magnons

is very important in the emerging field of magnon based spintronic devices. Transport of magnons

does not produce any Joule heating effect in the device because of its’ charge neutral nature. So the

magnon based spintronic devices are very attractive with regard to low waste energy production and

power consumption. For their successful engineering, it is necessary to understand the fundamental

transport properties of magnons.

All of the particles electrons, phonons and magnons can cause a non-zero thermal Hall effect. The

magnon induced Thermal Hall effect was first proposed by Katsura et al. [41] in presence of interac-

tion due to spin-chirality (order of t3

U2 , where t is the hopping amplitude and U is the onsite repul-

sion in Hubbard model) in the Kagome lattice. Later on Onose et al. [42] first discovered the DMI
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induced magnon thermal Hall effect of the insulator Lu2V2O7, which is basically a pyrochlore lattice

made of ferromagnetically ordered spins on vanadium atoms below the Curie temperature TC = 70K.

Afterwards, several pyrochlore materials Ho2V2O7, In2Mn2O7 [43] are observed to exhibit the ther-

mal magnon Hall effect phenomenon below Curie temperature. The two-dimensional projection of

a pyrochlore lattice along (111)-plane forms the geometrically frustrated kagome lattice. However

topological magnon bands in collinear ground-states in a Kagome lattice have also been discovered

in the material Cu(1-3,bdc) [44, 45]. Generally the Curie-temperatures of most of the magnetic mate-

rials are lower than room-temperature and even at higher temperature (less than Curie-temperature)

the width of the magnon bands broden and possibly a topological phase transition can occur due to

band-gap closing. So, it was thought previously that topological magnon Hall effect is only possible

at low temperatures, until recently the discovery of topological magnon Hall-effect in Kagome ferro-

magnet YMn6Sn6 at room temperature [46]. Kagome lattice with antiferromagnetic nearest neighbour

Heisenberg interaction is a frustrated magnetic system and frustration of magnetic lattices is a key in-

gredient to generate non-coplanar magnetic ground states (e.g. 120o antiferromagnetic order with a out

of plane magnetic field). The non-coplanar magnetic structure produces non-zero scalar spin chirality

which acts as a source of Berry-phase for magnons [47, 48]. Scalar spin chirality induced topological

magnon bands are theoretically shown to be present in the 120o-antiferromagnetic order of the frus-

trated kagome [49], honeycomb [50] and triangular lattices [50, 51]. It is also fascinating that several

magnon-band-topological transitions occur in a non-coplanar magnetically ordered system because

change in parameters are responsible for change in the scalar spin chirality resulting in a different

Berry-phase of the magnons [51]. Furthermore Lu et al. [52] demonstrate that even in absence of scalar

spin chirality in the antiferromagnetic systems, the topological Berry-phase of magnons can be gen-

erated via quantum fluctuations of scalar spin-chirality. Other studied frustrated lattice systems for

topological magnon system are frustrated star-lattice [53] and Shastry Sutherland (SS)-lattice [54] with

ferromagnetic ground state.

In chapter Ch. 4, we discuss the toplogical magnon band system in a non-coplanar magnetic ground

state on the frustrated SS-lattice (see Fig. 1.1(a)). The rare-earth tetraborides are the material realization

for frustrated SS-lattices because the antiferromagnetic Heisenberg-interactions on the dimer and axial
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Figure 1.1: (a) The Shastry-Sutherland lattice with on-dimer Heisenberg interaction J and inter-dimer

Heisenberg interaction J ′, (b) The flux state in presence of out of plane DMI on inter-dimer bonds,

where the blue arrows denote the direction of the spins on the lattice. (c) The SS-lattice crystal structure

such that the in-plane DMIs are allowed, (d) The canted flux state in presence of in-plane DMI, where

the dotted circle and crossed circle represent out of the plane and into the plane components of the

spins.

bonds are nearly equal (J ≈ J ′) [55, 56, 57]. Shahzad et al. [58] show that for a classical spin systems

in RB4, crystal-symmetry allowed perpendicular DMI on the axial bond gives rise to coplanar flux

state (see Fig. 1.1(b)). If the crystal structure is such that the dimer bonds are out of plane as shown

in the dimer-bonds are out of plane as shown in the figure Fig. 1.1(c), then in plane DM-interactions

are symmetry allowed. In presence any in-plane DMI, the co-planar flux state become a non-coplanar

canted-flux state (see Fig. 1.1(d)) and in presence of magnetic field the magnon bands in this state be-

come topologically non-trivial. The topology of the magnon bands in the system is due to the interplay

among DMI, scalar-spin chirality and quantum fluctuation of scalar spin chirality. This results in a

wealth of band topological transitions with varying parameter which gives us the opportunity to study

the behaviour of thermal Hall conductivity at band topological transition point. It was already known

that the derivative thermal Hall conductivity shows a logarithmic divergence at the band topological

transition Dirac-point [51], but here we found that the logarithmic divergence is quite universal inde-

pendent of the type of band touching point. Finally we derived a simple algebraic equation for Thermal

Hall conductivity as a function of temperature, which is applicable for any generic spin model and ex-

perimentally useful for determining the band-touching point during band topological transition.
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On the other hand honeycomb lattice is an important lattice that supports Dirac electrons and gained

much attention after the discovery of graphene by using mechanical exfoliation [59]. The magnon ver-

sion of Dirac-semimetal can also be realized in the honeycomb ferromagnets [60, 61]. Similar to the

electronic Dirac-point, the magnon Dirac-point in these systems are robust against magnon-magnon in-

teractions [62]. The Dirac-magnon is possible to gap out by breaking the inversion symmetry resulting

in a next-nearest neighbour DMI and the low temperature tight binding model of magnons transform

into Haldane model [63] where the complex next nearest neighbour originates from DMI. The gapped

magnon bands are topologically non-trivial and thermal magnon Hall effect can be realized in this

model [64]. Experimentally the honeycomb ferromagnet CoTiO3 [65] is detected to have Dirac magnon

point, whereas the honeycomb ferromagnet CrI3 [66] is discovered to be an topological magnon mate-

rial due to presence of DMI. The DMI induced thermal magnon Hall effect is also theoretically shown to

be present in the antiferromagnetic Néel [67], zigzag and stripe phases [68] in honeycomb lattice. It has

been shown that a bilayer honeycomb lattice with antiferromagnetic inter-layer Heisenberg interaction

realizes both thermal magnon Hall effect and magnon spin Nernst effect [69]. The spin Nernst effect

is also possible in two dimensional honeycomb ferromagnet at higher temperature when the system

is theoretically described in terms of spinons. At higher temperature The two dimensional honey-

comb ferromagnetic system transforms into paramagnet with short range correlations and the spinons

with up and down magnetic moment hop around the lattice making the spinon tight binding model

equivalent to Kane-Mele model in presence of second nearest neighbour DMI [70]. Thus honeycomb

ferromagnet is a very fascinating system where both Haldane model in terms of magnons and Kane-

Mele model in terms of spinons can be realized [70]. Similarly, in paramagnetic regime spinon induced

spin Nernst effect can also be observed in Néel ordered honeycomb antiferromagnet [71].

Recently Colomés et al. [72] theoretically study the presence of anti-chiral edge states in the fermionic

modified Haldane model. In the Haldane model the chiral edge states propagate in the opposite direc-

tions at the opposite edges, whereas in modified Haldane model the two edge states propagate in the

same direction. The realization of these topological edge states in electron system is very unrealistic.

So, is it possible to realize the antichiral edge states in a realistic spin systems? If it is possible how to

engineer the material and how to detect it experimentally?
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In chapter Ch. 3 we answered the questions. We showed that breaking of inversion symmetry at

the center of the hexagonal plateau in honeycomb ferromagnet give rise to two different kinds of DMI,

chiral and anti-chiral DMI. The chiral DMI and anti-chiral DMI terms are the source of complex hop-

ping terms in Haldane and modified-Haldane model in the magnon or spinon picture respectively.

We showed how to engineering the materials CrSrTe3, CrGeTe3 and AFe2(PO4)2 (A=Ba, Cs, K, La) to

achieve anti-chiral DMI in the system. Moreover we proposed that inelastic neutron scattering, mag-

netic force microscopy and spin Hall noise spectroscopy are the promising experimental techniques by

which the anti-chiral edge states can be detected.

In two dimension, the topological band structures are always gapped, whereas in three dimen-

sion the underlying topological band-structure have more variations and topological bands might be

degenerate forming 0D Weyl-point, 1D nodal-line or 2D nodal-surface. These different dimensional

degeneracies carry a topological charge and they are topologically protected. Moreover the topolog-

ical nodal systems might also be protected by non-spatial or spatial symmetries. Due to bulk-edge

correspondence, the topological surface state is also associated with the topological nodal systems.

The magnonic analogue of the topological nodal systems has recently attracted heightened attention.

The Weyl magnons are theoretically shown to be present in pyrochlore ferromagnet [73], breathing

pyrochlore anti-ferromagnet [74] as well as in pyrochlore all-in-all-out ordering [75]. Pyrochlore fer-

romagnets are also proposed to be host of nodal line magnons [76]. Weyl magnons also theoretically

proposed to be present in the stacked kagome antiferromagnets [77]. The presence of both Weyl and

nodal line magnons are theoretically shown in the pyrochlore iridates [78], 3D honeycomb lattice [79]

and 3D kitaev magnets (non-symmorphic symmetry protected) [80]. Moreover the PT -symmetry pro-

tected magnon nodal-line and loop was proposed to be present in material Cu3TeO6 [81], which was

experimentally probed to be exist in this material later [82, 83]. Weyl magnons are also detected exper-

imentally in the multiferroic ferrimagnet Cu2OSeO3 [84].

In the past studies, the Weyl-magnetic excitations were realized for a long-range ordered ferro-

magnetic or antiferromagnetic ground states. There have been theoretical and experimental studies of

topological magnetic excitations in one-dimensional [85, 86] and two-dimensional [1, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91]

dimerized quantum magnets. However the topological Weyl-point in the magnetic excitations for a
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ground state as dimerized quantum magnets has not been shown to be exist. In chapter 5 for the first-

time, we proposed the presence of Weyl-triplons in stacked dimerized Shastry-Sutherland material

SrCu2(BO3)4. We showed that a interlayer perpendicular-DMI transforms the Dirac-nodal line material

into magnonic version of Weyl-semimetal. Moreover, neither inter-layer Heisenberg interaction nor in-

terlayer in-plane-DMI has any effect in low temperature physics of this material. Furthermore we study

the canonical model in a extended parameter region by varying the interlayer perpendicular-DMI and

out-of-plane magnetic field. We found a rich topological phase diagram which contains regions with

multiple Weyl-points as well gapped topological triplon bands. Furthermore, we calculated the ther-

mal Hall conductivity and show the thermal Hall conductivity is quasilinear as a function of magnetic

field in presence of Weyl-triplon.

1.2 Outline

The chapters and their contents are arranged in the following manner.

Model, Methods and Physical Observables The chapter Ch. 2 is organized in a way that first generic

spin models of a quantum magnets are discussed; then the methods to study the spins and spin-

excitations are illustrated; next the analytic and computational methods to calculate physical observ-

ables and their physical significances are discussed in a broader sense; finally the influence of symme-

try and breaking of symmetry in the quantum magnet and its’ excitations are discussed. The chap-

ter does not only describe the method of calculations, but also provides the physical significance and

relations of physical observables and methods in contexts of physics in a broader sense. Firstly spin-

exchange-Hamiltonians and their physical origins are explained in section Sec. 2.1. Next we discuss the

methods of transformations Holstein-Primakoff transformation, bond-operator formalism, Schwinger

Boson mean field theory (SBMFT) which transforms spin Hamiltonian to another bosonic Hamiltonian

to study the spin and spin-excitation physics of the system in the section Sec. 2.3. Then, the methods

of diagonalization of a quadratic Hamiltonian is discussed in absence and in presence of pair-creation-

annihilation terms in the section 2.3. In presence of pair-creation-annihilation terms Bogoliubov-Valatin

transformation is explained in section Sec. 2.3.2 and in absence of the pair-creation-annihilation terms
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the procedure of diagonalization become simpler and discussed in section Sec. 2.3.1. We maintain the

similarities of both the sections for diagonalization in terms of physical origin behind the formulations.

Next, the way of calculations of the physical observables Berry-curvature, Chern-number, edge-states,

velocity of edge-states, Thermal Hall conductance, spin-Nernst effect and dynamical-structure factor

are discussed in section Sec. 2.4. The presence of non-zero Berry curvature or Chern number in the

magnetic excitations is the reason behind all the non-trivial phenomena like Hall-effect, spin-Nernst ef-

fect, edge state etc. So in the section Sec. 2.4.1 we illustrate that in any systems with non-trivial topology

is associated with fibre-bundle geometry (in case of condensed matter, k-space is the base space and

eigenstates are fibres) of the parameter space and Berry-phase is the holonomy of non-trivial fibre bun-

dle. Finally in the section Sec. 2.5, the importance of symmetry in band degeneracy and determination

DMI in magnetic system is explained.

Engineering antichiral edgestates in ferromagnetic honeycomb lattices Chapter Ch. 3 shows the

presence of antichiral edge states in a honeycomb ferromagnet. In the introduction section Sec. 3.1 the

past-studies and importance for antichiral edge states have been discussed. The model section Sec. 3.2

introduces the definitions of chiral and anti-chiral DMI for a honeycomb ferromagnet along with the

nearest neighbour Heisenberg exchange interaction. In the next-section Sec. 3.3 the calculations of the

system in spinon-picture as well as in magnon-picture are shown. In spinon-picture the spin operators

are transformed into Schwinger bosons and in comparison with Holstein-Primakoff transformation the

Schwinger boson formalism is valid at higher temperature. Using spinon picture (in section Sec. 3.3.1)

we showed that interplay between chiral and anti-chiral DMI changes chiral edge magnetic edge states

into anti-chiral and vice-versa. The edge state phenomenon should exists for a temperature range

kBT ≤ J . In section Sec. 3.3.2, we showed that the magnon picture correctly overlaps with the spinon

picture at low temperature. The spin-Nernst effect is not effected by the anti-chiral DMI as shown

in section 3.3.1 and so we proposed some experimental techniques to detect antichiral edge states in

section Sec. 3.3.3. We propose magnetic force microscopy as well as inelastic neutron scattering exper-

iments are useful to detect the antichiral edge states. Furthermore we show dynamical spin structure

factor of the two edges of honeycomb nano-ribbon is a key signature to detect antichiral edge states

and it can be measured using spin Hall noise spectroscopy. Next we propose the ideal material struc-
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tures for realization of antichiral edge states in honeycomb ferromagnet in section Sec. 3.3.4. Then, in

section Sec. 3.4 using more realistic model show that the antichiral edge phenomenon will be still valid

in presence of other realistic Hamiltonian terms. Finally the conclusion is discussed in section Sec. 3.5.

The topological magnon bands in the Flux state in Sashtry-Sutherland lattice The chapter Ch. 4 il-

lustrates the topological magnon bands in the flux state of SS-lattice. The introductory section Sec. 4.1

describes the background and motivations behind the study of the topological magnon bands in the

flux state of SS-lattice. In the next section Sec. 4.2 the model and realization of the model in a real-

istic material related to rare-earth tetraborides are explained. Moreover in that chapter the k-space

Hamiltonian in terms Holstein-Primakoff bosons is shown. Then in the section Sec. 4.3 the topological

characteristic of the magnon bands for the magnetic ground states flux-state and canted-flux state is

discussed. In the section Sec. 4.3.1, the magnon bands in the flux state is shown to topologically non-

trivial. However in-plane DMI induced canted-flux state has topologically non-trivial magnon bands

as shown in section Sec. 4.3.2. There are many possible topological phase transitions that occur in the

parameter space of the Hamiltonian and the derivative of the thermal Hall conductivity is shown to be

logarithmically divergent at the point of band-topological transition. Moreover we derived a analytical

expression for the temperature dependence of thermal Hall conductivity which is applicable to any

generic spin model and the expression might be useful in determining the energy of band-touching

during band-topological transition. At last in the section Sec. 4.4 the conclusions are discussed.

Weyl-triplons in SrCu2(BO3)2 We propose the presence of Weyl-triplons in the SrCu2(BO3)2 in the

chapter Ch. 5. The introductory section Sec. 5.1 explains the background and motivation for the re-

search. In the result section Sec. 5.2, the topological Weyl-points are shown to be present in the ma-

terial SrCu2(BO3)2. Generally, the low energy magnetic property of SrCu2(BO3)2 is well described

by using the quasi two-dimensional spin-exchange interactions, although the inter-layer interactions

are nonzero and specifically the inter-layer DMIs are symmetry allowed. Taking into account realistic

interlayer symmetric and assymetric exchange interactions along with quasi two-dimensional spin-

exchange model, we propose a new microscopic model in the section Sec. 5.2.1. The ground state of

the model is well described as a product states of dimers and the low-lying magnetic excitations are
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described in terms of triplons, as illustrated in the section Sec. 5.2.2. In section Sec. 5.2.3, we show that

the model exhibits different phase regions categorized by the numbers and the position of Weyl-points,

in the phase space of inter-layer DMI and perpendicular magnetic field. In the next section Sec. 5.2.4,

we verified the presence of Fermi-arc like surface states at the surface of the material which in turn

proves the Bulk-edge correspondence of the topological system. Moreover in the section Sec. 5.2.5, we

theoretically show that the quasilinear dependence of the thermal Hall conductance as a function of

magnetic field is a experimental signature of the Weyl-triplons in the system. Finally the conclusion of

the study is elaborated in the section Sec. 5.3.



Chapter 2
Model, Methods and Physical

Observables

2.1 Spin-Hamiltonian

In the Mott insulating phase of a material the charge degrees of freedom of electron is frozen to a local

lattice-site and the ground state of the material is magnetic and described by the electron spin. It is

well known that the magnetic ground state (e.g. ferromagnetic, antiferromagnetic etc.) of a material is

governed by the spin-spin interactions of magnetic ions. The dominant spin-spin interaction in many

magnetic materials is described by the Heisenberg Hamiltonian, which is given by,

H =
1

2

∑
i,j,i 6=j

J(i, j)Si · Sj , (2.1)

where Si and J(i, j) are the vector array of spin-operator components at site-i and Heisenberg-exchange

coupling constant between sites i and j respectively. The factor- 1
2 is multiplied to avoid double count-

ing of same bonds between i and j in the summation. There are two kinds of Heisenberg exchange

interactions, (i) Direct exchange [92, 93] and (ii) Superexchange interaction [94, 93] and they are purely

quantum mechanical. In both cases the physical origin of the exchange interactions is from Coulomb in-

teraction between the electrons and the Pauili exclusion principle. Direct exchange interaction is due to

nearest neighbour Coulomb repulsion and favours ferromagnetism. On the other hand Superexchange
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originates due to onsite Coulomb repulsion and favours antiferrmagnetism.

From observation of the mathematical structure of Eq. 2.1, we may can generalise the spin Hamilto-

nian to the following Hamiltonian (in order to include a broader range of interactions) [95],

H =
1

2

∑
i,j,i 6=j

Si ·Aij · Sj , (2.2)

where Aij is a 3 × 3-matrix and Si is a vector-array of spin-operator components. The symmetric and

anti-symmetric part of the matrix is given by,

Bij =
1

2
(Aij +Aji), Cij =

1

2
(Aij −Aji), (2.3)

where the symmetric partBij represents the Heisenberg exchange coupling and single-ion anisotropies.

The single-ion anisotropies denote that the material consist a preferred direction for the spins to be

aligned and arise from the crystal field effects in the quantum magnets. If the easy axis of the material

is along z-direction, the single ion anisotropy takes the mathematical form of K
∑
i S

2
i . Further details

of the term can be found in reference Ref. [93].

The anti-symmetric part of the matrix-Aij can be rearranged in a mathematical form as,

Si · Cij · Sj = Dij · (Si × Sj), (2.4)

where Dij is the DMI. The DMI was first proposed by the Dzyaloshinsky on the basis of symmetry of

a crystal structure [39]. Moriya showed that spin-orbit coupling in the Superexchange interaction pro-

posed by Anderson describes the microscopic origin of the DMI [40]. There is a symmetric anisotropy

tensor in Moriya’s derivation, but it can be neglected for any physical system 1 because the order of

magnitude of the term is (∆g
g )2J , where g is the gyromagnetic ratio, ∆g is the deviation of it from

the free electron value and J is the Heisenberg-exchange coupling. On the other hand the order of

magnitude of the DMI is [40],

D ∼ ∆g

g
J. (2.5)

1As an exception, the Kitaev-honeycomb magnet α-RuCl3 is proposed to have a symmetric-anisotropic tensor with order of

magnitude similar to Heisnberg-exchange interaction and Kitaev interaction. Moriya’s derivation is based on single band Hub-

bard model for electrons which results in antiferromagnetic Heisenberg interaction along with symmetric and anti-symmetric

anisotrpic spin exchange interaction. Thus the order of magnitude provided in Moriya’s work may not be suitable for all mag-

netic materials.
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So, the order of magnitude of DMI is generally small compared with the Heisenberg-interaction for

a physical system and thus in general the DMI often plays a sub-dominant role in determining the

ground state of the system. However, the DMI plays an important role to make magnetic excitations

topologically non-trivial which will be further described in the models and results of chapters Chap. 3

and Chap. 4.

The Heisenberg-exchange interaction is independent of the symmetry of crystal structure and present

in any magnetic material. But the nature DMI depends on the symmetry of the crystal and sometime

it vanishes on the bond which has a inversion center at the middle. The symmetry dependence of the

DMI is further elaborated in the section Sec. 2.5.

2.2 Spins and spin-wave quasiparticle

In an insulating quantum magnet due to quantum fluctuation the spin degrees of freedom can traverse

through the system without any movement of the charge degrees of freedom of an electron. This is very

important in spintronic applications, because Joule heating effect is absent in case of transport of only

spins and so dissipation is reduced during transportation. In this section, we describe different for-

malisms to describe the spins and spin-excitations as bosonic quasi-particles and obtain a tight binding

model of these quasi-particles in the mean field limit to investigate the properties of the spin systems

in quantum magnets. These quasi-particles carry a finite quantized magnetic moment and thus the

transportation of the quasi-particles is equivalent to the spin-transportation.

2.2.1 Holstein-Primakoff transformation

We use the standard Holstein-Primakoff (HP)-transformation to investigate the low lying magnetic

excitations above a long range magnetically ordered ground state. The HP transformations map these

quantized excitations into a system of (interacting) quasiparticles, viz., magnons that obey Bose-Einstein

statistics. The well-known HP-method transforms the spin-operators to a single species of boson oper-
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ators, as follows [96, 93],

S+
i =

√
2S

(
1− a†iai

2S

) 1
2

ai

S−i =
√

2S

(
1− a†iai

2S

) 1
2

a†i

Szi = S − a†iai, (2.6)

where a†i and ai are the creation and annihilation operators of the HP-bosons respectively and S+
i =

Sxi + iSyi , S−i = Sxi − iS
y
i . The HP-bosons are known as magnons and magnons are low energy spin

wave excitations above a magnetically ordered ground state and constitute slowly varying spin con-

figurations. The number of magnons follows a non-holonomic constraint 0 ≤ a†iai ≤ 2S. A magnon

carries a magnetic moment of value gµB , where g is the Lande g-factor, S is the spin at each site and

µB is Bohr magneton (which follows simply from the third equation of Eq. 2.6, because presence of one

magnon changes the Sz quntum number by one). Thus magnon is equivalent to a spin one particle.

The presence of square root in the expression in Eq. 2.6 makes the use of HP-method trickier to be ap-

plied and we need to make assumptions for concrete calculations. At low temperature, it is natural to

assume that number of magnons is small so that a†iai � 2S. With this assumption the terms under

square root is expanded in a series expansion and the series expansion is known as 1
S -expansion or

spin-wave expansion. The first two terms of 1
S -expansion is given as,

S+
i ≈

√
2Sai −

1

2
√

2S
niai + · · ·

S−i ≈
√

2Sa†i −
1

2
√

2S
nia
†
i + · · ·

Sz = S − a†iai, (2.7)

where ni = a†iai is number of magnons at lattice site-i. Collecting the first terms of the expansion,

S+
i ≈

√
2Sai, S−i ≈

√
2Sa†i , Sz = S − a†iai, (2.8)

this expressions are called Linear Spin Wave Theory (LSWT).

For spin-wave expansion we have approximated that the number of magnons is small i.e. a†iai �

2S, which is true at low temperature. But to make this assumption to be true there is another underlying
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Figure 2.1: The illustration of co-ordinates transformation at each spin sites before application of HP-

transformation.

assumption that is local z-axis at each lattice site is aligned along the local spin-axis. In other words

we can perform the HP-transformation in any arbitrary co-ordinate system, but the derived HP-bosons

in this transformation do not necessarily represent the magnetic excitations. One needs a co-ordinate

transformation to map the HP bosons to localised quasiparticles. The co-ordinate transformation before

HP-transformation is illustarted in the figure Fig. 2.1. There are two spins at site-1 and site-2. The

unprimed and primed co-ordinates denote the global and local co-ordinates respectively. The spin at

site-1 is aligned along the direction of the z-axis of global co-ordinate and so the local co-ordinate is

same as the global co-ordinate. On the other hand, the spin at site-2 align in the opposite direction of

the z-axis of the global co-ordinate and so the global co-ordinates are rotated 180o about the x-axis to

obtain the local co-ordinates of site-2. The transformation relation among the spin components in the

global and local co-ordinates are given by,

Sx1 = S′x1 , Sy1 = S′y1 , Sz1 = S′z1 ,

Sx2 = S′x2 , Sy2 = −S′y2 , Sz2 = −S′z2 . (2.9)

Accordingly the HP-transformation of each site is given by,

S+
1 =

√
2Sa1, S−1 =

√
2Sa†1, Sz1 = S − a†1a1,

S+
2 = −

√
2Sa†2, S−2 = −

√
2Sa2, Sz2 = −S + a†2a2. (2.10)

In case of HP-transformation the knowledge of the directions of local spin moments are necessary.

Thus the ground state of the spin-system should have a classical counterpart. In brief in the HP-method

the spins are treated as classical spins and quantum fluctuations are perturbatively added through the

spin-wave expansion. The following flowchart describes the formalism of LSWT,
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1. Determine the classical ground state of the spin system.

2. Align the z-direction of the local co-ordinate along the direction of the classical spins at each sites.

3. Perform the HP-transformation on the spin operators in local co-ordinate system.

2.2.2 Bond-operator formalism

Figure 2.2: (a) Schematic of orthogonal dimer chain. The blue thich bonds are dimer bonds. The double

dotted bonds denote weak ferromgnetic or antiferromagnetic coupling. The single dotted lines repre-

sent that the lattice is infinite. (b) The transformation of Orthogonal dimer chain to a one dimensional

lattice, where the blue-thick dimer bonds transforms into one single site.

The bond operator formalism was first introduced by Sachdev and Bhatt to describe the phase tran-

sitions between dimerized and magnetically ordered phases in antiferromagnets [97]. A dimerized state

means a product state of singlet states on a particular bonds and a singlet (Eq. 2.11) is formed due to

antiferromagnetic interaction between spin- 1
2 sites of those bonds. As an example of dimerized state

of an orthogonal dimer chain is shown in Fig. 2.2(a) [98]. The thick-blue bonds in the figure represent

that the antiferromagnetic Heisenberg interactions on those bonds are stronger compared with the fer-

romagnetic or antiferromagnetic interactions on other bonds represented by dotted double lines. Thus

singlet states exist on each bold bonds, making the system as dimerized state. The wave-function of the

singlet state is given by,

|s〉 =
1√
2

(|↑↓〉 − |↓↑〉) . (2.11)

There are three degenerate states which are higher in energy compared to singlet, which are known as

triplets. The triplets are degenerate in energy unless any other interactions (e.g. DMI) on the dimer
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bond or external magnetic field present. The wavefunction of the triplet state is given as,

|tx〉 =
i√
2

(|↑↑〉 − |↓↓〉) , |ty〉 =
1√
2

(|↑↑〉+ |↓↓〉) , |tz〉 = − i√
2

(|↑↓〉+ |↓↑〉) , (2.12)

where due to degeneracy the triplet wavefunction can be represented in any linear combination of the

defined wavefunctions in Eq. 2.12 and the wavefunctions must be orthogonal with respect to each other.

The triplet wavefunctions in eq. 2.12 are chosen to be time-reversal invariant [99].

The spin operators in the bond operator formalism are given by,

Sγi,j =
(
〈si|Sγi,j |s〉

)
|si〉 〈s|+

∑
α

(
〈si|Sγi,j |tα,i〉

)
|si〉 〈tα,i|

+
∑
α

(
〈tα,i|Sγi,j |si〉

)
|tα,i〉 〈si|+

∑
α,β

(
〈tα,i|Sγi,j |tβ,i〉

)
|tα,i〉 〈tβ,i| , (2.13)

where α, β and γ indices represent x, y or z. Again Sγi,j is the γ-th component of the spin operator at

j-th site of the i-th dimer-bond. |si〉 and |tα,i〉 are singlet and triplet states at i-th bond. After evaluating

the matrix elements (e.g.
(
〈s|Sxi,j |s〉

)
,
(
〈s|Sxi,j |tα〉

)
etc.) the explicit form of the spin operators in terms

of bond operators are given by,

Sαi,1 =
i

2
(t†α,isi − s

†
i tα,i)−

i

2
εα,β,γt

†
β,itβ,i

Sαi,2 = − i
2

(t†α,isi − s
†
i tα,i)−

i

2
εα,β,γt

†
β,itβ,i, (2.14)

where s†i and t†α,i are the singlet and triplet creation operator at i-th bond and creates singlet and triplons

from vacuum state |0〉,

s† |0〉 = |s〉 , t†x |0〉 = |tx〉 , t†y |0〉 = |ty〉 , t†z |0〉 = |tz〉 , (2.15)

in literature the triplet states are known as triplon quasi-particle in bond operator formalism.

The singlets are essentially spin-0 particle. On the other hand, the triplons are equivalent to spin-

1 particle which means it carries a magnetic moment gµB , where g is Lande g-factor and µB is the

Bohr magneton. The bond-operator formalism transforms the dimer-bonds into an effective lattice site,

transforming the lattice to a new lattice. This is illustrated in the figure Fig. 2.2(b). In the figure the

orthogonal dimer lattice transforms into a effective one dimensional lattice. The singlets and triplons

reside on each site of this effective lattice. Furthermore the number of triplons and siglet qusiparticles
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on each effective lattice site follows a hard-core boson constraint,

s†isi +
∑
α

t†α,itα,i = 1, (2.16)

because there is only one possible triplet or singlet possible on each dimer bond. For further simplifica-

tion at low temperature, we assume that the number of triplon is low and the ground state is vacuum

state made of singlets and so, 〈
s†i

〉
= 〈si〉 = s, (2.17)

where s is mean-field parameter and for more simplification we assume s ≈ 1.

The dimension of Hilbert-space of N spin-half sites is 2N , because only two states are possible at

each spin-half sites which are Sz = ± 1
2 . After bond-operator transformation each strong antiferromag-

netically coupled bonds turns into one site with 4 possible states (one singlet and three triplons). So

the dimension of Hilbert space in bond operator formalism is equal to 4
N
2 = 2N . Thus the bond op-

erator formalism transforms the spin Hamiltonian to a new Hamiltonian which represents the same

spin system without any approximation. This is further discussed in Ref. [97] in a Group theoretical

manner and here it is also discussed briefly. A spin operator of non-relativistic spin-half particle is

given by a two dimensional representation of SU(2) group (in which the Pauli matrices are the ba-

sis of Lie algebra of SU(2)). Thus the tensor product of two spin half operators is representation of

SU(2)×SU(2) group. There is a well known ismorphism between the groups SO(4) and SU(2)×SU(2)

(i.e. SU(2) × SU(2) ∼= SO(4)). The translational and rotational generators of SO(4) group are S1 + S2

and S1 − S2, where S1 and S2 are spin operators at the two sites of a dimer. From equations in 2.14, it

is noticeable that the bond operators s† and t†α form the representations of generators of SO(4) group.

Thus bond operators canonically transforms the spin Hamiltonian into a equivalent Hamiltonian which

is easier to treat in mean-field level for the dimerized phase a system.

There are many other formalisms which are based on the similar idea of bond operator formal-

ism. For example, plaquette-operator formalism is used to analyse the plaquette phase of Shastry-

Sutherland model which is an intermediate phase between the dimer-phase and Neel phase [100]. Fur-

thermore, similar formalism is also applied to study the trimarized phase of Kagome lattice [101]. More-

over, sometimes the bond operator formalism needs to be modified, if any other kinds of interaction

like DMI is present on the dimer bonds. In this case the singlet and triplet wavefunctions deviates



2.2. Spins and spin-wave quasiparticle 20

from their actual form and as a consequence the equation Eq. 2.14 needs to be modified. This mod-

ified bond operator formalism is applied due to presence of DMI on the dimer bonds for the mate-

rial SrCu2(BO3)2 [99, 1] and this modified formalism is also adapted for the study of Weyl-triplons in

SrCu2(BO3)2 in chapter Ch. 5.

2.2.3 Schwinger-Boson mean field theory

Similar to HP-method, the SBMFT is well known in the study of quantum spin systems [102, 103, 104,

105, 106]. While the magnon picture is valid at low temperatures where the system is ordered, it fails at

higher temperatures comparable to the exchange strength J . In this regime, the Schwinger boson repre-

sentation provides an alternative framework to study the topological features of the spin excitations. In

contrast with the HP-method, the spin operators are defined in terms of two species of boson operators

as,

S+
i = b†i↑bi↓ , S−i = b†i↓bi↑, Szi =

1

2

(
b†i↑bi↑ − b

†
i↓bi↓

)
, (2.18)

where b†i↑ and b†i↓ are creation operators of the two species of Schwinger bosons at i-th site of the lattice.

The Schwinger bosons are also known as spinons, which carries a magnetic moment equivalent 1
2gµB ,

making them spin-half bosons. In a more compact form the spin operators in terms of Schwinger boson

can be written as,

Si =
1

2

∑
α,β

b†iασα,βbiβ . (2.19)

Furthermore the number of Schwinger boson is constrained by the following holonomic constraint,

b†i↑bi↑ + b†i↓bi↓ = 2S, (2.20)

So, the constraint on the number of bosons in SBMFT is holonomic making it easier to handle, whereas

in HP-method the constraint was non-holonomic. A holonomic constraint can be taken into account in

the Hamiltonian by using Larange’s undetermined multiplier, which is further discussed later.

In comparison with HP-transformation (Eq. 2.6), the Schwinger boson transformation does not in-

volve the square root. The HP-method is applicable only for broken symmetry phases of a magnetic

system, because in those phases the ground state of the system can be represented classically. How-

ever, SBMFT is applicable for short range ordered as well as for long range ordered system, the mag-
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netic phase does not need to be broken symmetry phase. The long range magnetic order in a magnetic

system is described as the condensation of the Schwinger bosons.

Generally a spin Hamiltonian is quadratic in terms of spin operators. In this situation, the Hamil-

tonian contains only quartic terms in terms of Schwinger boson operators. The main tricky part of this

formalism is to decouple the quartic terms into quadratic terms of bosonic operators to treat the Hamil-

tonian in a mean-field level. Here, three types of Hamiltonians are discussed for the decoupling from

the quartic to quadratic forms. The Hamiltonians which are discussed here are,

(1) Isotropic Heisenberg model,

(2) XXZ Heisenberg model,

(3) Isotropic ferromagnetic Heisenberg model with DMI-interaction along z-direction.

A isotropic Heisenberg Hamiltonian on a lattice is given as,

H1 = J
∑
〈i,j〉

Si · Sj , (2.21)

where J can take values positive or negative values giving rise to antiferromagntic and ferromagnetic

Heisenberg exchange interaction. Moreover 〈· · · 〉 denote the nearest neighbour bonds. There are two

possible choices of quadratic operators, which preserves the SU(2)-symmetry of a isotropic Heisenberg

Hamiltonian, which are,

A†ij =
1

2

(
b†i↑b

†
j↓ − b

†
i↓b
†
j↑

)
, B†ij =

1

2

(
b†i↑bj↑ + b†i↓bj↓

)
, (2.22)

whereAij andBij are bond operators because the operators contain operators of two sites of a bond. To

avoid the ambiguity among the bond operators of bond operator formalism and Schwinger boson for-

malism, in this text we call it Schwinger boson bond operator. In the appendix. A, the SU(2)-invariance

of the Schwinger boson bond operators is shown. Moreover, the two bond operators in eq. 2.22 are

related to two complementary phases of a magnetic system. In the appendix. A, it has been shown that,

: B†ijBij :=
1

4
(Si + Sj)

2 − S

2
, : A†ijAij :=

1

4
(Si − Sj)

2 − S

2
, (2.23)

where, “: :” denotes the normal ordering. Thus the bond operator B†ij is related to ferromagnetism

and the bond operator A†ij is related to antiferromagnetism. Using the equations Eq. 2.22, the Heisen-
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berg Hamiltonian Eq. 2.21 in terms of Schwinger boson bond operators can be represented in the fol-

lowing forms,

H1 = J
∑
〈i,j〉

[
2 : B†ijBij : −S2

]
(2.24a)

= J
∑
〈i,j〉

[
S2 − 2 : A†ijAij :

]
(2.24b)

= J
∑
〈i,j〉

[
: B†ijBij : − : A†ijAij :

]
. (2.24c)

The different forms of the Hamiltonian are applicable to different magnetic systems and the different

forms can be achieved by using equations Eq. 2.23, which is shown in appendix. A. Different forms of

the Hamiltonian are related to each other through the relation, : B†ijBij : + : A†ijAij := S2, which is

also derived from the equations Eq. 2.23. The equations Eq. 2.24a and Eq. 2.24b are useful particularly

for ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic ground states respectively. Wheareas, the equation Eq. 2.24c

is compatible for any magnetic ground state.

A more general case is XXZ-Heisenberg model, which is described by,

H2 = Jsgn(∆)
∑
〈i,j〉

[
Sxi S

x
j + Syi S

y
j + |∆|Szi Szj

]
, (2.24)

where we assume J > 0 and so ∆ < 0 denotes ferromagnetic phase, whereas ∆ > 0 represents anti-

ferromagnetic phase. In the reference Ref. [102], it has been shown that the XXZ-Heisenberg model in

terms of bond operators can be represented as,

H2 = −J
∑
〈i,j〉

[
(1 + ∆) : A†ijAij : +(1−∆) : B†ijBij : −S2

]
. (2.25)

It is noticeable that inXXZ-model the SU(2)-symmetry is not present, but it is still possible to represent

the spin Hamiltonian using the SU(2)-symmetric bond operators. It is because in the limiting case

∆ = ±1, the Heisenberg Hamiltonian retains it’s SU(2)-symmetry and in the limiting cases it merges

exactly with the limiting forms described by the equations Eq. 2.24a and Eq. 2.24b.

Finally, the DMI-terms which preserves the U(1)-symmetry are discussed here. The Hamiltonian

with both the ferromagnetic Heisenberg interaction and DMI along the z-direction is given as,

H3 = −J
∑
〈i,j〉

Si · Sj + D ·
∑
〈i,j〉

(Si × Sj), (2.26)
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where both interactions are on the nearest-neighbour bonds and J > 0. In presence of DMI along the

z-direction the SU(2)-symmetry of the Hamiltonian is broken, but the U(1)-symmetry of Hamiltonian

(which denotes Sz-quantum number conservation) still preserved. In such case we define the following

bond-operators,

χij,↑ = b†i↑bj↑, χij,↓ = b†i↓bj↓, (2.27)

where the bond operators χij,s preserves the U(1)-symmetry. In terms of these bond operators the

Hamiltonian Eq. 2.26 transforms as,

H3 =− J

2

∑
〈i,j〉

[
: χ†ij↑χij,↓ : + : χ†ij,↓χij,↑ : + : χ†ij,↑χij,↑ : + : χ†ij,↓χij,↓ :

]
− D

2

∑
〈i,j〉

iνij

[
: χ†ij↑χij↓ : − : χ†ij↓χij↑ :

]
+ zNJS2, (2.28)

where νij = ± depending on the directionality of the bond connected which is associated with the

DMI. This directionality of the bonds will be further clear in the model sections of the chapters Ch. 3

and Ch. 4. Again z and N are the co-ordination number and number of lattice sites respectively. In

absence of DMI, the Hamiltonian Eq. 2.26 should automatically transform into Eq 2.24a which is the

case of ferromagnetic limit. The ferromagnetic bond operators are connected with the bond operators

χij,s in the following way,

Bij =
1

2
(χij,↑ + χij,↓) , (2.29)

thus the limiting ferromagnetic form of the Hamiltonian Eq. 2.26 is automatically achieved.

There are more complicated Hamiltonians including more general types of DMI. In this text the

methods of transformation from the spin Hamiltonian to the Schwinger boson bond operator trans-

formation is not further discussed for other cases. Interested readers are referred to the references

Ref. [107, 108, 109, 110, 71].

The constraint in the equation Eq. 2.20 can also be taken into account by adding it into Hamiltonian

using the Lagrange’s undetermined multiplier in the following way,

Hconst. =
∑
i

λi

(
b†i↑bi↑ + b†i↓bi↓ − 2S

)
= λ

∑
i

(
b†i↑bi↑ + b†i↓bi↓

)
− 2SNλ, (2.30)
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where λ is the Lagrange’s undetermined multiplier and N is the number of atoms in the lattice. It is

noticeable that, generally the multiplier is assumed static and constant at each site i.e. λi = λ and so

the system retains it’s translational invariance. The Hconst. is added with the Hamiltonian and λ is a

free parameter which is varied along with other mean-field parameters associated with the Schwinger

boson bond operators to minimize the free energy of the system.

The SBMFT is discussed here for SU(2)-spins. There are approaches which treats SU(2) spin system

as either SU(N ) or Sp(N ) spin system with a large N -limit. A SU(N ) or Sp(N ) system consists of

N -flavours of Schwinger boson. In the N → ∞ limit, the mean-field parameters and constraints are

globally static throughout the system. But for a large but finite N , there are quantum-fluctuations in

the mean-field parameters and constraints. There is one or several parameter (mean-field parameter

asscosiated with Schwinger boson bond operators and Lagrange’s undetermined multiplier) sets in

which case the mean-field parameters become static throughout the system. These sets of parameters

define the saddle points of the system. The quantum fluctuations are added to the system through the

1
N -expansion about this saddle point, which is also known as large-N or saddle point expansion. The

reason of using a saddle point expansion or 1
N -expansion, instead of using a perturbative expansion as

in case of 1
S -expansion in HP-method is that each terms in 1

N -expansion respect the symmetry of the

spin system. Further details of the large-N -expansion or 1
N -expansion or saddle-point expansion can

be found in references Ref. [111, 112, 113].

2.3 Diagonalization of quadratic Hamiltonian

2.3.1 Tight binding Hamiltonian and it’s diagonalization

In this section the way to diagonalize a tight binding Hamiltonian for non-interacting particles is de-

scribed using simple examples and after that the generic formalisms are described. First of all, a simple

tight binding Hamiltonian as described in figure Fig. 2.3(a), is described in the following way,

H1 = t(c†1c2 + c†2c1) + µ(c†1c1 + c†2c2), (2.31)

where the first term is represents hopping of particles between two sites with a hopping amplitude

t, as shown in figure Fig. 2.3(a). The second term in the Hamiltonian represents on-site potential µ at
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Figure 2.3: (a) The schematic of a two-site system with tight binding Hamiltonian. (b) The Hilbert space

of two site system.

each site. The particle might be either fermion or boson. This kind of Hamiltonian is used to describe

the motion of electrons in band-insulator, semiconductor or a semimetal. This origin of this kind of

Hamiltonian for electrons in graphene is well described in the section Sec.4 of the reference Ref [114].

The Hilbert space of the system is of dimension 4 and the convenient choice of basis is shown in the

figure Fig. 2.3(b). The basises in the Dirac braket notation are |00〉, |01〉, |10〉, |11〉, where the first and

second number in the braket denote the occupation number of the first and the second site respectively.

Now, we re-arrange the Hamiltonian Eq. 2.31 in the following way,

H1 =

(
c†1 c†2

)µ t

t µ


︸ ︷︷ ︸

M ′

c1
c2

 . (2.32)

A single particle Hamiltonian can be represented very simply in the form of Eq. 2.32 because the single

particle states are related with the vacuum state (zero-particle state) in the following way,

|10〉 = c†1 |00〉 , |01〉 = c†2 |00〉 . (2.33)

All other eigenstates are just product states of the single particle eigenstates, because of the absence

of interaction among particles in the Hamiltonian H1. So, these single particle states provide all the

physics of the system.
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Thus for any tight binding Hamiltonian of the following form,

H =
∑
i,j,α,β

t
(α,β)
(i,j) c

†
iαcjβ , (2.34)

a matrix similar to M ′ (in Eq. 2.32) is achieved by taking the row matrix of creation operators and

column matrix of annihilation operators at the left and right side respectively, as shown in Eq. 2.32 for

a simpler Hamiltonian H1. Here i, j are site indices and α, β represents different species of particles.

Diagonalization in k-space

For simplicity a single particle system is assumed to be periodic and so the system retains it’s transla-

tional symmetry. Due to the periodicity the creation and annihilation operators can be Fourier trans-

formed as follows,

c†kα =
1√
N

∑
Ri

c†i,α exp(ik ·Ri), c†iα =
1√
N

∑
k

c†k,α exp(−ik ·Ri), (2.35)

where k is the wave-vector and take specific discrete values depending on the periodicity. Ri denotes

the position of i-th site of the lattice and N is the total number of lattice sites.

Let’s assume that a Hamiltonian in k-space is represented in the following way,

H =
∑
k

Ψ†kh(k)Ψk, (2.36)

where, Ψ†k =
(
c†k,1c

†
k,2, · · · , c

†
k,M

)
andM is the number of species or degrees of freedom a particle. h(k)

is M ×M matrix. According to Bloch’s theorem k is conserved quantity for a non-interacting system

with translational invariance and the Hamiltonian can be diagonalized in the following form,

H =
∑
k,n

En(k)η†nkηnk, (2.37)

where the energies En(k) are given by the eigenvalues of the matrix h(k) in equation Eq. 2.36 (see

Appendix. B). η†nk is the creation operator for the single particle state correspond to the energy En(k).

The operators η†nk can be written as linear superposition of the operators ck,α (in other words the single

particle eigenstates of the system are linear superposition of the conventional single particle basis in),

η†nk =
∑
α

uα,n(k)c†k,α, (2.38)

where the coefficients uα,n(k) is given by α-th element of the n-th eigenvector (which corresponds to

the eigenvalue En(k)) of h(k) (see Appendix. B).
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2.3.2 Bogoliubov Hamiltonian and Bogoliubov-Valatin transformation

In this section, a diagonalization formalism of a much more general Hamiltonian compared with the

tight-binding Hamiltonian in previous section is treated. Before going into the procedure, we revisit the

historical reasons behind the nomenclature of the diagonalization method and the Hamiltonian. The

formalism to diagonalize the bosonic quadratic Hamiltonian which appears in case of super-fluidity

was first introduced by Bogoliubov in 1947 [115]. Later, this formalism was used to diagonalize the

Hamiltonian for fermions in superconductors by Bogoliubov [116, 117] as well as Valatin [118, 119]. So

the procedure to diagonalize the Hamiltonian is known as Bogoliubov-Valatin transformation. This

procedure of diagonalization is applied in many other fields of physics [120, 121]. A superconducting

state is a many body state with Hilbert space of dimension 2N , whereN is the number lattice site. Using

mean field approximations the Hamiltonian is transformed into quadratic Hamiltonian with a Hilbert

space of dimension 2N and this mean-field quadratic Hamiltonian for superconductors is known as

Bogoliubov-de Gennes(BdG) Hamiltonian [122].

The Bogoliubov Hamiltonian is same as the tight binding Hamiltonian with extra pair-creation and

pair annihilation operators as discussed later. More technical details of Bogoliubov transformation is

discussed in the reference Ref. [123] and in the appendix of the reference Ref. [99] and also in the method

section of reference Ref. [124]. In this section, a simple example is first discussed to gain more insight

into the physics and then generic formalism is derived. A simple Bogoliubov Hamiltonian of a single

site superconductor is given by,

H1 = −µ(c†↑c↑ + c†↓c↓) +B(c†↑c↑ − c
†
↓c↓) + ∆c†↑c

†
↓ + ∆∗c↓c↑, (2.39)

where c†↑ and c†↓ are creation operators of the up-spin and down-spin electrons respectively. The first

term in Hamiltonian denotes the onsite potential. The second term represents Zeeman-coupling be-

tween electron-spin and magnetic field. The third and fourth term are the Cooper-pair creation and

annihilation term in the system. The Cooper-pairs of the electrons are possible due to phonon-electron

coupling at low temperature and further details of the Hamiltonian can be found in any standerd text-

book [125]. The Hilbert space of the system is spanned by four basis states,|0〉, |↑〉, |↓〉, |↑↓〉. Thus the
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Hamiltonian of the system is given by the following matrix-form,

H1 =

(
|0〉 |↑↓〉 |↓〉 |↑〉

)


0 ∆∗ 0 0

∆ −2µ 0 0

0 0 −µ−B 0

0 0 0 −µ+B


︸ ︷︷ ︸

M



〈0|

〈↑↓|

〈↓|

〈↑|


. (2.40)

The parity of the system is conserved which means the states |↑↓〉 and |0〉 can not mix with the states |↑〉

and |↓〉. The parity conservation is always true for any general Bogoliubov Hamiltonian. Diagonalizing

the matrix M , we get the following eigenvalues and corresponding eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian as,

E1 = −µ− F |E1〉 = −∆∗ |0〉+ (µ+ F ) |↑↓〉

E2 = −µ−B |E2〉 = |↑〉

E3 = −µ+B |E3〉 = |↓〉

E4 = −µ+ F |E4〉 = −∆∗ |0〉+ (µ− F ) |↑↓〉

, (2.41)

where F =
√
|∆|2 + µ2. The energy levels are schematically represented in the figure Fig. 2.4. The

Hamiltonian in Eq. 2.40 is a many-body Hamiltonian. However, the quadratic nature of the Hamilto-

nian assures that the system can be described using single-particle states due to absence of interaction

between the up- and down-spins on the same site. (which is also true for the Hamiltonian in section

Sec. 2.3.1).

The Hamiltonian in Eq. 2.39 can be rearranged as follows,

H1 =
1

2

(
c↑ c↓ c†↑ c†↓

)


µ−B 0 0 −∆∗

0 µ+B ∆∗ 0

0 ∆ −µ+B 0

−∆ 0 0 −µ−B


︸ ︷︷ ︸

M ′



c†↑

c†↓

c↑

c↓


. (2.42)

This way of representing a Hamiltonian is called Bogoliubov representation and the matrixM ′ is called

coefficient matrix. After diagonalizing the coefficient matrices M ′1, we get the eigenvalues and eigen-
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Figure 2.4: (a) The schematic of energy-levels when F > B. (b) The schematic of energy levels when

F < B.

vectors as,

∆E1 = −B − F, d†1 = (F − µ)c†↑ + ∆c↓,

∆E2 = F −B, d†2 = −(F + µ)c†↑ + ∆c↓,

∆E3 = B + F, d†3 = (F + µ)c†↓ + ∆c↑

∆E4 = B − F, d†4 = (−F + µ)c†↓ + ∆c↑

, (2.43)

It is noticeable that the energy difference in figure Fig. 2.4 look similar to the eigenvalues. So the trans-

formation gives the relative energies.

For example for the caseF > B, ∆E2 and ∆E3 are the positive energy difference. The corresponding

single particle operators are d†2 and d†3 respectively. So the energies and many-body states are given for

the case F > B,

E1 = EGS |E1〉 = |GS〉

E2 = EGS + F −B |E2〉 = d†2 |GS〉

E3 = EGS + F +B |E3〉 = d†3 |GS〉

E4 = EGS + 2F |E4〉 = d†2d
†
3 |GS〉

. (2.44)

If we use EGS = −µ − F and |GS〉 = −∆∗ |0〉 + (µ + F ) |↑↓〉 then the eigenstates and eigenvalues of

Eq. 2.44 matches exactly with the eigenstates and eigenvalues as in the figure Fig. 2.4(a). The procedure

can also be verified for the case F < B as in figure Fig. 2.4(b). For bosonic particles the Bogoliubov
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transformation is different due to commutation relations.

A most generic form of quadratic Hamiltonian independent of particle statistics is given by,

H =
∑
i,j

(
αijc

†
i cj +

1

2
γijc

†
i c
†
j +

1

2
γ∗jicicj

)
(2.45)

The coefficient matrix for the fermions and bosons are respectively,

M ′f =

−αT γ

γ† α

 M ′b =

αT γ

γ† α

 . (2.46)

Thus the dynamical matrices for fermions and bosons are M ′f and σzM ′b respectively where,

σz =

I 0

0 −I

 . (2.47)

If the coefficient matrix is 2N × 2N , then I is N ×N identity matrix. The Bogoliubov-Valatin transfor-

mation is given by diagonalizing the dynamic matrices.

Bogoliubov-Valatin transformation in k-space

As discussed in the section Sec. 2.3.1, due to translational invariance of the non-interacting periodic

system the creation and annihilation operators can be Fourier transformed. A general quadratic Hamil-

tonian in k-space is given by,

H =
1

2

∑
ij

∑
k

[
αij(k)akia

†
kj ± αij(−k)a†−kja−ki + γij(k)a†−kia

†
kj + γ∗ij(k)akja−ki

]
. (2.48)

The positive and negative signs in the equation is for the bosons and fermions respectively. The Bogoli-

ubov representation of the Hamiltonian is given as,

H =
1

2

(
ak a†−k

)α(k) γ†(k)

γ(k) ±αT (−k)


︸ ︷︷ ︸

M ′(k)

 a†k

a−k

 , (2.49)

where M ′(k) is coefficient matrix and

γ(k) = ±γ(−k)T , α(k) = α(k)†. (2.50)

The condition γ(k) = ±γ(−k)T is for simplicity to define the Bogolibov-Valatin transformation and the

condition α(k) = α(k)† is due to hermiticity of the Hamiltonian. Even if the first condition is not valid
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then it is easy to construct a new matrix following γ′(k) = 1
2

(
γ(k) + γ(−k)T

)
and then construct the

coefficient matrix using γ′(k) in place of γ(k).

The justification of choosing the Bogoliubov representation as in Eq. 2.49 can be understood in the

following way. The single particle operator after diagonalization is linear combination of the a†k,i oper-

ators as follows,

ηnk =
∑
k′,i

[
un,i(k

′)a†k′,i + vn,i(k
′)a−k′,i + wn,i(k

′)a†−k′,i + zn,i(k
′)ak′,i

]
. (2.51)

The operations a†k,i and a−k,i are equivalent, in the sense that creation of particle at momentum k is

equivalent to the annihilation of particle at momentum−k. Thus according to Bloch’s theorem this two

operators can be linearly superimposed to create the Bloch’s state. But the third and fourth contribu-

tions in Eq. 2.51 should be zero and the summation over k′ is also reduce to a single term at k. So the

operator after diagonalization should be of the following form,

ηnk =
∑
i

[
un,i(k)a†k,i + vn,i(k)a−k,i

]
.

=

(
un(k) vn(k)

) a†k

a−k

 (2.52)

The choice of Bogoliubov representation in Eq. 2.49 can be understood from observation of equation

Eq. 2.52. The Hamiltonian in diagonalized form is,

H =
∑
n,k

En(k)η†knηkn (2.53)

The energies in Eq. 2.53 and the matrix
(
un(k) vn(k)

)
in Eq. 2.52 are the eigenvalues and eigenvectors

of a dynamic matrix. In Appendix. B, it is shown that dynamic matrix of fermions is same as coefficient

matrix M ′(k), but the dynamic matrix of the bosons is σzM ′(k) where, σz is the N -dimensional Pauli

matrix defined in the equation Eq. 2.47.

Bogoliubov-Valatin transformation of Bosons as para-unitary transformation

In this section a more technical details of Bogoliubov-Valatin transformation specifically shown for the

bosons as para-unitary transformation. In presence of pair-creation and annihilation operator in the
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Hamiltonian, the Hamiltonian can be represented as,

H =
1

2

∑
α,β,k

Ψ†α,kHα,β(k)Ψα,k, (2.54)

where, Ψα,k = (âαk, â
†
α,−k)T is the Nambu-spinor. Here âαk is the set of all annihilation operator.

Any Matrix is diagonalized by using a similarity transformation as,

T †(k)H(k)T (k) = ε(k), (2.55)

In case of Bogoliubov-Valatin transformation for the Bosons the matrix T (k) is a para-unitary matrix

which follows the relations,

T †(k)σ3T (k) = T (k)σ3T
†(k) = σ3, (2.56)

After para-unitary transformation the Eigen-values are given as,

ε(k) = diag
(
E1(k), E2(k), ... EN (k), E1(−k), E2(−k), ... EN (−k)

)
(2.57)

where N is the number of sub-lattices multiplied by the number of types of bosons at each site and

diag() denotes a diagonal matrix. Using the equation Eq. 2.56, the Eq. 2.55 is transformed as,

σ3H(k)T (k) = T (k)σ3ε(k) (2.58)

It is noticeable that according to the the above equation the dynamic matrix of H(k) is the matrix

σ3H(k) which is discussed in the previous section.

The equation Eq. 2.58 takes the following form (see Appendix. B),

(σ3Hk) |un,k〉 = (σ3εk) |un,k〉 , (2.59)

where |un,k〉 is the n-th column of the paraunitary matrix T (k) i.e. it represents the eigen-vectors after

diagonalization. The transpose-conjugate of the equation gives,

〈un,k|Hkσ3 = 〈un,k| (σ3ε(k)), (2.60)

where 〈un,k| is the n-th row of the paraunitary matrix T †(k) i.e. it represents the eigen-vectors in recip-

rocal Hilbert-space. According to equation 2.56, the eigenvectors follow the orthonormality relation,

〈un,k|σ3 |um,k〉 = δnm(σ3)nn. (2.61)
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The completeness relations of eigenvectors are (see Appendix. B) ,∑
n

(σ3)nnσ3 |un,k〉 〈un,k| = I

∑
n

(σ3)nn |un,k〉 〈un,k|σ3 = I (2.62)

2.4 Physical Observable

2.4.1 Berry Phase, Berry-curvature and Chern-number

In this section the concepts of Berry phase, Berry-curvature and Chern-number are discussed for dif-

ferent contexts in physics to provide a in depth physical insight of these quantities. First the concepts

are discussed for the case of closed 2D-manifolds embedded in 3D-space (e.g. sphere, toroid, etc.). Sec-

ondly I discuss the origin of the phenomenon in the context of quantum mechanics. In the end of the

section, it is shown that the physical quantities are related to the non-trivial fibre-bundle structure of

parameter space and so phenomenon related to Berry-phase can arise even in classical system.

Firstly, we discuss the concepts in case of closed 2D-manifolds (Riemannian manifold) embedded

inside a 3D-space. The words in italics inside the parenthesis are the corresponding physical quantities

in quantum mechanics and that will be discussed later. A sphere is the simplest closed 2D-manifold

embedded inside 3D-space as shown in figure 2.5(a). Let us assume that the sphere represent the earth.

If a vector from north-pole to equator is transported using the way described in figure Fig. 2.5(a), then

for the local resident of the sphere or earth the two vectors are not same, because at the north-pole

the vector is parallel to the earth surface and at the equator the vector is pointing towards the sky

(Fig. 2.5(a)). So, a different process of transport is defined which is known as parallel transport (adiabatic

process). The parallel transport (adiabatic process) is defined in such a way that the covariant derivative

(see Ref. [126] for details) of the vector during the transport is zero (Fig. 2.5(b)). The intuitive definition

of covariant derivative is that the rate of change of the vector along a certain direction on the manifold

subtracted less the component of the rate of change of the vector along the normal direction of the

surface. The logic of the subtracting the normal component is to avoid the situation as in Fig. 2.5(a),

where the vector at north-pole is parallel to the surface, but at equator the vector is perpendicular to

the surface. In figure Fig. 2.5(c), a vector is parallel transported along a closed loop on the surface of the
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earth.

Figure 2.5: (a) Schematic of transport of vector without any constraint on a spherical surface. The

vectors after transportation (green arrow) is exactly same with the initial vector (red-arrow). In the

magnified figures it is shown that the vector is parallel to the ground at North-pole but the vector point

towards the sky after transportation. So for a flatlander on earth the two vectors are different. (b) The

illustration of a parallel transportation, where the child carrying an arrow and parallelly transporting

the arrow from the North-pole to the equator. (c) The demonstration of deficit angle after parallel

transport along a latitude of the sphere. The red arrow is parallel transported along the latitude and the

final vector after transport shown by dotted arrow. The figure shows a cone that touches the latitude

of the sphere. The right hand figure shows that the cone is transformed into a 2D-surface to simply

demonstrate the parallel transport. (d) Another example of parallel transport to demonstrate the deficit

angle for the transport along a closed curve on a sphere is equal to the solid angle made by the closed

curve at the center of the sphere.
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The fascinating outcome of this parallel transport is that the final vector at end of the parallel transport

is not the same as the initial vector, although locally the transportation is such that the nearby vectors

are parallel to each other. The initial and final vector after parallel transport differs by an angle α known

as deficit angle (Berry phase). The deficit angle (Berry phase) is intuitively understood by using a cone

on the sphere as in figure Fig. 2.5(c). The cone touches the latitude of the sphere and describes the local

tangent plane of the sphere near to the latitude. It is easy to understand the origin of the deficit angle

by parallel transport by projecting the cone to a 2D-plane as in the right figure in Fig. 2.5(c). According

to Gauss-Bonnet theorem the deficit angle is given by, [127],

α =

ˆ ˆ
σ

KdS, (2.63)

whereK is the Gaussian-curvature (Berry-curvature) and the integration is over the surface closed by the

loop along which the parallel transport (adiabatic process) is done. For the case of sphere the Gaussian

curvature at each point is equal to 1
R2 , where R is the radius of the sphere. Thus from equation Eq. 2.63,

the deficit angle (Berry phase) is just the solid angle at the center of the sphere produced by the loop for

the parallel transportation (adiabatic process) (see figure Fig. 2.5(c)). Furthermore, according to Gauss-

Bonnet theorem if the integration in equation Eq. 2.63 is done over a whole 2D-manifold (e.g. sphere or

toroid) then it provides a integer number which defines the topology of the 2D manifold,

n =
1

2π

‹
σ

KdS. (2.64)

The integer n is known as Euler-characteristic (Chern-number) of the 2D manifold. The Euler-characteristic

n = 2 for a sphere, because the total solid angle traversed by a whole sphere is 4π. Moreover, the Euler-

characteristic (Chern-number) is related with the number of genus or hole g (e.g. sphere has no hole

so g = 0, but toroid has one hole so g = 1) present in the 2D-manifold by the following relationship,

n = 2(1− g).

The adiabatic process, wave-function, Berry phase, Berry curvature and Chern-number in quantum

mechanics are equivalent to the Parallel-transport, vector(which is parallel transported), deficit angle,

Gaussian curvature and Euler-characteristic in 2D-manifold embedded in 3D-space respectively. The

definition of Chern-number which is equivalent to the Euler-characteristic only exists in the closed

parameter space, for example a sphere is represented as a closed parameter space of polar angle (θ)
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and azimuthal angle (φ). Similarly the Brillouin-zone is a toroid in terms of crystal momentum due

to periodicity and so Chern-number can be defined in the k-space, which is further discussed in the

section Sec. 2.4.2.

An adiabatic process (parallel transport) in quantum mechanics is a type of process to evolve the

Hamiltonian in a way that the eigenstates in the system do not change locally. The process of evolution

is adiabatic (parallel transport) if the following condition is fulfilled (see Appendix C) ,

〈ψm(t)| Ḣ(t) |ψn(t)〉
|Em − En|

→ 0, (2.65)

where m 6= n, Ḣ(t) = dH(t)
dt and |ψm〉 is the m-th eigenstate of the system. The left hand side of the

expression is the characteristic time of transition between the m-th and n-th state. The condition need

to be fulfilled for all the states |ψm〉 and |ψn〉. The condition require an energy-gap among all the eigen-

states as well as requires no enrgy level crossing (or mixing) during the evoluion of the Hamiltonian.

So we assume all the eigenstates of the system are gapped. If the eigenstates are not gapped then a net

non-abelian Berry-phase can be calculated for the degenerate states, which is not discussed here.

If initially the quantum system is in the state |Ψ〉 such that,

|Ψ〉 =
∑
n

cn |ψn〉 , (2.66)

then the evolved state of the system under adiabatic process is (see Appendix C),

|Ψ(R(t))〉 =
∑
n

cn(0)eiγn(R(t))eθn(t) |ψn(R(t))〉 , (2.67)

where R(t) represents a set of parameters of the Hamiltonian and the system is adiabatically evolved

by varying the parameters of the Hamiltonian. The phases θn(t) and γn(R) are known as the dynamical

phase and geometric phase respectively,

θn(t) = − i
~

ˆ t

0

En(τ)dτ, γn(R) = i

ˆ R(t)

R(0)

〈ψn(R)| ∇R |ψn(R)〉 · dR

=

ˆ R(t)

R(0)

A(R) · dR, (2.68)

where A(R) = 〈ψn(R)| ∇R |ψn(R)〉 is the Berry-connection. It is interesting to note that the dynamic

phase changes with time, but the geometric phase only depends on the path of the adiabatic process

in the parameter space R and so theoretically the geometric-phase does need to be associated with a
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dynamical process with change in real time. That is why the name is geometric phase. The geometric

phase under adiabatic approximation is known as the Berry-phase (deficit angle). In general Berry phase

as well as Berry connections are not physical observable because the quantity is not Gauge invariant.

The Berry-connection and Berry-phase after gauge transformation are given as,

A′(R) = A(R)−∇Rα(R)

γ′n(R(t)) = γn(R(t))− α(R(t)) + α(R(0)), (2.69)

where α(R(t)) is the U(1)-gauge transformation introduced as |ψ′n(R)〉 = eiα(R) |ψn(R)〉. But it is

obvious that for a closed path α(R(t)) = α(R(0)) (because R(t) = R(0) for a closed path) and so the

Berry-phase is gauge invariant for a closed path (see equation Eq. 2.69). Thus Berry-phase is a physical

quantity for a cyclic or closed adiabatic process. For a closed loop in three-dimensional parameter space

the expression for geometric phase in equation Eq. 2.68 is re-expressed using Stoke’s theorem as,

γn(R) =

‹
SR

(∇×A(R)) · dSR, (2.70)

where SR is the surface closed by the loop in 3D-parameter space. The quantity Ω(R) = ∇ × A(R)

is known as Berry-curvature (Gaussian curvature). The Berry curvature (Gaussian curvature) is gauge

invariant quantity as can be seen by taking curl (∇×) at the both sides of the first equation in Eq. 2.69.

For a 2D-parameter space the expression of Berry curvature simply become,

Ωz(R) =
∂Ay
∂x
− ∂Ax

∂y
. (2.71)

Furthermore there is no definition of Berry-curvature in one-dimensional parameter space. But Berry-

phase in one dimension still exists if the wave-function is complex [128]. However for the one-dimensional

material the Berry-phase exists which is known as Zak phase which is no-zero for a complex wave-

function for a one-dimensional tight-binding model with real hopping parameters and this is to have

more than one sub-lattice in the material. So the most simplest example is one dimensional bipartite

lattice where Zak phase exists [129].
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Figure 2.6: (a) Schematic of Aharnov-Bohm effect. The electron gains a phase eΦ
~ by traversing along

the path-C which revolves around a infinite solenoid with a magnetic flux ΦB . (b) The schematic of

electron double slit experiment with a solenoid in the middle of the double-slits and the flux through

the solenoid is in the direction outward and perpendicular to the plane of paper. The green interference

fringes are in absence of magnetic flux through the solenoid and the red interference fringes are in

presence of magnetic flux ΦB through the solenoid. Because of Aharnov-Bohm effect two electron

beams has different phases and so the red interference fringes are shifted right with respect to the green

interference fringes.

To further illustrate the concepts of Berry-phase, here the Aharonov–Bohm effect is discussed. A

more experimental and theoretical description of this effect can be foun in reference Ref. [130]. The

Aharnov-Bohm effect is a quantum mechanical phenomenon in which a charged particle gains a phase

while travelling around a infinite solenoid, as shown in the figure Fig. 2.6(a) for an electron. The inter-

esting feature of the effect is that even if outside a infinite solenoid there is no magnetic field, but the

charged particle gains a phase after traversing a closed loop around the solenoid. The physical observ-

able phase-difference of the charged particle is solely due to the presence of physical non-observable

(because not a gauge invariant) magnetic vector potential outside the infinite solenoid. After solving

the Schrödinger’s equation of a particle in a zero magnetic field B but with a non-zero magnetic poten-
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tial A (where ∇×A = B = 0) the wave-function is given by (see Appendix C),

|ΨB(r, t)〉 = eig(r) |Ψ0(r, t)〉 , (2.72)

where |Ψ0(r, t)〉 is the wave function in absence of magnetic vector potential and the phase,

g(r) =
e

~

ˆ r

0

A(r′) · dr′. (2.73)

It is well known that magnetic-vector potential is not a gauge-invariant quantity and it can also be

shown that the phase g(r) is also not a gauge invariant quantity similar to the Berry-phase. Comparing

the equations Eq. 2.68 and Eq. 2.73, we find that the magnetic vector potential A(r) and the phase g(r)

are equivalent to the Berry-connection and the Berry-phase. For a closed path C the Berry-phase,

γ = g(R)− g(0) =
e

~

˛
C

A(r′) · dr′ [0 and R are same points]

=
e

~

‹
S

(∇×A) · dS [Using Stoke’s theorem. S is the surface of loop C]

=
e

~

‹
S

B · dS

=
eΦB
~

. (2.74)

Thus the total Berry-phase for a closed loop is proportional to the flux of the magnetic field through

the infinite solenoid which is a physical observable. This effect is experimentally observed in a double

slit experiment for electrons as shown in figure Fig. 2.6(b). In between the double slit there is an infinite

solenoid. When the magnetic flux through the solenoid is finite the interference fringes are shifted with

respect to the interference fringes in absence of magnetic flux.

In case of magnetic systems, magnons can also acquire Berry-phase in presence of non-trivial electric

field through Aharonov-Casher effect. If a circularly polarized light is implemented on a magnetic

material a Berry-phase is acquired by the magnon which is given by [131],

γAC =
gµB
~c2

ˆ rβ

rα

A(t) · dl, (2.75)

where A(t) = A0 (τ sin(ωt),− cos(ωt), 0) is a vector potential with A0 = E
ω and the electric field is given

by E(t) = −∂A(t)
∂t = E0(τ cosωt, sin(ωt), 0). It can be shown that the circularly polarized light driven

magnetic system with zero DMI, can be mapped into a effective time-independent spin-system with a

non-zero DMI [132].
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Figure 2.7: (a) Illustration of cylinder as fibre-bundle structure. The circle (blue-line) is base space

and the fibre is a set of real numbers R which is denoted as red-line. (b) The illustration of tangent-

bundle of a sphere. The base space is a sphere. The tangent plane at point x is TxB. TxB is the fibre

at point x on base. The tangent vectors vx are the components of the fibre TxB. (c) The schematic

of Bloch sphere. Each point on the sphere represents the linear superposition of the states |↑〉 and

|↓〉 as |Ψ〉 = eiΦ
[
cos( θ2 ) |↑〉+ eiφ sin( θ2 ) |↓〉

]
. The north and south-pole are the pure states |↑〉 and |↓〉

respectively. Bloch-sphere is the base-space S2 of the fibre-bundle and the wave function with different

global phase Φ correspond to different points on fibre S1 and according to Hopf-fibration it constructs

a non-trivial S3 fibre bundle. Along a closed loop C the global-phase changes by − 1
2ω, where ω is solid

angle made by the surface closed by C.

The phenomena of parallel transport on a 2D manifold and adiabatic process in Hilbert space is very

similar. The similarity arises because both of the phenomena can be described using a mathematical

structure known as fibre-bundle. The details of the fibre-bundle and its connection with the geometric

phase are elaborately described in the following references Ref. [133, 134, 135] A fibre bundle is locally

a product space, but globally it may or may not be a product space (For example sphere is locally flat

(R× R) but globally different). A fibre-bundle is non-trivial when globally it can not be described as a

product space and the Berry phase can be interpreted as holonomy of a non-trivial fibre bundle. The

fibre bundle contains the following elements,

• Manifolds: A total space E, A base space B and a fibre F .
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• A structure Lie group G which acts freely on F and homeomorphically transforms F into itself.

The elements of G give a way to traverse from one fibre to another fibre or one point to another

point on the same fibre.

• A bundle projection which is a surjective map π : E → B. The inverse image Fx = π−1(x) is

homeomorphic to F and Fx is fibre at x.

Again fibre-bundle follows the condition of local trivialization,

• If {Uα} is open-covering of base B then there is a mapping φα : π−1(Uα)→ Uα × F .

A cylinder as fibre bundle is shown in the figure Fig. 2.7(a). The base-space of cylinder is S1 (circle) and

the fibre is a set of real numbers R. So the cylinder is a fibre bundle S1 × R. The local trivialization of

cylinder is S1 × R which is valid globally, so cylinder is a trivial fibre-bundle.

The deficit-angle between initial and final tangent vectors on a sphere after parallel transport as in

figure Fig. 2.5(c) and Fig. 2.5(d) is a result of non-trivial tangent-bundle of the sphere. A tangent plan

at point x of a sphere schematically shown in figure Fig. 2.7(b). The sphere is the base space B and

the tangent-space at point x is fibre TxB. The tangent vectors vx are the elements of fibre TxB. The

union of all tangent planes TxB gives the tangent-bundle of the sphere. The local trivialization of the

tangent-bundle of sphere is R×R which is equivalent to say that the locally the sphere is a flat-surface.

However the tangent bundle of the sphere globally can not be represented as product space R × R, so

tangent bundle of sphere is a non-trivial fibre-bundle. That is why, in figure Fig. 2.5(c) and Fig. 2.5(d)

the final tangent vector and initial tangent vector are different after the parallel transport around a

closed loop. In terms of fibre-bundle the initial and final points on the fibre after parallel transport

are different. Another important concept in fibre-bundle is bundle-connection which gives the notion

of parallel transportation on the manifold. In case of Riemannian manifold (like sphere, toroid are

2D-Riemannian manifold), the bundle connection is given by Levi-Civita connection (Berry-connection).

Using the tangent-bundle the Euler-characteristic can be defined for a any even-dimensional or 2k-

diemnsional (k ∈ Z+) manifold X and given by,

χ(X) =

(
−1

2π

)k ˆ
X

Pf(F∇), (2.76)
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where Pf is Pfaffian 2k-form and F∇ is curvature 2-form for any Levi-Civita connection ∇ on its’

tangent-bundle.

In quantum-mechanics the Hilbert-space is a fibre bundle structure with parameter space as base

space. All the eigenstates as well as eigenstates with relative U(1) phase-difference are the elements of

the same fibre at a particular point in parameter or bas-space. This is exactly like the tangent bundle

where the tangent vectors (eiegnstate with relative U(1)-phases) are elements of the tangent-space TxB

which is the fibre at point x of base B. The Bloch-sphere is a good example to illustrate the context

of the fibre-bundles in quantum mechanics maintaining the comparison with parallel transport on a

sphere. Bloch-sphere is a unit-sphere which represents parameter space of the parameters θ and φ as

shown in figure Fig. 2.7(c). At each point of the sphere a fibre is attached and each point of the fibre is

an eigenstate,

|Ψ〉 = eiΦ
[
cos(

θ

2
) |↑〉+ eiφ sin(

θ

2
) |↓〉

]
, (2.77)

where |↑〉 and |↓〉 are the spin up and spin down states of a spin-half. The north and south-pole of Bloch

sphere represents the up-spin and down-spin states respectively. The phase Φ is a global phase and for

each value of Φ the eigenstate is a point on the fibre at a particular point (θ, φ) on the base. In general

the equation Eq. 2.77 represents the eigenstate for any two level quantum system which is known as

qubit. The Berry-connection is the bundle-connection in case of quantum mechanics which provides

the way for parallel transport (adiabatic process) along a path in fibre-bundle. Using equation Eq. 2.68

and Eq. 2.77 we get the following Berry-connection for Bloch sphere,

Aθ = 0, Aφ = −1

2
(1− cos(θ)). (2.78)

Because Berry-connection is not a gauge invariant quantity the Berry curvature is calculated using the

equation Eq. 2.71 and the Berry-curvature is given by,

Ωz(θ, φ) =
∂Aφ
∂θ
− ∂Aθ

∂φ
= −1

2
sin(θ). (2.79)

Due to non-zero Berry-curvature, if a closed path is traversed on the Bloch-sphere a Berry-phase is

expected, as shown in figure Fig. 2.7(c). For spin-half system a closed path is traversed on the Bloch-

sphere by rotating a uniform magnetic field in a closed manner. Using equation Eq. 2.70 and Eq. 2.79
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we get the Berry-phase,

∆Φ = −1

2

‹
S

sin(θ)dθdφ [S is surface of closed loop C]

= −1

2
ω, (2.80)

where ω is the solid angle made by the surface S at the center of the sphere. The solid-angle on the

Bloch sphere is equivalent to the solid angle made by an classical-spin around a loop due to rotation

of a uniform magnetic field. It is further noted that the deficit angle for parallel transport on a sphere

is equal to solid angle due to the surface of the loop, see figure Fig. 2.5(d). However a factor- 1
2 in

equation Eq. 2.80 is due to spin-half particle. In terms of fibre-bundle, after parallel transport the end

point (eigenvector with final global phase) on the fibre is different compared with initial point (eigenvector

with initial global phase). This is because the fibre-bundle of Bloch sphere (base-space) and eigen-vectors

(fibre) is non-trivial and which is equivalent to S3-sphere. A S3 sphere is made of base-space S2 (Bloch-

sphere) and fibre S1 (eigenvectors along with their different U(1) global phase counterparts) which is given by

Hopf-fibration. According to Hopf-fibration local trivialization of S3 is S2 × S1 but globally it is not a

product space. That is the reason of non-zero Berry phase (deficit angle) in the adiabatic process (parallel

transport) governed by the Berry-connection (bundle-connection).

In case of non-interacting electrons or magnons in two dimensional system, the reciprocal space

is a fibre bundle space. The base-space is made of parameters (kx, ky), where kx and ky are x and

y-component of crystal-momentum. The eigen-states in the reciprocal space forms the fibre. If the

fibre-bundle in the reciprocal space is non-trivial then non-trivial topological effect is expected to be

observed in these systems. Generally topological invariant like Chern-number denotes the nature of

fibre-bundle in reciprocal space.

The physical phenomena related to Berry phase is not limited to the quantum mechanics. The phe-

nomenon can also be observed in classical systems like photonics, acoustics and mechanics [136, 137,

138, 139, 140]. The reason that the phenomena also appear in classical mechanics is that the parameter

space in all this system are base space and the the normal-modes along with their global phase counter-

part are the points on the fibre. If the fibre-bundles constructed in this classical systems are non-trivial

then a Berry-phase is expected for closed adiabatic process.
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2.4.2 Numerical calculation of Berry-curvature and Chern-number in k-space

According to Bloch’s theorem the eigenstates of a particle in a periodic crystal system is given by,

ψn,k = eik·run,k(r). (2.81)

The form of the eigenstate is same as the plane waves but modulated by a function which has a peri-

odicity same as the lattice. k is the reciprocal lattice vector. n is the band-index, which denotes the n-th

eigenstate at a particular crystal momentum (reduced-zone scheme). From the discussion of the sec-

tion 2.4.1 the expression of Berry-curvature should be of the form A′n,k = i 〈ψn,k| ∇k |ψn,k〉. However

the Berry connection in reciprocal space in a condensed matter system is given by,

An,k = i 〈un,k| ∇k |un,k〉 . (2.82)

The position operator in reciprocal-space and the semi-classical equation of motion of the position

for a particle at n-th band at crystal-momentum k with a band dispersion εn(k) are respectively (see

Appendix. C),

r̂ = i∇k +An,k,
dr

dt
= ∇kεn(k) +

dk

dt
× (∇k ×An,k) , (2.83)

which is similar to the momentum operator in presence of magnetic vector potential A and the equation

of motion of a charged particle in free space in presence of electric and magnetic field respectively,

p̂ = −i∇r −
q

c
A(r),

dr

dt
= −q∇rφ+

q

c

dr

dt
× (∇r ×A(r)) . (2.84)

The similarity of magnetic vector-potential and Berry-connection is discussed in the section Sec. 2.4.1 for

the case of Aharnov-Bohm effect. Comparing the equations Eq. 2.83 and Eq. 2.84, the Berry-connection

in equation Eq. 2.82 is the correct definition in reciprocal space.

The Berry-connection is not a gauge invariant quantity but Berry-curvature is a gauge invariant

physical quantity. The form of Berry-curvature for 2D-materials is given by,

Ωn(k) = ∇k ×An,k = i

[〈
∂unk
∂kx

∣∣∣∣ ∂unk∂ky

〉
−
〈
∂unk
∂ky

∣∣∣∣ ∂unk∂kx

〉]
. (2.85)

For this thesis most of the calculations of Berry-curvature is done using equation Eq. 2.85. If the Hamil-

tonian in k-space can be diagonalized analytically and the analytical expressions of eigen-values and



2.4. Physical Observable 45

eigen-vectors are available then the equation Eq. 2.85 gives the analytical expression of the Berry-

curvature. But Eq. 2.85 can not be implemented directly to calculate the Berry-curvature for a numerical

calculation. In a numerical calculation the reciprocal-space Hamiltonian is diagonalized independently

for each k-point independently and so the gauge degrees of freedom of the eigenstates or eigenvec-

tors for different k-points are arbitrary and not related with each other. So the numerical derivative of

eigenvectors can not be calculated correctly. The equation Eq. 2.85 can be transformed into the follow-

ing equation (see Appendix. C),

Ωn(k) = i

∑
n6=m

〈
um,k

∣∣∣ ∂H∂kx ∣∣∣un,k〉〈un,k∣∣∣ ∂H∂ky ∣∣∣um,k〉− (kx ↔ ky)

(Em(k)− En(k))
2 . (2.86)

The above equation is independent of the choice of the gauge as the terms like |un,k〉 and 〈un,k| are

present, any choice of phase factor or U(1)-gauge cancels out.

For Bogoliubov Valatin transformation the Berry-curvature for 2D-materials is given by [141],

Ωn,k = iεµν

[
σ3
∂T †k
∂kµ

σ3
∂Tk
∂kµ

]
nn

= i

[
(σ3)nn

∂(T †k)nα
∂kx

(σ3)αα
∂(Tk)αn
∂ky

− (kx ↔ ky)

]
, (2.87)

where Tk is the para-unitary matrix for the transformation and each column of the matrix represents

the eigenvectors of both positive and negative energy eigenvalues after the transformation as discussed

in section Sec. 2.3.2. σ3 is z-component of the Paulli matrix as defined in equation Eq. 2.47. Eq. 2.87 is

not suitable for the numerical calculation for the same reason of unsuitability of the equation Eq. 2.85

discussed before. The gauge-independent form the equation Eq. 2.87 is given by (see Appendix. C),

Ωn,k =
∑
m6=n

i(σ3)nn(σ3)mm


〈
um,k

∣∣∣ ∂H∂kx ∣∣∣un,k〉〈un,k∣∣∣ ∂H∂ky ∣∣∣um,k〉− (kx ↔ ky)

(Em(k)− En(k))
2

 . (2.88)

The sum is over all the eigenstates with positive and negative eigenvalues of dynamic matrix of bosonic

Bogoliubov-Hamiltonian.

Furthermore the first Brillouin-zone has a toroidal geometry which is similar to the closed 2D-

manifold discussed in the section Sec. 2.4.1. For a closed parameter space a topological invariant like

Euler-characteristic can be defined. The topological invariant defined for each band in the Brillouin-
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zone is known as Chern number which is given as,

Cn =
1

2π

‹
BZ

Ωn,kdkx dky . (2.89)

The Chern-number is always is a positive or negative integer for a band. However when the gap

between two band is finite but very small, in general the Berry-curvature is mostly concentrated around

the point of direct-gap between the bands (see equation Eq. 2.88). So in this situation, to calculate

a integer-valued Chern-number a very fine grid of momentum space is necessary in the numerical

calculation which increases the computational complexity. This problem of calculating Chern-number

can be avoided by using the method described in the reference [142]. The Chern number is given by,

C̃n =
1

2πi

∑
l

F̃n12(kl), (2.90)

where,

F̃n12(kl) = ln[Un1 (kl)U
n
2 (kl + 1̂)Un1 (kl + 2̂)−1Un2 (kl)

−1]

Unµ̂ (kl) =
〈un,kl | un,kl+µ̂〉
| 〈un,kl | un,kl+µ̂〉 |

. (2.91)

Here Unµ̂ is U(1)-link variable for n-th band. kl is the discretized Brillouin-zone and kl +µ is the k-point

next to the point kl in the direction µ̂, where µ̂ = 1̂, or 2̂ denoting kx or ky direction for a square-lattice

Brillouin-zone (This can be generalized to Brillouin-zone of any lattice). In this method, the critical

number of points required in Brillouin zone to calculate the Chern number is,

N c
B ≈ O

(√
2Cn
q1q2

)
, (2.92)

where q1 and q2 is the periodicity of the lattice in 1̂ and 2̂ direction respectively.

If two bands are degenerate, it is not possible to define the Chern number for the bands separately.

However the Chern number of the multiple bands can be calculated simultaneously, it is known as non-

abelian Chern number. The same equation Eq. 2.90 is used to calculate the non-abelian Chern number

with the following definition of U(1)-link variable,

Unµ (kl) =
det
(
ψ†(kl)ψ(kl + 1)

)
|det (ψ†(kl)ψ(kl + 1)) |

, (2.93)

whereψ(kl) is a row matrix which contains un,kl for M-degenerate bands and given byψ(kl) = (un1,kl , un2,kl , · · · , unM,kl).
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2.4.3 Edge states on a strip geometry

Figure 2.8: The honeycomb lattice structure of size (20 × 14) with periodic boundary condition along

x-axis and open boundary condition along y-axis. The encircled sites are the basis of unit cell and

mentioned as a stripe in the text.

For a non-trivial topology of bulk band structure, edge-states are present in the band structure for a

strip-geometry of a system (Fig. 2.8), which consists of periodic (open) boundary condition along the

length (width) of the (two dimensional) lattice. The number of surface or edge-states are related to

the bulk topological invariants (e.g. Chern number) and it is known as Bulk edge correspondence.

Although the formalism for calculating the band structure for a strip geometry is similar to the section

Sec. 2.3.1 and Sec. 2.3.2, a more organized approach for making a matrix-form for a Hamiltonian is

described in this section [114]. The Hamiltonian in tight binding form can be written as,

H =
∑
ij

tij |i〉 〈j| , (2.94)

where, i and j are the sites of lattice and tij is the hopping amplitude. More explicitly the Hamiltonian

can be written as a matrix form as [114],

H =
∑
m,s

[
Ψ†mUΨm + Ψ†mTΨm+1 + Ψ†m+1T

†Ψm

]
, (2.95)

where, Ψ†m = (b̂†1,m, b̂
†
2,m, ..., b̂

†
N,m) and Ns is the number of sites along the stripe(the sites inside the

red circle of Fig. 2.8 makes one stripe) and m denotes the stripe index. U and T are Ns × Ns matrices.

Matrix-U contains all the on-site and intra-stripe hopping elements(inside the red circle of Fig. 2.8) and
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matrix-T contains all the inter-stripe hopping elements. Imposing periodic boundary condition along

the x-direction as shown in the figure Fig. 2.8, one can Fourier transform the Hamiltonian with a 1D

Bloch-wave vector, given by Ψm = (1/
√
M)

∑M−1
k=0 Ψke

−i2πkm/M , where M is the number of stripes

along the x-direction in Fig. 2.8. After Fourier transform the Hamiltonian is given by,

H =
∑
k

Ψ†k

[
U +

(
Tei

2kπ
M + H.c.

)]
Ψk

=
∑
k

Ψ†kHkΨk, (2.96)

The Hamiltonian is diagonalized as,

εk = P †HkP, (2.97)

where, P is an unitary matrix and the corresponding eigenvector is given by,

Ψd
k = P †Ψk. (2.98)

Diagonalizing the momentum space Hamiltonian, we obtain the bands for the strip geometry. Presence

of edge states (eigenstates confined to the edges of the system) in the band-structure signifies a non-

trivial topology of the bulk system.

In two dimensional band-topological system there are mainly two types of edge-state. One is known

as helical edge-state and another is known as chiral edge state. In case of chiral edge-modes, there is

one edge state at each edges and the velocity at the two edges are equal and opposite. On the other

hand, Helical edge-states are two copies of chiral edge-modes with opposite velocity and in general

each chiral edge modes are associated with opposite spin degrees of freedom.

The velocity operator is expressed in terms of the k-space eigenstates as [143, 144],

v̂ =
∑
ij

vij |i〉 〈j| , (2.99)

where the coefficients vij is given by,

vij = 〈i| v̂ |j〉 = − i
~
〈i| [r̂,H] |j〉 = − i

~
(ri − rj)tij . (2.100)

Using the velocity operator the velocity distribution across the width of the strip can be determined.

The contribution to x-component of the velocity at co-ordinate y from the eigenstate at kx-point of n-th

band is expressed as,

vn(kx, y) = ρn,kxPn(kx, y)vn(kx), (2.101)
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where vn(kx) is the velocity eigenvalue, ρn,kx is the Bose-Einstein distribution, Pn(kx, y) is the proba-

bility of the eigenstate at y-coordinate along the strip. Thus the total velocity in x-direction of particles

at y-coordinate is given by,

v(y) =
∑
n,kx

vn(kx, y) (2.102)

A similar formalism can be developed for a Bogoliubov Hamiltonian, where

Ψ†m = (b̂†1,m, b̂
†
2,m, ..., b̂

†
N,m, b̂1,m, b̂2,m, ..., b̂N,m)

and a factor 1
2 need to be multiplied in the equation Eq 2.95 to avoid double counting of the terms in

the summation.

2.4.4 Thermal Hall Conductance and Spin Nernst effect

Figure 2.9: (a) Schematic picture of particle orbital magnetization. The particle orbital magnetization

has two contributions, one is from self-rotation and another is from the flow of particle along the edge

in presence of non-zero Berry-curvature. (b) The thermal Hall effect for one species of particle (red

sphere) due to temperature gradient (∇T ). The green-arrow shows the longitudinal current and the

yeollow arrow shows the transverse Hall current. (c) The spin-Nernst effect for a temperature gradient

∇T . The spin-up (red sphere) and spin-down (blue sphere) moments flow in the opposite directions

(shown by yellow arrows, resulting in a net flow of magnetic moment in the transverse direction.

Being charge neutral particles, magnons are not effected by external electric field and so conventional

electric field driven Hall-effect can not be observed. But a thermal gradient along a topological magnon

system would drive a transverse magnon current known as thermal magnon Hall effect (see Fig. 2.9(b)).

The reason of transverse current can be explained by the presence of chiral-edge states. The occupation

number of magnons in the edge-state at edge at high temperature increases compared with the edge-
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state at edge at low temperature. In turn a transverse current flows in the direction of the edge state with

higher occupation number. Here we recall the derivation of the thermal Hall conductance following the

references Ref. [145, 146, 147, 148]. Assuming perturbations in the system is small such that inter-band

transition can be neglected and semi-classical dynamics of a wave-packet formed by the wave-functions

of n-th band can be studied independent of the other bands and the wave-function of the wave-packet

is given by,

|W0〉 =

ˆ
d3kw(k, t) |ψn(k)〉 , (2.103)

where Bloch function |ψn(k)〉 = eik·r |un(k)〉. The complex function w(k, t) is an envelope function

such that the peak of the wave-packet in the momentum and real-space are at kc and rc respectively.

Thus,

kc =

ˆ
|w(k, t)|2kd3k

rc = 〈W0|r|W0〉 = −∇kcarg[w] + An(kc), (2.104)

where Berry-connection,An(k) = i 〈un|∇k|un〉. The equation of motion of the wave-packet is given by

(see Appendix. D for the derivation and the subscript c from kc and rc is dropped),

ṙ =
1

~
∇kεn(k) +

1

~
∇U(r)×Ωz

n(k)

k̇ = −1

~
∇U(r) (2.105)

The schematic of the equation of motion is depicted in the figure. 2.9(a). If we assume the potential

throughout the system is uniform, the Berry-curvature contribution to the velocity ṙ exists only near

the edges due to potential gradient and so in presence of non-zero Berry-curvature the wave-packet

gains a rotational motion around the edge. The thermal orbital magnetization per unit volume due to

the rotational motion along the edge is given as (see Appendix. D, here chemical potential µ = 0 for

magnons),

M
edge
Q =

1

V ~
∑
n,k

Ωzn(k)

ˆ ∞
εn(k)

ερ(ε)dε, (2.106)

where V is the volume of the system and ρ(ε) = 1/(exp(ε/T ) − 1) is the Bose-Einstein distribution.

Moreover the wave-packet self-rotates around itself as shown in the figure Fig. 2.9(a). As a consequence

the total thermal current of magnon has two contributions, one from the motion of center of mass of
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wave-packet and another from rotational motion of the wave packet, which is expressed as,

J total
Q =

1

V

∑
n,k

ρn,kεn(k)ṙ(n,k) + ∇×M self
Q . (2.107)

The part ∇ ×MQ (where MQ = M
edge
Q + M self

Q ) of the total current J total
Q is divergence free and this

divergence-less part does not contribute to the current measured by conventional transport experi-

ment [149]. Therefore, the transport current is given by,

J tr
Q = J total

Q −∇×MQ

=
1

V

∑
n,k

ρn,kεn(k)ṙ(n,k)−∇×M edge
Q . (2.108)

If a linear temperature gradient is applied, the transverse current is achieved due to the second term

in the expression as it can be re-expressed as ∇T × ∂M
edge
Q

∂T . Therefore, the thermal Hall conductance is

given by,

κH =
∂M

edge
Q

∂T
(2.109)

=
1

V ~T
∑
n,k

[ˆ ∞
εn(k)

ε2
∂ρ(ε)

∂ε
dε

]
Ωzn(k)

=
1

V ~T
∑
n,k

[
−k2

BT
2

ˆ ρn,k

0

(log(1 + ρ−1))2dρ

]
Ωzn(k)

=
1

V ~T
∑
n,k

[
−k2

BT
2c2(ρn,k)

]
Ωzn(k)

= −k
2
BT

V ~
∑
n,k

c2(ρn,k)Ωzn(k) (2.110)

The scaled thermal Hall conductivity for a two-dimensional material is given by [42, 150] (where

the summation 1
d

∑
kz

is omitted and 1
A

∑
kx,ky

= 1
(2π)2

´
d2k, where A is area.),

κ′xy =
κxy~
kB

= − T ′

(2π)2

∑
n

ˆ
BZ

c2(ρn,k)Ωnxy(k)d2k, (2.111)

where κxy is the thermal Hall conductivity for a two-dimensional material, T ′ is the scaled temperature,

T ′ = kBT , and ρn,k = 1/(exp(εn(k)/T ′) − 1) is the Bose-Einstein distribution function with εn(k) as

the energy of the n-th magnon band at k-point in Brillouin zone, Ωnxy(k) is the Berry-curvature of

the n-th band at the k-point and c2(x) = (1 + x)
(
log 1+x

x

)2 − (log(x))2 − 2Li2(−x) where Li2(x) is a

polylogarithmic function.



2.4. Physical Observable 52

The thermal Hall effect in a magnetic system is equivalent to the quantum Hall effect in an electronic

system with one species of electron (either spin-up or spin-down). In a similar manner, spin Nernst

effect in a spin system is similar to the quantum spin Hall effect in a electron system (see Fig. 2.9(c)). As

described before that the thermal Hall effect is a consequence of chiral edge states. In a similar manner

spin-Nernst effect is result of the Helical edge states. The Nernst conductivity for a two-dimensional

material is calculated using the expression [151],

αsxy =
kBT

2A

∑
k,s,n

sc1[ρns (k)]Ωns (k), (2.112)

where A is the area or volume of the system. Again, ρns (k) and Ωns (k) are the Bose-Einstein distribution

and Berry-curvature of n-th band respectively. s = ±1 represents a spin± 1
2 quasi-particle. The function

c1(x) = (1 + x) ln(1 + x) − x lnx. The Nernst conductivity can also be derived using semi-classical

formalism in a similar manner and it can be shown that Nernst conductivity is proportional to the

temperature derivative of particle orbital magnetization instead of thermal orbital magnetization as in

equation Eq. 2.109 [145].
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2.4.5 Dynamical Spin Structure Factor

Figure 2.10: The schematic of experimental arrangement of spin Hall noise spectroscopy. The edges of

the spin system is attached with a metal. The quantum fluctuation at the edges generate a fluctuating

pure spin current along x-axis. Due to inverse spin Hall effect a transverse fluctuating charge current

flows along y− or z−direction. The double derivative of the noise spectrum of the charge current is

proportional to the dynamical spin structure factor at the edge of the spin system as discussed in main

text. The dynamical spin structure factor contains the information related to the edge state dispersion.

The non-trivial topology of the bulk of a system denotes presence of states at the edges or surfaces of

that system. The reference Ref. [152] shows that the edge states can be detected via spin Hall noise

spectroscopy. The experimental arrangement of spin Hall noise spectroscopy is shown in the figure

Fig. 2.10. The quantum fluctuations of spins at the edges generate a fluctuating pure spin current in the

metal and as a result of inverse spin Hall effect a fluctuating transverse charge current is generated. If

the x-axis is perpendicular to the common edge of the metal and spin system, the double derivative of

noise spectrum Iz(y)
c (Ω) of charge current in the z (or y) direction in the metal is proportional to the

Dynamical Spin Structure Factor (DSSF) Sz(y)(Ω) in the following way,

d2Iz(y)
c (Ω)

dΩ2
∝ Sy(z)(Ω), (2.113)

where,

Sα(Ω) = i
∑
j∈edge

[
Sααjj (Ω) + Sxxjj (Ω)

]
, Sααjk (Ω) = −i

ˆ ∞
−∞

dte−iΩt
〈
Sαj (t)Sαk (0)

〉
0
. (2.114)
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The sign 〈· · · 〉0 denotes equilibrium thermal average and Sαj is the α-th component of spin-operator at

site-j.

In this section, we briefly outline the derivation of Eq. 2.113 following the reference Ref. [152]. The

quantum spin-fluctuation at edge gives rise to a spin current in metal in the direction perpendicular to

the magnet-metal interface (x-direction in Fig.2.10) and at x = 0 the current is given by,

Iσs (t) = Iσs (t)x̂, (2.115)

where σ denotes the direction of spin-polarization. The magnitude of the spin-current decays towards

the other boundary of the metal (boundary at x = d in Fig. 2.10) and considering vanishing spin-current

at x = d, the spin current-density profile throughout the metal is given by,

jσs (x, t) = Iσs
sinh[(d− x)/λ]

Ai sinh(d/λ)
, (2.116)

where Ai is the interfacial area between metal and magnet, λ is the spin-diffusion length of isotropic

metal. The fluctuating spin-current induces a fluctuating charge current in the metal due to inverse

spin Hall effect and the direction of charge current is perpendicular to both direction of spin-current

and spin-polarization. The charge current at time t is obtained by integrating the spin current-density

in Eq. 2.116 over the volume of metal and multiplying appropriate factor related to spin-Hall effect and

written as,

Ic(t) = Θ
2e

~
λAm
dAi

tanh

(
d

2λ

)
(x̂× σ)Iσs , (2.117)

where Am is the area perpendicular to the charge current and Θ is the spin-Hall angle. The noise

spectrum for spin-current and charge current respectively,

Iz(y)
s (Ω) =

ˆ
dt
〈
Îz(y)
s (0)Îz(y)

s (t)
〉

exp(−iΩt),

Iy(z)
c (Ω) =

ˆ
dt
〈
Îy(z)
c (0)Îy(z)

c (t)
〉

exp(−iΩt) =

[
Θ

2e

~
λAm
dAi

tanh

(
d

2λ

)]2

Iz(y)
s (Ω), (2.118)

where 〈〉 denotes equilibrium thermal average. The interaction between metal and magnet is consid-

ered as isotropic Heisenberg interaction,

Ĥc = −ηa3
∑
j

δjx,1ŝ(x = 0,Rj) · Ŝj , where, ŝ(R) =
1

2
ψ̂†s(R)τ ss′ ψ̂s(R). (2.119)
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ŝ(R) and Ŝj are the local spin-density operator in metal and spin-operator in magnet respectively.

ψ̂s(R) is the electronic field operator in metal, τ ss′ is the vector representing Pauli-matrices, η is the ex-

change constant and a is the lattice scaling in the metal. Considering the spin-quantization axis in metal

(axis for ŝz) aligned along the spin-polarization axis σ in quantum magnet, the y-component of spin

current operator entering into the metal is calculated using Hamiltonian Eq. 2.119 (see Appendix. E),

Îys =
iηa3

2
T̂y + h.c., where, T̂y =

∑
j

δjx,1ψ̂
†
↑(Rj)ψ̂↓(Rj)(Ŝ

z
j − iŜxj ) (2.120)

Using equations Eq. 2.120 and Eq. 2.118 the noise spectrum in spin current is given by (see Ap-

pendix. E),

Iys (Ω) ≈ 2i

(
ηa3mkF

2π2~

)2 ˆ
dν
∑
j

δjx,1
[
Sxxjj (ν) + Szzjj (ν)

] Ω− ν
1− exp−β~(Ω− ν)

, (2.121)

where, Sxxjj (ν) is the DSSF as defined in Eq. 2.114 and kF is the Fermi-vector for the metal and m is the

mass of electron. The double-derivative of spin-noise spectrum is given by,

d2Iys (Ω)

dΩ2
= 2i

(
ηa3mkF

2π2~

)2 ˆ
dν
∑
j

δjx,1
[
Sxxjj (ν) + Szzjj (ν)

] d2

dΩ2

Ω− ν
1− exp [−β~(Ω− ν)]

≈ 2i

(
ηa3mkF

2π2~

)2∑
j

δjx,1
[
Sxxjj (Ω) + Szzjj (Ω)

]
, (2.122)

where it is assumed that the double derivative at the right hand side is a Dirac-delta function because

at low temperature it is highly peaked at ν = Ω. According to equations Eq. 2.118 the double-derivative

of the noise spectrum of charge current is proportional to the double derivative of noise spectrum of

spin-current and so the proportionality between double-derivative of charge noise spectrum and DSSF

as in equation Eq.2.113 is proved.

The non-zero DSSF at the edges not only proves the presence of edge states, but also it gives the

information of the dispersion of the edge states. If the edge state is dispersionless then DSSF has a

single Dirac delta peak at the energy equal to the energy of edge state (considering the edge has only

one edge state). Otherwise the DSSF has a distribution in the frequency space with a finite width. This

is due to many Dirac delta peaks at each (quasi-continuous) energy levels of the edge state. The width

of the distribution denotes that the energy levels of the edge state is within that energy range.
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2.5 Symmetry

Figure 2.11: (a) Symmetries of square box and symmetry operations constitute D4h-point group. The

wavefunctions (a) 1
N (ψ12 + ψ21) and (b) 1

N (ψ12 − ψ21) as a function of space. N is the normalization

factor.

The symmetry of a system is paramount in understanding its mathematical structure. In the classical

systems symmetry of the system defines conserved quantities (Noether’s theorem) and in quantum

mechanics it translates into the conserved quantum numbers. For example one of the most important

result in condensed matter physics is the Bloch’s theorem which states that in a periodic crystal the

crystal momentum is conserved and eigenstates of the system is associated with a specific crystal mo-

mentum. The conservation of crystal momentum is a consequence of translational symmetry of the

periodic system.

In quantum mechanics the energies of a system are discrete in general. Degeneracies may arise due

to certain symmetry protection or be accidental in nature (which, in turn may or may not reflect some

hidden symmetry). The symmetry protected degenerate eigenstates of the quantum system is related

to the two or higher dimensional irreducible representation of the symmetry-group of the system. For

example a square box can be classified by point group symmetry D4h (see Fig. 2.11(a)), where a point

group is a group of symmetry operations which do not alter the position of particular point. Moreover

the energies and wavefunctions of particle in a square box is given by the following expressionEnx,ny =

~2π2

2mL2 (n2
x+n2

y) and ψn1,n2 = 2
L sin(nπxL ) sin(nπyL ) respectively. So the energy levels for unequal nx and ny
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are two-fold degenerate. This degeneracy is due to two dimensional irreducible representation of the

point groupD4h. As an example the linear superposition of wave-functions for the states nx = 1, ny = 2

and nx = 2, ny = 1 are shown in the figure Fig. 2.11(b). The wave-functions has the same symmetry

as the square box. The traces of the matrices correspond to the symmetry operators assuming the

wavefunctions as the basis is equal to the characters of Eu representation of the D4h point group as

shown below in the table,

D4h E 2C4(z) C2 2C ′2 2C ′′2 i 2S4 σh 2σv 2σd

Eu +2 0 -2 0 0 -2 0 +2 0 0

So the degeneracy of the states is protected by the D4h symmetry group of the system. Additionally

there is an accidental degeneracy between the states nx = 1, ny = 7 and nx = 5, ny = 5.

In crystal there are several point groups associated with different points on the lattice. All these

point groups along with the translational symmetries form a group known as space group. There are

32 possible point groups and 230 possible space groups. Moreover it is possible to include time-reversal

symmetry operation for a magnetic system, which flips the spins on the sites. Inclusion of antiunitary

time-reversal operation extends the 32 point groups into 122 magnetic point group(32 point group,

32 grey group, 58 color point group) and 230 space group into 1651 magnetic space group (230 space

group, 230 grey group, 1191 color space group). The degenerate states at the high symmetry points

are due to the two or higher dimensional irreducible representations(corepresentation) of the little-

group(little-magnetic group), where little-group(little magnetic group) is the point-group(magnetic-

point group) valid for the high symmetric point in the Brillouin zone [153, 154, 155, 156]. Sometimes

the presence of anti-unitary symmetry in the system gives rise to the Kramers degeneracy if the square

of the operator is negative one at certain points of the Brillouin-zone. Sometimes the energies at

the Brillouin zone boundary are degenerate, this is due to presence of nonsymmorphic space group.

The Herring’s method is useful to show the nonsymmorphic symmetry protection of band degenera-

cies [157, 158].



2.5. Symmetry 58

Figure 2.12: (a) The schematic of square shaped molecule with spins sitting on two different atoms

denoted by blue and red sphere. The inversion symmetry on each nearest neighbour bond is broken.

The horizontal mirror plane σh is denoted by the blue plane and the dotted line represents the mirror

plane σd. (b) The DMI on each bonds due to the broken inversion symmetry and presence of other

symmetries. The red dotted circle denotes the direction of DM-interaction.

Breaking of symmetry plays an important role from fundamental physics to applied physics. For

example presence of Higgs boson is a consequence of spontaneous breaking of electroweak symme-

try and the fundamental particles gain mass due to interaction with the Higgs boson field. In a similar

manner in a magnetic system breaking of inversion symmetry in the lattice introduces DMI (see Eq. 2.4).

As an example the DMI on the bonds of the square shaped molecule as in the figure Fig. 2.12(a) is deter-

mined here by considering symmetries of the molecule. Firstly the bonds do not posses any inversion

symmetry due to two different atoms denoted by blue and red sphere. On the bond-a the DMI is given

by,

D · (S1 × S2)

=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
Da,x Da,y Da,z

S1,x S1,y S1,z

S2,x S2,y S2,z

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
= σh

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
Da,x Da,y Da,z

S1,x S1,y S1,z

S2,x S2,y S2,z

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
σ−1
h =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
Da,x Da,y Da,z

−S1,x −S1,y S1,z

−S2,x −S2,y S2,z

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
−Da,x −Da,y Da,z

S1,x S1,y S1,z

S2,x S2,y S2,z

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
,

where, σh is the horizontal-mirror symmetry operator.

∴ Da,x = 0, Da,y = 0. (2.123)



2.5. Symmetry 59

Similarly the x and y components of DMI at all bonds are zero. Further presence of the mirror symmetry

σd1 at the diagonal of the square structure transforms the DMI on the bond-a to bond-b in the following

way, ∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
0 0 Db,z

S2,x S2,y S2,z

S3,x S3,y S3,z

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
= σd1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
0 0 Da,z

S1,x S1,y S1,z

S2,x S2,y S2,z

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
σ−1
d1 =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
0 0 Da,z

S3,y S3,x S3,z

S2,y S2,x S2,z

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
0 0 Da,z

S2,x S2,y S2,z

S3,x S3,y S3,z

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∴ Dbz = Daz (2.124)

Similarly using other symmetry operators the DMI at other bonds,

Db,z = Dc,z = Dd,z = Da,z (2.125)

The figure Fig. 2.12(b) shows the resultant DMI due to the symmetry of the system.



Chapter 3
Engineering antichiral edgestates in

ferromagnetic honeycomb lattices

The results in this chapter is published as D. Bhowmick and P. Sengupta. Antichiral edge states in Heisenberg

ferromagnet on a honeycomb lattice. Physical Review B 101, 195133 (2020). DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevB.101.195133

3.1 Introduction

Haldane’s paradigmatic model [8] of tight binding on a honeycomb lattice with complex next-nearest

neighbor hopping – constitutes the foundation of many of the electronic topological phases. It has a nat-

ural realization in (quasi-) 2D insulating ferromagnets such as CrI3 [66] and AFe2(PO4)2 (A=Ba,Cs,K,La)

[159] in terms of magnetic excitations called magnons. In many of these materials, the dominant

Heisenberg exchange is supplemented by a next-nearest neighbour anti-symmetric DMI. Furthermore

these systems can be described by two species of quasi-particles known as spinons with up and down

spins. The spin model translates into the Kane Mele model for spinons – has been proposed to de-

scribe the dynamics of the system for a wide range of temperatures [70]. The spinon bands acquire

a non-trivial topology due to Berry phase arising from the DMI. This results in a spin Nernst effect

(SNE) where a thermal gradient drives a transverse spin current, a spinon version of the spin Hall ef-
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fect [70, 160, 161, 71]. In a finite sample, the up(or down) spinon species generate two counter propagat-

ing spin currents along the edges that are protected by chiral symmetry of the Hamiltonian – analogous

to two copies of the thermal Hall effect (THE) of magnons that has been observed in many insulating

magnets [42, 150, 43, 162].

Recently, there has been growing interest in engineering systems with co-propagating edge cur-

rents [72, 163, 164], through an ingenious, yet physically unrealistic, modification of the Haldane model.

The conservation of net current is satisfied by counter propagating bulk current. So in contrast to con-

ventional topological insulators the bulk is not insulating anymore. In this work, we demonstrate that

anti-chiral states arise naturally in spinons on a honeycomb magnet comprised of two different mag-

netic ions, with unequal DMI for the two sublattices. In the absence of DMI, the spinon dispersion

consists of two doubly degenerate bands with linear band crossings at K and K′ [62]. The degeneracy

between the two spinon branches are lifted for a finite symmetric DMI [64, 165, 166]. For asymmetric

DMI, The two bands for each spinon species are shifted in opposite directions relative to each other

at the K and K′ points in the Brillouin zone. As a consequence gapless edge modes in up-spinon or

down-spinon sector achieve similar dispersion at both edges, giving rise to co-propagating edge states

for each spinon-sectors. The spin current due to up-spinon and down-spinon channels at a particular

edge are in opposite directions. Thus the two edges contribute to the net flow of spin-momentum in

the same direction (see Fig. 3.3(b)). So, this yields effective anti-chiral edge states for the spinons in ad-

dition to normal chiral ones. We present a detailed characterization of the nature of the edge and bulk

spinon states and suggest suitable experimental signatures to detect these novel topological states.

3.2 Model

We consider a Heisenberg ferromagnet on the honeycomb lattice with unequal DMI (DA and DB) on

the two sub-lattices. Introducing the symmetric and anti-symmetric combinations of DA and DB as,

D = 1
2 (DA +DB), D′ = 1

2 (DA −DB) – termed chiral and anti-chiral DMI respectively for reasons

that will become clear later – the Hamiltonian is given by,
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H =− J
∑
〈i,j〉

Si · Sj +DA

∑
〈〈i,j〉〉A

νij ẑ · (Si × Sj) +DB

∑
〈〈i,j〉〉B

ν′ij ẑ · (Si × Sj)−B
∑
i

Szi ,

= −J
∑
〈i,j〉

Si · Sj +D
∑
〈〈i,j〉〉

νij ẑ · (Si × Sj) +D′
∑
〈〈i,j〉〉

ν′ij ẑ · (Si × Sj)−B
∑
i

Szi , (3.1)

where, J > 0 is the nearest neighbor Heisenberg interaction and νij = +1 when i and j are along the

cyclic arrows shown in Fig. 3.1(b). Again, 〈...〉 and 〈〈...〉〉 denote the nearest-neighbour and next-nearest

neighbour bonds respectively. Moreover, 〈〈...〉〉A (〈〈...〉〉B) represents the next-nearest neighbour bonds

with among sublattice-A (sublattice-B). Finally, ν′ij = +νij for sublattice-A and ν′ij = −νij for sublattice-

B (Fig. 3.1(c)). The zero-temperature ground state of the Hamiltonian (Eq. 3.1) is ferromagnetic for J >

− 3
√

3
2

∑
p |D + pD′| , p = ±1 in absence of magnetic field. The magnetic field B is introduced in a

Zeeman coupling term to stabilize the ferromagnetic ground state at finite temperature. The energy

scale is set by choosing J = 1 – all other parameters in the Hamiltonian are in units of J .

Figure 3.1: (a) The honeycomb lattice structure. (b) The directions along which νij = +1 has been

shown, otherwise νij = −1. (c) The directions along which ν′ij = +1 has been shown, otherwise

ν′ij = −1.
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3.3 Results

3.3.1 Spinon-Picture

The Hamiltonian ( 3.1) has a ferromagnetic ground state. This can be described as the condensation

of one of the spin species. At low temperatures (T � J), the only dynamics comes from magnon

excitations that carry the opposite spin. However, at finite temperatures (T ∼ J), both spin species

contribute to the dynamics of the system. We start the discussion of our results with the general con-

sideration of both spins contributing to the dynamics and later demonstrate that this naturally reduces

to the magnon picture at low temperatures. We apply the SBMFT to study the topological character

of the magnetic system at finite temperatures. A detailed description of SBMFT is given in the sec-

tion Sec. 2.2.3 in ”Model and Numerical Methods” chapter. The spinon representation consists of the

mapping the spin operators into spinons as, S+
i = b†i,↑bi,↓, S

−
i = b†i,↓bi,↑, S

z
i = 1

2

(
b†i,↑bi,↑ − b

†
i,↓bi,↓

)
,

where bi,s and b†i,s are the annihilation and creation operators of spin-1/2 up(s = +1) or down(s = −1)

spinons respectively. The constraint
∑
s b
†
i,sbi,s = 2S, ∀i on the bosonic operators ensures the fulfillment

of the spin-S algebra.

Defining the bond-operators, χ̂ij,s = b̂†i,sb̂j,s and χ̂ij = (χ̂ij,↑ + χ̂ij,↓) /2, we can re-write the Hamil-

tonian in terms of Schwinger bosons bond operators as,

Hsp =− 2J
∑
〈i,j〉

: χ̂†ijχ̂ij : −D
2

∑
〈〈i,j〉〉

iνij

(
: χ̂†ij,↑χ̂ij,↓ : − : χ̂†ij,↓χ̂ij,↑ :

)
− D′

2

∑
〈〈i,j〉〉

iν′ij

(
: χ̂†ij,↑χ̂ij,↓ : − : χ̂†ij,↓χ̂ij,↑ :

)
− B

2

∑
i

(
b̂†i,↑b̂i,↑ − b̂

†
i,↓b̂i,↓

)
+
∑
is

λib̂
†
i,sb̂i,s − 4SNλ+ 3NJS2 (3.2)

The bond operators is chosen such that the total number of spinon is conserved in the mean field

Hamiltoian which is equivalent to Sz-conservation in terms of spin [109]. Furthermore new bond

operators are defined so that corresponding mean field parameters are real: Âij,s = 1
2 (χ̂ij,s + χ̂ji,s),

B̂ij,s =
νij
2i (χ̂ij,s − χ̂ji,s), B̂′ij,s =

ν′
ij

2i (χ̂ij,s − χ̂ji,s). λi is the Lagrange undetermined multiplier in-

troduced to implement the local constraint. We define mean field parameters η =
〈
χ̂†ij

〉
= 〈χ̂ij〉,

ζs =
〈
Â†ij,s

〉
=
〈
Âij,s

〉
, ξs =

〈
B̂†ij,s

〉
=
〈
B̂ij,s

〉
, ξ′s =

〈
B̂′
†
ij,s

〉
=
〈
B̂′ij,s

〉
.

Thus applying Schwinger Boson transformation along with the constraint, and using a mean field
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approximation to reduce the 4-body operators to bilinear forms, the spin model Eq. 3.1 is mapped to

the the mean field hamiltonian,

H =− ηJ
∑
〈i,j〉,s

[
b̂†i,sb̂j,s + H.c.

]
+
∑
i,s

(
λ− sB

2

)
b̂†i,sb̂i,s

+
D

2

∑
〈〈ij〉〉,s

[
(iνijsζ−s + sξ−s) b̂

†
i,sb̂j,s + H.c.

]
+
D′

2

∑
〈〈ij〉〉,s

[(
iν′ijsζ−s + sξ′−s

)
b̂†i,sb̂j,s + H.c.

]
(3.3)

where the mean field parameters are defined as, η = 〈χ̂ij〉 evaluated on the nearest neighbour-bonds,

and ζs = 1
2 〈χ̂ij,s + χ̂ji,s〉, ξs =

νij
2i 〈χ̂ij,s − χ̂ji,s〉 and ξ′s =

ν′
ij

2i 〈χ̂ij,s − χ̂ji,s〉, evaluated on next nearest

neighbour bonds. The terms associated with the parmeters η, νijζ−s of spinon Hamiltonian Eq 3.3 con-

stitute the Kane-Mele model [70]. The term with parameter ν′ijζ−s corresponds to the anti-chiral hop-

ping term introduced in Ref. [72]. The terms with the parameters ξs and ξ′s have no effect on the energy

or the topological character of the bands, as the parameters are found to be much smaller compared

to other mean field parameters. The constraint λi = λ is considered uniform throughout the lattice to

retain the translational symmetry of the lattice. Fourier transformation of the mean field Hamiltonian

in momentum-space yields,

Hmfsp =
∑

k∈B.Z.,s

Ψ†k,s [gs(k)I + hs(k) · σ] Ψk,s + E0, (3.4)

where, Ψ†k,s =
(
â†k,s, b̂

†
k,s

)
. â†k,s and b̂†k,s are the creation operators for spinons on sublattice-A and

sublattice-B (see Fig. 3.1(a)), respectively. σα(α = x, y, z) represents the Pauli matrices. The other terms

are given by,

gs(k) =− sB

2
+ λ+ sDξ−sγ

β
c + sD′

(
ξ′−sγ

β
c − ζ−sγβs

)
,

hs(k) =

(
−Jηγαc , Jηγαs , −Dsζc−sγβs

)
,

E0 =6NuJη
2 − 6DNu

∑
s

sζsξ−s − 6D′Nu
∑
s

sζsξ
′
−s − 4SNuλ+ 3NuJS

2, (3.5)

where, γβc =
∑
j cos(k ·βj), γβs =

∑
j sin(k ·βj), γαc =

∑
j cos(k ·αj), γαs =

∑
j sin(k ·αj) and the vectors

βj andαj are shown in figure Fig. 3.1(a). Nu is the number of unit cells in lattice. E0 is the energy of the

ground state and the energies of spinons are considered with respect to the ground state energy. The

mean field parameters are obtained by solving a set of self-consistent equations, derived by minimizing

the Helmholtz free energy at a particular temperature.
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After diagonalizing the k-space Hamiltonian we get,

Hmfsp = E0 +
∑
k,s,τ

Eτs (k)b̂†k,τ,sb̂k,τ,s, (3.6)

where, the relative energies,

Eτs (k) = gs(k) + τ |hs(k)| , (3.7)

refer to the upper (τ = +1) and the lower (τ = −1) band for each spinon sectors s = ±1.

From this we get the internal energy and the entropy of the non-interacting bosonic system as,

U = E0 +
∑
k,s,τ

ρτs (k)Eτs (k),

S = kB
∑
k,s,τ

[(1 + ρτs (k)) ln (1 + ρτs (k))− ρτs (k) ln ρτs (k)], (3.8)

where, ρτs (k) = [exp (Eτs (k))− 1]
−1 is the Bose-Einstein distribution of spin-s spinons in the τ -band.

The Helmohltz-free-energy is given by,

G = U − TS = E0 − kBT
∑
k,s,τ

ln

 1

1− exp
(
−Eτs (k)
kBT

)
 (3.9)

After minimizing the Helmholtz free energy with respect to the mean field parameters, we get six self

consistent equations, given by,

2S =
1

2Nu

∑
k,τ,s

ρτs (k),

1 =− J

12Nu

∑
k,s,τ

τ
ρτs (k)

|hs|

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
j

eik·αj

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

Dξs +D′ξ′s =
1

6Nu

∑
k,τ

(
D′ − τsD

2ζ−sγ

hs

)
ρτs (k)γβs ,

ζs =
1

6Nu

∑
k,τ

ρτs (k)
∑
j

cos(k · βj), (3.10)

The mean field parameters are obtained by solving these six self-consistent equations. It is notable that

the mean field parameter η can be chosen as real, absorbing the complex phase factor into operator

b̂i,s. All other mean field parameters are defined in a way that those are real valued. Using the pa-

rameters, we plot the band structure and evaluate corresponding topological information. For a fixed

set of J,D,D′, B, the mean field parameters are solved and plotted against temperature T in Fig 3.2.
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The parameters η and ζs represent short range correlations identifying magnetic ordering and serve

as order parameters for the transition from paramagnet with short-range correlations to completely

uncorrelated paramagnet.

Figure 3.2: Plot of mean-field parameters, for J = 1.0, D = 0.1, D′ = 0.05, B = 0.1

At low temperatures, finite, non-zero values of η and ζ↑ denote finite ferromagnetic short-range

correlations. A positiveB determines that the spins are all aligned along the +ve z-direction at T = 0. In

other words, the system is populated with up-spinons. As the temperature increases, thermally excited

down-spinons are generated, resulting in a finite, non-zero ζ↓. Finally, at high temperatures, a vanishing

of all the mean field parameters denotes a transition from paramagnetic phase with finite short range

correlations to a totally uncorrelated paramagnetic phase. The paramagnetic phase transition with

all zero correlations to be expected to be an outcome of large-N expansion. It has been shown for

Heisenberg model that taking into account of the quantum fluctuations in the mean field parameter

removes the phase transition [167].
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Figure 3.3: (a) Band along symmetry lines ΓK, KM ,MK ′,K ′Γ for J = 1.0, B = 0.1, Dch = 0.1, DAch =

0.05, T = 0.25. The blue band is for down-spinon band and the red band is for up-spinon band. (b) The

schematic of the antichiral contribution(D = 0, D′ 6= 0) of the current from edge-states(thin-arrows) and

bulk-states(thick-arrows). The color red and blue are the contributions from the up-spinon and down-

spinon respectively. The direction of the thin arrows for each spinon sectors are opposite and so there is

a net spin-current along the edges. Moreover, for each spinon sectors the direction of the thick arrows

and thin arrows are opposite, which in turn reduces the total spin-current flow along the edges. So, a

net spin-current flow along the two edges are the evidence of anti-chiral state. (c) Nernst-conductivity

v.s. temperature plot for different DMIs. The inset shows magnified figure of the rectangular portion

of the figure.

Band structure for spinons at a temperature T=0.25J is shown in Fig. 3.3(a). In the absence of DMI,

the two bands cross linearly at the Dirac points K and K′ [62]. A finite DMI opens up a gap with

magnitude ∆s = 3
√

3 |Dζ−s| in each spinon sector at K and K′ [64, 165, 166, 70]. For anisotropic system

(DA 6= DB) considered here, the gap opening is not symmetric and leads to a tilting of the spinon bands

near the Dirac momenta. The band tilting for each band in each spinon sector, defined as the energy

difference between two Dirac-points in the same band, is given by, T τs = 3
√

3 |D′ζ−s|. While the anti-

chiral DMI drives the tilting of the bands, it has no effect on the magnitude of the band gap. Crucially,

the tilting is opposite for the two species of spinons. For the parameters chosen in Fig. 3.3(a), the gap
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and tilting for the up-spinon bands are smaller than those for the down spinon bands. This is because

in the presence of positive magnetic field B = 0.1 considered here, there are fewer down spinons and

consequently, ζ↓ < ζ↑.

Nernst effect

The bands in each spinon sector carry non-zero Berry curvature, Ωτs (k) given by.

Ωτs (k) = i
∑
τ ′ 6=τ

〈
uτ,k

∣∣∣ ∂H∂kx ∣∣∣uτ ′,k

〉〈
uτ ′,k

∣∣∣ ∂H∂ky ∣∣∣uτ,k〉
(Eτs (k)− Eτ ′

s (k))2
− (kx ↔ ky), (3.11)

where τ = +1(−1) represents upper(lower) band and s = +1(−1) denotes the up-spinon(down-

spinon) sector. uτ,k (Eτs (k)) is the eigen-vector (energy) of τ -th band at reciprocal space point-k for

spinon setor-s. Detecting Berry curvature of spinon bands is more challenging than that for electrons.

The absence of Pauli exclusion principle for the (bosonic) quasiparticles as well as their charge neutral

character make the standard approaches used for electronic systems inapplicable. Spin Nernst effect

has been proposed as a physical phenomenon to identify Berry curvature of spinon bands when there

are comparable numbers of up and down spinons. Here we explore whether it can detect the existence

of anti-chiral DMI. The Nernst conductivity has been calculated using the equation Eq. 2.112 in the

”Model and Numerical Methods” chapter. The results are plotted in Fig. 3.3(c) for some representative

values of D and D′. Increase in D increases the band gap as well as the Berry curvature away from the

Dirac-points. As a result, the Nernst conductivity is substantially affected byD (Fig. 3.3(c)). Conversely,

since the Berry curvature is independent of D′, the anti-chiral DMI has very little effect in the Nernst

conductivity. The effect of D′ on Nernst conductivity can be observed at low temperature due to tilting

of the band structure(inset of Fig. 3.3(c)). But at higher temperature, the D′ has no influence in Nernst

conductivity, because the contributions from higher bands overshadows the effects of band tilting. So,

the presence of D′ in the system is very hard to detect using Nernst conductivity. Instead, we suggest

an alternative way to detect the presence of antichiral DMI.

Spin current

The gapped bands are topologically non-trivial with Chern numbers C−↑ = +1, C+
↑ = −1, C−↓ =

−1, C+
↓ = +1 [142]. Due to bulk-edge correspondence, we expect to observe edge states in a finite
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Figure 3.4: (a) A honeycomb ribbon. The encircled sites are the basis of unit cell. The figure sets

{(b)− (d)},{(e)− (g)},{(h)− (j)} represents result for down-spinon from 200 × 500 (width×length)

stripe with DMIs {D = 0.1, D′ = 0.001},{D = 0.001, D′ = 0.1}, {D = 0.1, D′ = 0.1} respectively. The

other parameters are J = 1.0, B = 0.1, T = 0.5 for all the plots. The figure sets {(b), (e), (h)}

shows the band structure and inset of the figures shows the magnified dispersion of the edge states.

The figure sets {(c), (f), (i)} gives the spatial current distribution along width of the stripe, where

b, Ep and tp are the lattice constant, Planck-energy and Planck-time respectively. The figure sets

{(d), (g), (j)} shows the average of spatial current distribution over four sites respectively. In the figure

sets {(b), (c), (e), (f), (h), (i)} the green, red and blue plots corresponds to bulk-state, upper edge edge-

state and lower-edge edge-state respectively. A non-zero net spin current along the edges in figures (g)

and (j) are definitive signatures of anti-chiral edge states. The results for up-spinon are qualitatively

same, with the dispersion being opposite for the bulk and edge states relative to the down spinons.

Hence the up-spinons further contribute to the net spin current along the edges in the presence of

anti-chiral edge states.
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system. In the isotropic limit (D′ = 0, i.e., DA = DB), the edge states are topologically protected by a

chiral symmetry. The spinon currents along the two edges are equal and opposite for the up and down

spinons. This results in a net flow of spins along the two edges in opposite directions – any scattering to

the bulk states is prevented by symmetry constraints. For the asymmetric system considered here, D′

induces an anti-chiral edge current of spinons where each species of spinon flows in the same direction

along the two edges. This is balanced by counterflow current of spinons in the opposite direction

carried by the bulk modes. The anti-chiral DMI breaks the chiral symmetry protecting the edge states

and enables scattering between edge and bulk states. This edge-to-bulk scattering produces the bulk

current that balances the anti-chiral edge current. In the following we discuss how the bulk and edge

state dispersion changes due to interplay between the chiral and anti-chiral DMI.

Fig. 3.4 shows the spinon bands for a honeycomb nano-ribbon with dimension 200×500 lattice sites

with zigzag edges, together with the spin current profile along the width of the ribbon. The procedure

of numerical calculations for band structures and spin current profile is described in Sec. 2.4.3 in chapter

”Model and Numerical Methods”. Three different sets of (D,D′) are chosen to illustrate the evolution

of band dispersion and spin currents with changing DMI. For clarity of presentation, only one species

of spinons is shown. Along with the total spin current, the contributions from the bulk and two edge

modes are calculated separately to identify the effects of D′ on each component. The spinon bands and

the individual spin currents are color coded for easy identification. Green represents the bulk bands

and their contribution to the spin current at each position along the width of the ribbon; red (blue)

denotes the localized spinon mode and the associated spin current at the top (bottom) edge. A negative

(positive) value of the spin current denotes spinon transport to the left (right) along the length of the

ribbon.

For D > D′, the tilting of the bands is small and the dispersion of edge states at upper and lower

edges are opposite, as shown in the Fig. 3.4(b). The edge states are predominantly chiral in nature,

and the spin current at the two edges are opposite in direction (Fig. 3.4(c), though not equal in mag-

nitude since D′ 6= 0 breaks chiral symmetry). For large D′ (D′ � D), the tilting of the bands at the

Dirac points is much greater and yields identical dispersion for the two edge states (Fig. 3.4(e)). This

results in anti-chiral edge states where the spin current is in the same direction along both edges of
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the ribbon (Fig. 3.4(f)). Finally, when D ≈ D′, one of the edge states (the top edge in the present

case) acquires a dispersionless character (Fig. 3.4(h)). In other words, the edge state at the top is local-

ized with no spinon transport while the bottom edge has a finite dispersion with a finite edge current

(Fig. 3.4(i)). Because of U(1)-symmetry of each spinon sector, there is a counter-propagating bulk cur-

rent to compensate the imbalance between edge states. The bulk current is not uniform across the

width of the ribbon. Instead, it is primarily confined to a small region near the edges. At each edge, the

bulk current opposes the edge current, with its magnitude decreasing rapidly away from the edges. To

summarize, a non-zero net spin current along the two edges is a definitive signature of the existence

of anti-chiral edge states. In principle, the anti-chiral edge states persist over the entire temperature

range for which the short range correlations exist for the system (kBT / J). However, at very high

temperature the short range correlations η and ζs are very small (see Fig. 3.2), which in turn makes the

antichiral edge phenomenon experimentally undetectable at this limits. So we suggest the temperature

range kBT ≤ 0.6J is ideal for experimental detection of Anti-chiral edge modes.

3.3.2 Magnon Picture

At low temperature one of the spinon species (say, the up-spinon) condense at the lowest energy and

form the ferromagnetic ground state. The down-spinons are now excitations above the ground state.

In contrast to the high temperature para-magnetic regime, at low temperatures only spin-excitations

above the ground state contribute to the dynamics of the system. Thus the system at low temperature

can be described more simply using linearized HP bosons, which is given as,

S+
i =

√
2Sâi, S−i =

√
2Sâ†i , Szi = S − â†i âi, (3.12)

where, âi is the annihilation operator of HP Boson. The HP-transformation is discussed in detail in the

section Sec. 2.2.1 in the chapter ”Model and Numerical Method”. The real space Hamiltonian in terms

of HP Boson is given by,

H =− JS
∑
〈i,j〉

(
â†i âj + â†j âi

)
− iDS

∑
〈〈i,j〉〉

νij

(
â†i âj − â

†
j âi

)
− iD′S

∑
〈〈i,j〉〉

ν′ij

(
â†i âj − â

†
j âi

)
+ (B − 3JS)

∑
i

â†i âi (3.13)
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Figure 3.5: The figure sets {(a)− (c)}, {(d)− (f)} represents result for down-spinon from 200 × 500

(width×length) stripe with DMIs {D = 0.1, D′ = 0.001},{D = 0.001, D′ = 0.1} respectively. The other

parameters are J = 1.0, B = 0.1, T = 0.5 for all the plots. The figure sets {(a), (d)} shows the magnon

band structure of the stripe geometry. The figure sets {(b), (e)} gives the spatial current distribution

along width of the stripe, where b, Ep and tp are the lattice constant, Planck-energy and Planck-time

respectively. The figure sets {(c), (f)} shows the average of spatial current distribution over four sites

respectively. In all the figures the green, red and blue plots correspond to bulk-state, upper edge edge-

state and lower-edge edge-state respectively. A non-zero net magnon current along the edges in figures

(f) denotes the existence of anti-chiral edge states.

In Fourier space the Hamiltonian is given by,

Hmfsp =
∑
k∈B.Z.

Ψ†k [g(k)I + h(k) · σ] Ψk, (3.14)
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where, Ψ†k =
(
â†k, b̂

†
k

)
. â†k and b̂†k are the creation operators for HP Boson on sublattice-A and sublattice-

B (see Fig.1(a) of main text), respectively. σα(α = x, y, z) represents the Pauli matrices. The other terms

are given by,

g(k) =B − 3JS + 2D′Sγβs , hs(k) =

(
−JSγαc , JSγαs , 2DSγβs

)
, (3.15)

where, γβc =
∑
j cos(k ·βj), γβs =

∑
j sin(k ·βj), γαc =

∑
j cos(k ·αj), γαs =

∑
j sin(k ·αj) and the vectors

βj and αj are shown in figure Fig.1(a). The magnon Hamiltonian is identical to the down-spinon

Hamiltonian at low temperatures, as the mean field parameters of the spinon Hamiltonian reduces to

the following values, η = S, ζ↑ = 2S, ζ↓ = ξs = ξ′s = 0(see Fig. 3.2) and the Lagrange’s undetermined

multiplier becomes λ = 3JS+B/2. In other words, the spinon Hamiltonian naturally converges to the

magnon Hamiltonian at low T . The figure Fig. 3.5 shows the results obtained using magnon picture.

The results agree well with those for the down spinon sector in the spinon picture.

3.3.3 Experimental detection

How does one detect anti-chiral spin currents experimentally? We suggest a suite of experimental

probes that, taken together, can provide a ”smoking-gun” signature of the existence of anti-chiral edge

states. First, magnetic force microscopy(MFM) offers a promising experimental technique to measure

the spinon current across the nano-ribbon and hence can detect the presence of anti-chiral edge states.

A non-zero value of net spin current along the two edges provides a direct evidence of anti-chiral edge

states. Current MFM techniques can probe the local spin current in a finite sample to a resolution of

a few nm. Since the topological character of the spinon bands for the different ranges of anisotropic

DMI is reflected in distinct current profile across the ribbon, we believe MFM provides a promising

experimental technique to identify anti-chiral edge states in real quasi-2D materials. Second, inelastic

neutron scattering spectra can indirectly detect the presence of anti-chiral edge modes, by probing the

magnon band structure. If the bands are tilted or the energy at K and K ′-point are unequal, it will

suggest the presence of anti-chiral edge modes.
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Figure 3.6: (a)-(b) Dynamical spin structure factor for two edges at temperature T = 0.4J , with pa-

rameters D = 0.1, D′ = 0.09, B = 0.01. Red and blue colors denote upper and lower edges. (c) The

experimental setup for spin Hall noise spectroscopy. (d) A ferromagnetic material with two different

sub-latices with a mirror symmetric plane along the dashed lines. (e) A proposed material based on

real materials CrGeTe3 and CrSiTe3 to realize antichiral edge states.

Finally, we show that the probing the low energy excitation spectrum offers a powerful probe to

detect the asymmetry of the two edges in the limit of D = D′, when one of the edge state acquire a

dispersionless character compared to the other edge. This low energy spectrum is readily obtained

from calculating the DSSF. The DSSF at the edge of a finite system is defined in the equation Eq. 2.114

and the schematic of experimental set-up to measure DSSF via spin-Hall-noise-spectroscopy is shown

in the the figure Fig. 3.6(c) which is further explained in the section Sec. 2.4.5 in ”Model and Numerical

Methods” chapter. This experimental technique offers a promising route for detecting anti-chiral edge

states. The DSSF (S(Ω)), shown in the figure Fig. 3.6(a)-(b) for different edges, can be interpreted as

the number of edge magnons present in a given energy level, and is proportional to the product of the

density of states and Bose-Einstein distribution for the corresponding energy level. The signature of

the edge states is reflected in the features of the DSSF near Ω = 3J
2 +B, which is the energy of the edge

states in the absence of any DMI. Our results show that S(Ω) is dramatically different for the two edges

for strong anti-chiral edge states, viz., when |D| ≈ |D′|(equivalently DA � DB or DB � DA).
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For simplicity, to calculate the dynamical spin structure factor, we have used the HP transformation

as in Eq. 3.12. For the case of ferromagnet with up spin at each site, the HP boson represents the down-

spinons in spinon picture at low temperature. The DSSF is calculated at the edges of the stripe geometry

as in figure Fig. 3.4(a). For the site-1 of m-th stripe,

â1,m(t) =
1√
M

M−1∑
k=0

â1,k(t)e−i
2πkm
M =

1√
M

M−1∑
k=0

∑
n

P1,nâ
d
n,k(t)e−i

2πkm
M , (3.16)

where, P is the unitary matrix for diagonalization of Hamiltonian and âdn,k is the bosonic operator after

diagonalization andM is the periodicity of the stripe along x-direction. The Hamiltonian can be written

as,

Hk =
∑
n

εn(k)âd†n,kâ
d
n,k, (3.17)

Using the above relation and Heisenberg’s equation of motion it can be proved that,

âd†n,k(t) = âd†n,k(0)eiεn(k)t, âdn,k(t) = âdn,k(0)e−iεn(k)t (3.18)

The dynamical spin structure factor is given by,

S(Ω) =
∑

m∈edge

[Sxxmm(Ω) + Szzmm(Ω)]

=
∑

m∈edge

[ˆ ∞
−∞

dte−iΩt
(
−i
〈
Ŝx1,m(t)Ŝx1,m(0)

〉)
+

ˆ ∞
−∞

dte−iΩt
(
−i
〈
Ŝz1,m(t)Ŝz1,m(0)

〉)]

=− i
∑
m

ˆ ∞
−∞

dte−iΩt
[
S

2
〈â1,m(t)â1,m(0) +â1,m(t)â†1,m(0) + â†1,m(t)â1,m(0) + â†1,m(t)â1,m(0)

〉
+
〈
S2 − Sâ†1,m(0)â1,m(0)− Sâ†1,m(t)â1,m(t)

〉]
[Neglecting the higer order terms]. (3.19)

Using Eq. 3.16 and Eq. 3.18, we get,

〈
â†1,m(t)â1,m(0)

〉
=

〈
1√
M

M−1∑
k=0

∑
n

P ∗1,nâ
d†
n,k(t)ei

2πkm
M

1√
M

M−1∑
k′=0

∑
n′

P1,n′ âdn′,k′(0)ei
2πk′m
M

〉

=
1

M

M−1∑
k=0

∑
n

M−1∑
k′=0

∑
n′

P ∗1,nP1,n′eiεn(k)t
〈
âd†n,k(0)âdn′,k′(0)

〉
=

1

M

M−1∑
k=0

∑
n

|P1,n|2eiεn(k)tn(εn(k)), (3.20)

where, n(εn(k)) is the Bose-Einstein distribution for energy εn(k).
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Similarly,〈
â1,m(t)â†1,m(0)

〉
=

1

M

M−1∑
k=0

∑
n

|P1,n|2e−iεn(k)tn(εn(k)),
〈
â†1,m(t)â†1,m(0)

〉
= 〈â1,m(t)â1,m(0)〉 = 0

〈
â†1,m(t)â1,m(t)

〉
=

1

M

M−1∑
k=0

∑
n

|P1,n|2n(εn(k)),
〈
â†1,m(0)â1,m(0)

〉
=

1

M

M−1∑
k=0

∑
n

|P1,n|2n(εn(k))

(3.21)

Using Eq. 3.20 and Eq. 3.21 in Eq. 3.19, we get,

S(Ω) = −iπ(M − 1)

[
S

2

M−1∑
k=0

∑
n

|P1,n(k)|2n(εn(k))δ(Ω + εn(k))

+
S

2

M−1∑
k=0

∑
n

|P1,n(k)|2n(εn(k))δ(Ω− εn(k))

+

{
MS2 − 2S

M−1∑
k=0

∑
n

|P1,n(k)|2n(εn(k))

}
δ(Ω)

]
(3.22)

3.3.4 Material realization

Symmetry plays an important role in determining the DMI of a spin system as discussed in the section

Sec. 2.5. The presence of anti-chiral DMI requires two in-equivalent sub-lattices in the 2D-honeycomb

lattice, as shown in Fig. 3.6(d). The presence of two different types of atoms will result in asymmetric

DMI, leading to a broken inversion symmetry and non-zero D′. Mirror symmetry along the dotted

lines prevents any non-zero perpendicular DMI on nearest-neighbour bonds, whereas in-plane mirror

symmetry suppresses any in-plane DMI. While we are not aware of any such material at present, the re-

cent discovery of ferromagnetic order in 2D limit of several Cr-based compounds including CrI3 [66],

CrBr3 [168, 169, 170], CrSrTe3 [170] and CrGeTe3 [171] as well as the Fe-based family of compounds

AFe2(PO4)2 (A=Ba,Cs,K,La) [159] offer great promise. These quasi-2D materials consist of weakly Van

Der Waals-coupled honeycomb ferromagets. Presence of chiral DMI in some members of this fam-

ily [66]has been established using inelastic neutron scattering spectroscopy. In materials like CrSrTe3

and CrGeTe3, presence of inversion center at the center of honeycomb cell makes the two sub-lattices

equivalent. The inversion symmetry can be removed by replacing every other Ge atom by an Si atom

as depicted in Fig. 3.6(e). In a similar vein, replacement of P atom by another Group V element in

AFe2(PO4)2 (A=Ba,Cs,K,La) [159] will break the inversion symmetry of the lattice. The breaking of in-

version symmetry may, in principle, give rise to additional interactions in these materials, e.g., nearest
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neighbor DMI. However, we have verified that inclusion of additional interactions, including nearest

neighbor DMI as well as 2nd and 3rd nearest neighbor Heisenberg interactions only modifies the linear

dispersion of the edge states, and does not suppress the appearance of anti-chiral edge states as shown

in the next section.

3.4 Modulation of edge state dispersion in presence of other inter-

actions in a honeycomb ferromagnet

Figure 3.7: DM-interactions on nearest neighbour bonds.

The spin model discussed so far is very ideal. For example, the long range Heisenberg interactions are

neglected. Moreover, the criteria to get the anti-chiral DM-term D′ is to break the inversion symmetry

at the center of each honeycomb plaquette. The breaking of such symmetry might arise the nearest

neighbour out of plane DM-interactions and also in plane DM-interactions. At low temperature, the

in plane interactions can be neglected, which gives rise to three magnon interactions in terms of HP

Bosons. But, at high temperature, where the spin-system can be treated in terms of spinons, the in

plane DM-interaction gives rise to the mixing of two spinon sectors, in presence of which the quasi-

particles are mixed eigenstates of spin-up and spin-down sectors. Neglecting, any presence of in plane
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DM-intration at low temperature, we can re-write a more general Hamiltonian of the material as,

H = J1

∑
〈i,j〉

Si · Sj + J2

∑
〈〈i,j〉〉

Si · Sj + J3

∑
〈〈〈i,j〉〉〉

Si · Sj +D1

∑
〈ij〉A

νij ẑ · (Si × Sj)

+D2

∑
〈ij〉B

νij ẑ · (Si × Sj) +D
∑
〈〈ij〉〉B

νij ẑ · (Si × Sj) +D′
∑
〈〈ij〉〉B

ν′ij ẑ · (Si × Sj) +B
∑
i

Si, (3.23)

where, the DM-interactions D1 and D2 are defined on the nearest neighbour bonds 〈ij〉A and 〈ij〉B

as shown in Fig. 3.7. Furthermore, single ion anisotropy like terms acts as chemical potential for the

spin-excitation, which is taken into account into the magnetic field. To consider more realsitic situation,

Figure 3.8: Band structure of stripe geometry for parameters (a) D = 0.31meV , D′ = 0.01meV , (b)

D = 0.31meV , D′ = 0.28meV , (c) D = 0.01meV , D′ = 0.31meV . The dynamical spin structure factor

for upper edge at T = 0.4 for parameters, (d) D = 0.31meV , D′ = 0.01meV , (e) D = 0.31meV ,

D′ = 0.28meV , (f) D = 0.01meV , D′ = 0.38meV . The dynamical spin structure factor for lower edge

at T = 0.4 for parameters, (g) D = 0.31meV , D′ = 0.01meV , (h) D = 0.31meV , D′ = 0.28meV , (i)

D = 0.01meV , D′ = 0.38meV .
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we have fixed the Hesenberg interactions present in the material CrI3 [66], J1 = 2.09 meV, J2 = 0.16

meV, J3 = 0.18 meV. The nearest neighbour DM-terms and magentic field are fixed as D1 = 0.1 meV,

D2 = 0.15 meV, B = gµBBz = 0.01 meV. We transformed the spin Hamiltonian into magnon Hamil-

tonian using HP transformation defined in Eq. 3.14. Then, plotted the band structure and dynamical

spin structure factor in Fig 3.8. It is noticeable, the qualitative behaviour of the edge states is mostly

depend on the DM-interactions D and D′. The presence of other interaction terms in the Hamiltonian

just distorts the linear dispersion of the edge states.

3.5 Conclusion

In conclusion, we have studied a Heisenberg ferromagnet with additional next nearest neighbor DMIs

on a honeycomb lattice with broken sublattice symmetry. The unequal DMI between atoms on different

sublattices, together with the broken chiral symmetry results in the emergence of anti-chiral edge states,

in addition to the normal chiral modes. This is manifested in unique spin current distribution across the

width of a finite system with ribbon geometry. Interestingly, a uncompensated anti-chiral edge current

exists, when antichiral DM-interaction D′ is larger than the chiral DM-interaction D at a temperature

compared to the ferromagnetic Heisenberg interaction J(i.e. kBT ≈ J). We have shown that the anti-

chiral edges states result in a number of observable physical signatures, including a non-zero net spin

current along the edges (that is only compensated by counter-flowing bulk spin current) and strong

anisotropy in the dynamic spin structure factor at the opposite edges. These unique features serve as

smoking-gun signatures for the existence of anti-chiral edge states. We propose experimental probes

to detect the presence of anti-chiral edge states via these features as well as a potential material where

such states may be realized experimentally. In this work, the stability of the ferromagnetism in the

proposed material is not studied. So in future, further studies need to be done to identify the presence

of ferromagnetism and anti-chiral DM-interaction in the proposed materials.



Chapter 4
The topological magnon bands in the

Flux state in Shastry-Sutherland lattice

The results in this chapter is published as D. Bhowmick and P. Sengupta. Topological magnon bands in the flux

state of Shastry-Sutherland lattice model. Physical Review B 101, 214403 (2020). DOI:

10.1103/PhysRevB.101.214403.

4.1 Introduction

Quantum magnets have served as a versatile test bed for realizing novel bosonic phases, including

bosonic topological phases. The topological character of the magnetic phase is manifested through

the behavior of magnons. Magnons are charge neutral quasi-particle which represent the magnetic

excitations of a condensed matter system. Analogous to electrons in standard topological insulators,

magnons in magnetic insulators exhibit thermal Hall effect [172], spin-Nernst effect [173, 174, 175], and

magnon-driven spin Seebeck effect [176]. The interest in these systems is driven by both fundamental

reasons and potential for technological applications. The recent use of Skyrmions in spintronics for

efficient magnetic storage and read/write devices with minimal Joule heating effect [177, 178] under-

scores the potential practical applications of topologically no-trivial magnetic states. The wide range
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of quantum magnets with varying interactions and lattice structures as well as the ability to control

the number of quantized excitations with an external magnetic field make them ideal for exploring

novel magnetic phases. Geometrically frustrated quantum magnets are particulalry promising in real-

izing and controlling topologically non-trivial spin textures [179, 180, 58, 181, 182, 183]. The interplay

between competing interactions, geometric frustration and external magnetic field result in a wide va-

riety of magnetic phases that are not commonly observed in their non-frustrated counterparts. In most

cases, topological excitations in quantum magnets are driven by DMI [63, 174, 173, 67], although topo-

logical magnon bands can exist without DMI as well [180, 51] due to non-coplaner chiral spin-texture.

Most strikingly, the change in spin-texture by changing the parameters in the non-coplanar spin sys-

tems, gives rise to variety of topological magnon bands in the same system [51, 184].

The SS model is a paradigmatic model for the study of frustrated magnetism. Since the degree of

frustration can be tuned by varying the ratio of the diagonal and axial bonds, the model exhibits a wide

range of novel magnetic phases [185, 186, 187]. The existence of a number of materials with underlying

SS geometry of the magnetic ions offers the prospect of observing theoretically predicted phases and

phenomena in real materials [188, 55, 56, 57]. Since DMI is ubiquitous in all of these materials, it is

natural to supplement the canonical SS model with DMI. This results in an even richer variety of mag-

netic orderings including collinear, coplanar and non-coplanar spin configurations, several of which

host topological magnons [58, 189]. Previous studies of topological magnons for the SS lattice were

restricted to the dimer [1] and the ferro-magnetic phases [54]. In recent past there has been a grow-

ing interest in studying topological magnons in non-collinear spin configurations in frustrated lattices.

Here we present the results of our investigation of topological magnons in the recently proposed flux

state, that is stabilised by DMI perpendicular to the lattice plane in the SS lattice [58].In presence of

in plane DMI, this evolves to the canted flux state – the resulting magnon bands in an external longi-

tudinal magnetic field, carry non-zero Chern numbers that determine the topological character of the

magnon bands. Varying the different components of the DMI result in a sequence of band topologi-

cal transitions where the Chern number for the magnon bands change over a wide range of possible

values.

The transitions in the band topology of the system can be detected from the first derivative of the
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thermal Hall conductivity which exhibits a logarithmic divergence at the transition [51, 190]. The peak

height of the logarithmic divergence increases with temperature following an algebraic relation. The

interpolation of the first derivative of the thermal Hall conductance as a function of temperature yields

information on the nature of band touching (gap closing) at the band topological transition.

4.2 Model Hamiltonian and Method

Figure 4.1: (a) The unitcell of the Shastry-Sutherland lattice with non-coplaner positions of the basis-

sites a,b,c,d. (b) The Heisenberg and crystal symmetry allowed Dzyaloshinskii–Moriya interactions on

Shastry-Sutherland lattice.

We study a generic microscopic Hamiltonian describing the magnetic properties of the family of SS

compounds including the rare earth tetraborides and SrCu2(Bo3)2. We have carefully restricted our

choice of Hamiltonian parameters to realistic ranges. We use nearly equal Heisenberg exchange in-

teractions on the diagonal and axial bonds(J ≈ J ′) as observed in the rare earth tetraborides (RB4,

R=Er,Tm) [55, 56, 57]. The choice is motivated by the large magnitude of effective localized moments

in these compounds which render the HP approach applicable. The nature of DM-interaction chosen

for the study(Fig. 4.1(b)) is based on the symmetry of the SS lattice. We have used a realistic range of

the magnitudes of different DM vectors to stabilize the flux state as the magnetic ground state. The

possibility of forming Van der Waals heterostructures with heavy metals offers the ability to induce

and tune DM interactions over a extended range. The bonds along the two inequivalent diagonals of

the unit cell are shifted out of the plane in opposite directions as shown in Fig. 4.1(a) as observed in the

canonical SS-compound, SrCu2(BO3)2 in its low temperature phase [99, 191, 1]. The model Hamiltonian
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is given by,

H =J
∑
〈〈i,j〉〉

Si · Sj + J ′
∑
〈i,j〉

Si · Sj + D ·
∑
〈〈i,j〉〉

(Si × Sj) + D′ ·
∑
〈i,j〉

(Si × Sj)−B
∑
i

Szi , (4.1)

where J and J ′ (> 0) are anti-ferromagnetic Heisenberg spin-exchange on the axial and diagonal bonds

of the SS lattice respectively (henceforth referred to as SS bonds). D and D′ are DM-vectors on the SS

bonds as shown in Fig. 4.1(b). As discussed above, the nature of DM interactions are chosen consistent

with the symmetry constraints of the SS lattice Fig. 4.1(a) [1, 87, 88].

We start with a classical ground state and investigate quantized low energy excitations, magnons,

focusing on identifying any topological character of the magnon bands. The classical ground state

of the Hamiltonian Eq. 4.1 is derived by replacing the local spin moments by classical vectors of unit

magnitude. The state of each spin is specified by the polar co-ordinates,

S = S(sin(θ) cos(φ), sin(θ) sin(φ), cos(θ)). (4.2)

The ground state spin configuration is obtained by minimizing the energy of the Hamiltonian w.r.t the

angles θ and φ. For the ground state phases of interest, viz., the flux and the canted flux states, the

magnetic unit cell is of the same size as the unit cell of the SS lattice and consists of four sites as shown

in Fig. 4.1.

The classical phases are further discussed in Sec. 4.3. Since we are primarily interested in the flux

(Fig. 4.2(a)) and the (in-plane DMI-induced) canted flux states (Fig. 4.3(a)), we start by identifying the

parameter ranges where these are realized. The ground state phases of the Hamiltonian Eq.( 4.1) for

classical spins has been investigated in Ref. [58] – with vanishing in-plane component of DMI, the flux

state (Fig. 4.2(a)) is stabilized above a critical value of the normal component of the DMI along the axial

bonds, D⊥(Fig. 4.1(b)) (the DMI on the diagonal bonds are constrained by the symmetry of the lattice

to lie on the plane of the lattice). The continuous U(1) symmetry of the Hamiltonian is spontaneously

broken in the flux state and Fig. 4.2(a) shows one of the degenerate ground states. Interestingly, the flux

state state is also realized on the square lattice, but for a much stronger DMI. The geometric frustration

of the SS lattice facilitates the appearance of the flux state at a more moderate (and realistic) strength of

DM interaction. Moreover, DM-interactions can also be induced by incident circularly polarized optical

wave [132], further enhancing the possibility of stabilizing the flux state. However, the symmetry of
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the SS lattice also allows additional in-plane components of DMI, denoted in this work by D on the

diagonal bonds and D||,s, D||,ns on the axial bonds (see Fig. 4.1(b)). Any non-zero in-plane DMI tilts

the spins out of plane keeping the in-plane spin component of nearest-neighbour sites perpendicular

to each other. The spins on the two distinct diagonal bonds cant in opposite direction – for one of the

diagonals, the spins cant out of the plane, whereas for the other diagonal, they cant into the plane of

the lattice. The in-plane components are aligned along the diagonal bonds, as depicted in Fig. 4.3(a).

This ground state spin configuration is referred to as the canted-flux state. In the presence of the in-

plane components of DMI, the U(1) symmetry of the Hamiltonian is explicitly broken and there is no

spontaneous breaking of U(1) symmetry in the in-plane DMI driven canted flux state. The flux state and

canted flux states have not been observed in any real material yet, but recent advances in enhancing

DMI by interfacing with heavy-metal thin-films holds the promise to realize such systems in artificial

hetero-structures.

To study low energy excitations (magnons) above the magnetic ground state, we have used the lin-

earized HP transformation [63, 67]. The HP transformation is a versatile and extensively used approach

to study low energy magnons [192, 193, 63, 54, 180, 67, 173, 71, 68]. In this work, we have extended the

HP approach to study magnon excitations above complex magnetic orders with longer periodicity.

Here we present a brief discussion of the method. First, the local co-ordinate axis at each site of the

lattice is rotated such that the Sz axis is aligned along the local spin direction. For low temperature

excitations the linearized HP transformation is given by, Ŝ′+i,a =
√

2Sâi, Ŝ
′−
i,a =

√
2Sâ†i , Ŝ

z
i,a = S − â†i âi,

where, we consider ~ = 1 and â†i (âi) represent creation (annihilation) operators for quantized excita-

tions above the magnetic ground state at site i. These obey bosonic commutation relations, [âi, â
†
j ] = δi,j

and [âi, âj ] = 0 = [â†i , â
†
j ]. Since the unit cell consists of 4 sites, there are four species of bosons corre-
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sponding to each inequivalent lattice site. The quadratic magnon Hamiltonian is given by,

H = S
∑
k

[
Qk(δ1)â†kĉk +Qk(−δ2)∗â†kd̂k +Qk(δ2)∗b̂†kĉk +Qk(−δ1)b̂†kd̂k

− 1

2
(J + εA)e−ik·xâ†kb̂k −

1

2
(J − εB)eik·yĉ†kd̂k)

]
+ h.c.

+S
∑
k

[
Pk(δ1)∗âkĉ−k + Pk(−δ2)âkd̂−k + Pk(δ2)b̂kĉ−k + Pk(−δ1)∗b̂kd̂−k

+
1

2
(J − εA) eik·xâkb̂−k +

1

2
(J + εB) e−ik·yĉkd̂−k

]
+ h.c.

+S
∑
k

[(
2E − εA +

B

S
cos(θ1)

)
â†kâk +

(
2E − εA +

B

S
cos(θ1)

)
b̂†kb̂k

+

(
2E + εB +

B

S
cos(θ2)

)
ĉ†kĉk +

(
2E + εB +

B

S
cos(θ2)

)
d̂†kd̂k

]
, (4.3)

where,

E = −2J ′CXθ + 2D⊥S
X
θ −D||,ns(ζθ1 − ζθ2)−D||,s(ζθ2 − ζθ1)

εA = J cos(2θ1) +D sin(2θ1), εB = −J cos(2θ2) +D sin(2θ2)

Qk(δ) = λ+
J′(k, δ)− λ+

D⊥
(k, δ)−D||,ns(ξθ1eik·δ − ξθ2e−ik·δ) +D||,s(ξθ1e

−ik·δ − ξθ2eik·δ)

Pk(δ) = λ−J′(k, δ)− λ−D⊥
(k, δ)−D||,ns(ξ∗θ1e

ik·δ − ξθ2e−ik·δ) +D||,s(ξ
∗
θ1e
−ik·δ − ξθ2eik·δ)

λ±J′(k, δ) = J ′(iC±θ + SXθ ) cos(k · δ), λ±D⊥
= D⊥(CXθ ± 1) cos(k · δ)

ξθi =
i

2
sin(θi) +

1

2
cos(θi) sin(θī), ζθi = sin(θi) cos(θī), (i, ī) = (1, 2) or (2, 1)

CXθ = cos(θ1) cos(θ2), C±θ = cos(θ1)± cos(θ2), SXθ = sin(θ1) sin(θ2) (4.4)

where θ1 and θ2 are the (different) canting angles made by the spins into and out of the plane of the

lattice (see Fig. 4.3(a)). The Hamiltonian equation Eq. 4.3 is diagonalized by using Bogoliubov-Valatin

transformation as described in section Sec. 2.3.2. In the next section, the detailed classical ground state

and corresponding magnon bands and their topological properties are discussed.



4.3. Results and Discussion 86

4.3 Results and Discussion

4.3.1 Flux State

The flux state is stabilized as the ground state when the component of the DMI normal to the plane

of the lattice on the axial bonds, D⊥, exceeds a critical magnitude (e.g. when J ≈ J ′, flux state is

stable for D⊥ ' 0.6J) and the in-plane components vanish for all DMI (the DMI on the diagonal

bonds are constrained by symmetry requirements to be strictly in-plane). The flux state is comprised

of the nearest-neighbour spins aligned perpendicular to each other and parallel to the plane of the

lattice (Fig. 4.2(a)), which is energetically favored by the perpendicular DM-component D⊥. The state

is characterized by the spontaneous breaking of continuous U(1) spin-rotation symmetry about the

z-axis. In the bosonic (magnon) language, the ground state (flux state) is the vacuum and the HP

bosons represent quantized low energy excitations above this ground state. The magnon bands at zero

magnetic field are shown in the Fig. 4.2(b). At the Γ point the lowest band becomes gapless revealing

the presence of Goldstone-mode associated with U(1) symmetry breaking. The bands along line-MX

are
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Figure 4.2: (a) The spin-configuration in flux state on the Shastry-Sutherland lattice. (b) The magnon

band structure for flux state in absence of magnetic field where J = 1.0, J ′ = 1.1, D⊥ = 0.8, Bz =

0.0. The inset of the figure shows the Brillouin zone and high symmetry lines. (c) The magnon band

structure in presence of magnetic field where J = 1.0, J ′ = 1.1, D⊥ = 0.8, Bz = 0.5. Inset of the figure

shows the magnified magnon band structure to show the lifting of four-fold degeneracy at M-point. (d)

The non-abelian Berry curvature of lowest and second-lowest bands for flux state where J = 1.0, J ′ =

1.1, D⊥ = 0.8, Bz = 0.5. For convenience the negative Berry-curvature which is concentrated at M-

point is divided by 100, to increase the visibility of the Berry-curvature distribution throughout the

Brillouin zone.

twofold degenerate – these can be understood in terms of Kramer’s degeneracy [68, 194]. The operator

m̂2 =
{
M̃2τ |δ2

}
commutes with the Hamiltonian where M̃2 is the reflection operator along the P2 axis

and δ2 is the translation by have lattice parameter along the same axis, as shown in Fig. 4.2(a); τ is

the time-reversal operator. But, m̂2 is not the symmetry operator for the classical ground state shown

in the Fig. 4.2(a). Instead, symmetry operator for the ground state is given by m̂′2 =
{
M̃2e

iπŜyτ |δ2

}
,

which contains an additional rotation of spin by π about the y−axis. On the line-MX in the Brillouin
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zone, (m̂′2)2 = eikx = −1. Hence m̂′2 is anti-unitary operator with a squared value of −1, which in

turn, results in the Kramer’s degeneracy. m̂′2 maps one Kramer’s degenerate wavefunction along the

MX-line to the other Kramer’s degenerate wavefunction along the M′X-line. Further, the symmetry

operation ĉ2,1 =
{
C̃2,1e

iπŜy |δ1

}
, maps the Kramer’s degenerate state from M′X to MX, where C̃2,1 is

the two-fold rotation about the P1 axis and δ1 as shown in the Fig. 4.2(a). Thus, the band degeneracy

along MX-line is protected by symmetries m̂2 and ĉ2,1. Additionally, there is four-fold degeneracy at

the M-point due to the presence of the symmetry m̂y =
{
M̃yτ |0

}
, where M̃y is the reflection operator

about the y−axis as shown in Fig. 4.2(a). The symmetry m̂y maps one pair of Kramer’s degenerate state

to the other pair of Kramer’s degenerate state at M-point. The Berry-curvature is not well defined for

bands, because the bands are degenerate.

Application of magnetic field results in a ground state with a finite out of plane spin component,

which breaks the m̂y-symmetry. The band structure in the presence of an external longitudinal mag-

netic field is shown in Fig. 4.2(c). The four-fold degeneracy reduces to two fold degeneracy at the M-

point, due to the breaking of the m̂y-symmetry, as shown in the inset of Fig. 4.2(c). But the band sticking

along MX-line and Goldstone modes at Γ-point are preserved. The degeneracy of the bands prevents

the calculation of the standard Berry curvature and Chern numbers of the bands, although there is no

symmetry constraints to make Berry curvature zero. One can, however, calculate the non-abelian Berry-

curvature and non-abelian Chern number of the degenerate bands following the procedure outlined in

Ref. [142](see section Sec. 2.4.2 for details). The results for the non-abelian Berry curvature of the lowest

and second-lowest band is shown in Fig. 4.2(d). The negative part of Berry-curvature is highly concen-

trated at the M-point and the positive berry curvature is distributed in the remaining Brillouin zone.

The inversion symmetry î of the system with an inversion center at point-c in Fig. 4.2(a) is also reflected

in the Berry-curvature. Our results show that the negative and positive contribution of the non-abelian

Berry curvature cancels, yielding a vanishing non-abelian Chern number for the lower (or the upper)

pair of bands.
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4.3.2 Canted flux state

Topological magnon bands and topological phase diagram

Figure 4.3: (a) The spin configuration in canted flux state. Circle with dot and the circle with cross

represent spin component out of plane upward and downward directions respectively. (b) The magnon

band structure for canted flux state where J = 1.0, J ′ = 1.1, D⊥ = 0.8, D = 0.2, D||,s = 0.05, D||,ns =

0.1, Bz = 0.0. The inset of the figure shows the Brillouin zone and high symmetry lines and high

symmetry points. (c) The magnon band structure for canted flux state where J = 1.0, J ′ = 1.1, D⊥ =

0.8, D = 0.2, D||,s = 0.05, D||,ns = 0.1, Bz = 0.3. The Chern numbers of the bands are also shown in

the Figure. (d) The Berry curvature of third magnon Band for canted flux state where J = 1.0, J ′ =

1.1, D⊥ = 0.8, D = 0.2, D||,s = 0.05, D||,ns = 0.1, Bz = 0.3.

When in-plane components of the DM-interactions (both along the axial as well as the diagonal bonds)

are included, a canted-flux state, as shown in the Fig. 4.3(a), is realized as the ground state, even in the

absence of a magnetic field. The in-plane components of spins are directed along the diagonal bonds;
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additionally, the spins acquire an out-of-plane component. There is two-fold degeneracy in the ground

state configuration – one of them is shown in Fig. 4.3(a) with the spins pointing inwards along the

diagonal bonds; the other degenerate state is obtained by flipping the spins so that they point outward

along the diagonal bonds and the out-of-plane spin components are also flipped. The spins are canted

away of the plane of lattice at an angle given by ,

θ =
π

2
+

1

2
tan−1

(
4D + 8(D||,s −D||,ns)

4J + 8D⊥ − 8J ′

)
, (4.5)

where the spins along one diagonal are canted out of the plane while those along the other diagonal

are canted into the plane.

The magnon bands for the zero-field canted-flux state is shown in the Fig. 4.3(b), where the bands

are observed to be degenerate at Γ, M and X-point in the Brillouin zone. These degeneracies are pro-

tected by symmetries as discussed here. The symmetry protection of the band sticking at X-point in the

Brillouin zone in the canted flux state without magnetic field is explained using Herring’s method [157,

158]. The symmetry operators which keep the X-point in the Brillouin zone invariant or change it by a

reciprocal lattice vector are,

{M2|δ2} , {M1|δ1} , {C2z|δy} ,

where,

M2 = M̃2e
iπŜzeiπŜ1 , M1 = M̃1e

iπŜzeiπŜ2 , C2z = C̃2ze
iπŜzeiπŜ1eiπŜzeiπŜ2 .

The symmetry operators M̃2, M̃1 and C̃2z are mirror reflection along axis-P1, reflection along axis-P2

and twofold rotation around z-axis at the sublattice-c respectively(Fig. 4.2(a)). The set of translational

operators makes the invariant subgroup,

Tk = {E|mα1 + nα2} , m ∈ even, n ∈ integer, (4.6)

where the translational operator follows the constraint exp(ik · t) = 1 at X-point(t =
(
π
a , 0
)
). Then the

factor group Gk/Tk can be obtained by deriving the coset of invariant subgroup Tk, where Gk is the set

of non-translational symmetry operators which keeps the X-point invariant or change it by reciprocal
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lattice vector. The factor group Gk/Tk is given by,

e = {E|mα1 + nα2} , e′ = {E|pα1 + qα2}

m2 = {M2|mα1 + nα2 + δ1} , m′2 = {M2|pα1 + qα2 + δ1}

m1 = {M1|mα1 + nα2 + δ2} , m′1 = {M1|pα1 + qα2 + δ2}

c2 = {C2z|mα1 + nα2 + δx} , c′2 = {C ′2z|pα1 + qα2 + δx} ,

where m ∈ even, p ∈ odd and n, q ∈ integer. Next, we have derived the character table using package

named ”GAP” [195], where the code has been written below, with redefined symbols e′ → e,m2 → c

gap>f := FreeGroup (” e ” ,” c ” ,” g ” ) ; ;

gap> AssignGeneratorVariables ( f ) ; ;

# I Assigned the g loba l v a r i a b l e s [ e , s , g ]

gap> r := P a r s e R e l a t o r s ( [ e , c , g ] ,

>”e ˆ2= c ˆ2=1 , gˆ2= e , es=se , ge=eg , cg=gce ” ) ; ;

gap> g := f /r ; ;

gap> Size ( g ) ;

8

gap> LoadPackage (” c t b l l i b ” ) ; ;

gap> t b l := CharacterTable ( g ) ; ;

gap>Display ( t b l ) ; ;

* * Displays The Character Table * *

c l a s s := ConjugacyClasses ( t b l ) ;

* * Displays The Order of Conjugacy c l a s s e s

in the t a b l e head * *

The derived character table is given by,
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Table 4.1: Character Table of unitary subgroup

e e′ {m2,m
′
2} {m1,m

′
1} {c2, c′2}

Γ1 1 1 1 1 1

Γ2 1 1 -1 -1 1

Γ3 1 1 1 -1 -1

Γ4 1 1 -1 1 -1

Γ5 2 -2 0 0 0

The only valid representation is Γ5, since the translational operator e′ = {E|pα1 + qα2} should

follow the relation,

exp(ik · t) = −I ,

where, I is the identity matrix with a dimension equals to the dimension of representation. Because

the only valid representation is Γ5 which is two dimensional, the bands are doubly degenerate at the

X-point. In the similar manner, it can be shown that the degeneracy at the Γ and M-points are also

symmetry protected.

In the presence of an external longitudinal magnetic field, the canting angles of the two pairs of

spins are no longer identical. The energy of the canted flux state in a magnetic field is given by,

Ecl
NS2

=J(cos(2θ1) + cos(2θ2)) + J ′ cos(θ1) cos(θ2) +D(sin(2θ1)− sin(2θ2))

− 8D⊥ sin(θ1) sin(θ2) + 4(D||,s −D||,ns) sin(θ2 − θ1)− 2B

S
(cos(θ1) + cos(θ2)), (4.7)

where θ1 and θ2 are the (different) canting angles made by the spins into and out of the plane of the

lattice. The energy is minimized for θ1 6= θ2 – the application of magnetic field not only lifts the non-

symmorphic symmetries but also renders the magnetic symmetry group of the ground state trivial. As

a consequence, all the four bands are gapped out, as shown in Fig. 4.3(c). The magnon Hamiltonian in

presence of all DM-interactions and magnetic field can be found in the equation Eq. 4.3.
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Figure 4.4: Topological transitions of magnon bands in the parameter space (a) D and D||,ns, with

D||,s = 0.1, Bz = 0.2; (b) D||,s and D, with D||,ns = 0.1, Bz = 0.2; (c) D||,s and Bz , with D||,ns =

0.1, D = 0.05; and (d) D and Bz , with D||,s = 0.05, D||,ns = 0.1. For all the plots the remaining

parameters are J = 1, J ′ = 1.1, D⊥ = 0.8. The four digits from left to right denotes Chern-number

from lower band to upper band (numbers with bar above them denote negative Chern-numbers). The

band topological transitions are denoted by the lines red, blue and black boxed-lines. The red, blue and

black denotes the band gap closing between upper, middle and lower pairs of bands respectively. The

thermal conductivity is plotted in Fig. 4.5 along the purple lines in (c) and (d). The purple lines in (c)

corresponds to D = 0.5. The line in (d) corresponds to D = 0.2 .

The lifting of the symmetry-protected degeneracies in the energy bands allows us to calculate the

Berry curvature and Chern number associated with each band separately in the usual manner(see sec-

tion Sec. 2.4.2). The results reveal that the energy bands acquire topological character for the parameter

set chosen in Fig. 4.3. A representative Berry-curvature distribution for the third band is shown in
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Fig. 4.3(d). The Berry curvature is concentrated near the M and M’ points of the Brillouin zone. The

existence of the two-fold rotational symmetry at the center of the diagonal bond is reflected in the Berry-

curvature. Unlike the flux state, the Berry curvature across the entire Brillouin zone do not cancel and

this results in a non-zero Chern number of the four bands(Fig. 4.3(c))(see section Sec. 2.4.2 for details).

The interplay between competing Heisenberg and DM interactions, together with geometric frus-

tration and external magnetic field results in topologically ordered energy eigenstates. As the relative

strengths of the different competing interactions are varied, the energy levels shift and the bands cross

/ touch in pairs at different points in the Brillouin zone. The accompanying phase transitions are topo-

logical in nature as they are characterized by the change in Chern number of the pair of bands involved.

By identifying the state of the system with the band topology [180], we find a wide variety of topolog-

ical magnon bands in different parameter regimes, shown in Fig. 4.4. The four numbers in the figure

represent the four Chern numbers from lower to upper magnon bands. The bar above the number

denotes the negative Chern number. The color of the boundaries identify the pair of bands involved in

the transition. Most strikingly, tuning the strength of the different components of the DMI and applied

magnetic field over a small range result in multitude of topologically distinct set of single magnon

bands, even though the ground state remains the unaltered (canted flux state). While this is driven

by the non-coplanarity of the ground state spin configuration, the exact mechanism of the change in

topology of the magnon bands, or their robustness against interaction effects is not clear [180].

Transition in band topology occurs due to gap reopening after closing at the the high symmetry

points Γ, X, M and points along line ΓM and ΓM′. Except for the Γ-point, all other k-points in the

Brillouin zone can be mapped into another k-point using two-fold rotational symmetry. Thus, the

Chern number of the bands changes by ±1, if band touching happens at the Γ-point. It is noticeable

that this kind of transition happen in the upper right region of Fig. 4.4(b). Otherwise, the the Chern

numbers changes by ±2, because accidental band touching take places at two points in the Brillouin

zone due to two-fold rotational symmetry of the system. Most of the topological transition is associated

with change in Chern number ±2 in Fig. 4.4.
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Thermal Hall conductance and its derivative

The non-trivial topology of magnon bands give rise to thermal Hall effect in the magnetic system. The

expression of scaled thermal Hall conductivity is given by [196, 197],

κ′xy =
κxy~
kB

=
T ′

(2π)2

∑
n

ˆ
BZ

c2(ρn,k)Ωnxy(k)d2k, (4.8)

where κxy is the thermal Hall conductivity, T ′ is the scaled temperature, T ′ = kBT , and ρn,k =

1/(exp(εn(k)/T ′) − 1) is the Bose-Einstein distribution function with εn(k) as the energy of the n-th

magnon band at k-point in Brillouin zone, Ωnxy(k) is the Berry-curvature of the n-th band at the k-point

and c2(x) = (1 + x)
(
log 1+x

x

)2 − (log(x))2 − 2Li2(−x) where Li2(x) is a polylogarithmic function. The

scaled temperature T ′, magnon energies εn(k) as well as scaled-thermal Hall conductivity are normal-

ized in unit of JS. The calculation of Berry-curvature Ωnxy(k) is further discussed in section Sec. 2.4.2.

In Fig. 4.5(a) and 4.5(b), the results for the scaled thermal Hall conductivity is plotted as a function of

Magnetic field Bz and D||,s respectively, along the purple lines in Fig. 4.4(b) and Fig. 4.4(d). The differ-

ent coloured regions in Fig 4.5(a) and 4.5(b) denote distinct topological regions along the purple lines

in Fig. 4.4(d) and Fig. 4.4(b) respectively. At the boundary of the different topological regions the band

gap closes as shown in the inset of the figures. Generically, band closing occurs at the Dirac point, but

sometime a semi-Dirac point is encountered. The type of semi-Dirac point at the boundary between

green and purple topological regions in Fig. 4.5(b) is also reported in the reference Ref. [198].

Figs. 4.5(c) and 4.5(d) present the derivative of scaled thermal Hall conductivity with respect to mag-

netic field B and DMI D||,s as a function of B and the symmetric component of the in-plane DMI D||,s

respectively. At the boundary between two distinct topological phases, the derivative in the thermal

Hall conductance has a logarithmic divergence. The origin of the divergence on the basis of Weyl-point

also discussed in Ref. [51]. It is observed from the figures that the logarithmic divergence is universal

and independent of the type of band touching. We also have been shown analytically in the next sub-

sections that the nature of divergence is same for tilted Dirac point and Semi-Dirac point. Furthermore,

it also can be seen from the figure that the peak height of divergence grows faster, if the band touching

happens at the lower pair of bands, due to the larger contribution to the thermal Hall conductivity from

magnons in the lower bands. Finally, the sign of the divergence is positive (negative) if Chern number

of lower band increases (decreases) at the band topological transition. In the next subsections we show
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that the nature of logarithmic divergence remain unchanged for different types of band-touching point.

Figure 4.5: (a)-(b) The scaled thermal conductivity as a function of Magnetic field B and DM-term

D||,s along the purple lines in Fig. 4.4(d) and Fig. 4.4(b) respectively. Inset of the figure shows the band

touching points at the boundaries of the band topological region. The first, second and third letters

denote the band touching point, type of band touching, and the energy wise ordering of bands.For

example, ”ΓM’, TD, UB”, band touches at ΓM’ line , the type of band touching is tilted Dirac-type and

pair of upper bands touching respectively. ”SD” means the Semi-Dirac point and ”LB” means pair of

lower bands touching and ”MB” means pair of middle bands touching etc. The magnetic field is a

scaled quantity and connected with experimental magnetic field as hz = BJ
gµB

, where g is Lande-g factor

and µB is the Bohr magneton. (c)-(d) The derivative of the thermal Hall conductivity w.r.t. magnetic

field and DM-termD||,s as a function of Magnetic fieldB and DM-termD||,s respectively. The numbers

in the figures are Chern numbers with convention given in Fig. 4.4.
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Tilted Dirac point or Generalized Weyl point: The Hamiltonian corresponds to the tilted Dirac point

or generalized Weyl point is given by,

Ĥ = w0
xkxI + w0

ykyI + wxkxσx + wykyσy + pσz + εI, (4.9)

where kx, ky are the momentum with respect to the band touching point. σi (i = x, y, z) are the Pauli’s

matrices. p is a perturbation to open the gap. ε denotes the energy of band touching point. The Hamil-

tonian is general Hamiltonian for any linear dispersions. The energies correspond to the Hamiltonian,

E±(k) = ε+ kxw
0
x + kyw

0
y ±

√
p2 + w2

xk
2
x + w2

yk
2
y = ε0k ± ωk, (4.10)

where ε0k = ε0 + kxw
0
x + kyw

0
y and ωk =

√
p2 + w2

xk
2
x + w2

yk
2
y the corresponding eigenvectors are,

x± =
1

N±

(
p±
√
p2+w2

xk
2
x+w2

yk
2
y

wxkx+iwyky
1

)T
, (4.11)

where N± are the normalization constant. The expression of the Berry curvature of the lower band is

given by,

Ω1 =
1

(E+ − E−)2
Im
(〈

x1

∣∣∣∣ ∂H∂kx
∣∣∣∣x2

〉〈
x2

∣∣∣∣ ∂H∂ky
∣∣∣∣x1

〉)
, (4.12)

where Im(z) denotes imaginary part of z. Using Eq. 4.9, Eq. 4.10 and Eq. 4.11,

〈
x1

∣∣∣∣ ∂H∂kx
∣∣∣∣x2

〉
=

2wx√
N1N2

wxkxp− iwyky
√
p2w2

xk
2
x + w2

yk
2
y

w2
xk

2
x + w2

yk
2
y

 (4.13)

Similarly, 〈
x2

∣∣∣∣ ∂H∂ky
∣∣∣∣x1

〉
=

2wy√
N1N2

wykyp− iwxkx
√
p2w2

xk
2
x + w2

yk
2
y

w2
xk

2
x + w2

yk
2
y

 (4.14)

Using Eq. 4.13 and Eq. 4.14 in Eq. 4.12, the Berry curvature of the lower band,

Ω1 = − 2wxwyp

(p2 + w2
xk

2
x + w2

yk
2
y)3/2

(4.15)

Similarly, for the upper band Ω2 = −Ω1. The Thermal Hall conductivity expression is given by,

κxy =
k2
BT

(2π)2~
∑
n

ˆ
BZ

c2(ρnk)Ωn(k)d2k, (4.16)
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Using equations Eq. 4.15 and Ω2 = −Ω1, we get,

∑
n

Ωn(k)c2(ρnk) =
2wxwyp

(p2 + w2
xk

2
x + w2

yk
2
y)3/2

[c2(ρ2k)− c2(ρ1k)]

∝ 2wxwyp

(p2 + w2
xk

2
x + w2

yk
2
y)3/2

ωk

[where, c2(ρ(ε0k+ ωk))− c2(ρ(ε0k − ωk)) ∝ ωkfor small p and k ]

∝ p

(p2 + w2
xk

2
x + w2

yk
2
y)

(4.17)

From Eq. 4.16, integrating around the band touching points k =
√
w2
xk

2
x + w2

yk
2
y < kc, we get,

∂κxy
∂p
∝ ∂

∂p

ˆ
k<kc

p

(p2 + w2
xk

2
x + w2

yk
2
y)
d2k

∝
ˆ
k<kc

2πkdk

(p2 + k2)
−
ˆ
k<kc

4p2πkdk

(p2 + k2)2

∝ π ln

(
p2 + k2

c

p2

)
+ 2p2π

[
1

p2 + k2
c

− 1

p2

]
∝ ln(|p|) [Near phase transtion kc � p] (4.18)

Semi-Dirac point: The dispersion of semi-Dirac point,

E±(k) = ±
√

(w2
xk

2
x)2 + w2

yq
2
y (4.19)

Out of many possibilities, two different possible Hamiltonians are,

H1 =

 0 wxqx + iwyqy

wxqx − iwyqy 0

 , H2 =

 wxqx iwyqy

−iwyqy −wxqx

 , (4.20)

The Berry curvatures of the both Hamiltonian is given by,

Ω±1 = ± 4pqxwxwy
(p2 + w4

xq
4
x + w2

yq
2
y)3/2

,Ω±2 = 0, (4.21)

Thus, the second Hamiltonian in Eq. 4.20 does not produce any Berry curvature and so topological

phase transition can not happen with this kind of Hamiltonian. It can be shown for the first Hamilto-

nian in equation Eq. 4.20,
∂κxy
∂p
∝ ln(|p|) (4.22)

Particularly, in our study, we got semi-Dirac points with dispersion,

E±(k) = w2
0k

2
y ±

√
w2
xk

2
x + w2

yk
4
y (4.23)
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Again particularly for phase transition point, nearD||,s = 0.4 in Fig. 4.5(d) is associated with Semi-Dirac

dispersion with w0 = wy , which is also encountered in reference Ref. [198].

Figure 4.6: (a)-(b) The derivative of conductivity as a function of parameters B and D||,s respectively,

for different temperature. The method of plotting is described in the main text. (c)-(d) The derivative

of conductance as a function of temperature is fitted using Eq. 4.24, at different B and D||,s respectively.

The circled points correspond to the calculated derivative of thermal Hall conductivity and the straight

line represents the fitted curve. The fitting parameters {A, ε0} for blue, red and black curves in (c) are

{4.6886, 2.9243}, {10.4323, 2.7539} and {5.5643, 2.8666}. The fitting parameters {A, ε0} for blue, red and

black curves in (d) are {20.0830, 4.2135}, {103.5474, 4.1025} and {15.4258, 4.2656}.

Here we show that that the logarithmic divergence follows simple analytical expression as a func-

tion of temperature. The main contribution of derivative of thermal Hall conductance comes from the

band touching point at energy ε0. Near this point at phase transition the Berry curvature is equal and

opposite for the two bands(Ω1
xy = −Ω2

xy). Near the band touching point,
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∂κ′xy
∂p

=
T ′

2π2

∂

∂p

[
Ω1
xy(k) (c2(ρ(ε0 + εk))− c2(ρ(ε0 − εk)))

]
=

T ′

2π2

∂

∂p

[
Ω1
xy(k)

(
2
dc2
dρ

∣∣∣∣
ρ0

dρ

dε

∣∣∣∣
ε0

)
εk

]

= A exp(
ε0
T ′

)

[
ln

(
1 + ρ0

ρ0

)]2

ρ2
0, (4.24)

where, ρ0 = 1/(exp( ε0T ′ )−1). A is a constant independent of temperature and proportional to log(p−p0),

p is a parameter of system(e.g. magnetic field etc.) and p0 is the band topological transition point.

Moreover, at a temperature, lower compared with the energy of band touching point, the equation 4.24

transforms into,
∂κ′xy
∂p

= Aε20 exp(
−ε0
T

). (4.25)

To demonstrate the validity of Eq. 4.24, we have chosen the band topological transition points near

B = 0.276 and D||,s = 0.3937 of Fig. 4.5(c) and Fig. 4.5(d) respectively. The numerically calculation

Berry-curvature around the transition point is computationally expensive and in-accurate. So, to cor-

rectly calculate the derivative of thermal Hall-conductivity, first the thermal Hall conductivity has been

calculated near the transition point and fitted using the expression,

κ′xy = m ln(|p− p0|) +m0 +m1(p− p0) +m2(p− p0)2 +m3(p− p0)3, (4.26)

where p0 is the band topological transition point. Then the derivative of the expression has been plot-

ted and shown in Fig. 4.6(a) and Fig. 4.6(b). The divergent peak and nearby points increase with the

temperature. In Fig. 4.6(c) and 4.6(d), the derivative of conductivity is plotted and fitted as a function of

temperature using the Eq. 4.24, consideringA and ε0 as fitting parameter. The band touches at ε0 = 2.65

for the band topological transition at B = 0.276 in Fig. 4.6(a) and at ε0 = 4.079 for the band topological

transition at D||,s = 0.3937 in Fig. 4.6(b). The values of fitting parameter ε0 described in Fig. 4.6(c) and

Fig. 4.6(d) is quite near the band touching points.

4.4 Conclusion

In conclusion we consider the flux state of SS lattice and showed that in presence of in plane DMI and

magnetic field, the system gives rise to non-trivial topological magnon bands. The canted flux state is



4.4. Conclusion 101

a non-coplanar spin structure. This leads to a various topologically distinct magnon band structure.

Again, we observed the nature of first derivative of thermal Hall conductance is logarithmic diver-

gent at the band topological transition, independent of the type of band touching. We have presented

a simple temperature dependent parametric relation for the derivative of thermal Hall conductance,

which might be useful to extract the energy of band touching during band topological transition for any

generic spin Hamiltonian. We have also suggested an experimental realization of the model studied.

In the present work, we have assumed a dilute gas of magnons without any interaction. At finite tem-

peratures, as the density of thermally excited magnons increase, effects of interaction gain importance.

Interaction between magnons further re-normalizes the bands and impart a finite life-time, which in

turn can change the topological phase diagram obtained in this study. The study of the topological

magnon bands for this model in presence of interaction is planned for the future.



Chapter 5
Weyl-triplons in SrCu2(BO3)2

The results in this chapter is on the arXiv repository as D. Bhowmick and P. Sengupta. Weyl-triplons in

SrCu2(BO3)2. arXiv identifier: arXiv:2004.11551. (under review)

5.1 Introduction

The successful detection of Weyl fermions in TaAs [20], following theoretical prediction of the same [199,

200], marks one of the latest milestones in the study of topological phases of matter, currently the most

active frontier in Condensed Matter Physics [201, 202, 203, 204, 205, 206, 207, 21, 208]. Weyl fermions

are massless, linearly dispersing quasiparticles with finite chirality, first proposed as solutions to mass-

less Dirac equation in relativistic particle physics [209]. Pairs of Weyl fermions with opposite chirality

may combine to form Dirac fermion. In condensed matter systems, non-relativistic analog of Weyl

quasiparticles emerge at linear crossing of non-degenerate, topologically protected bands in three di-

mensional reciprocal space. Interest in these special band crossings have increased since they act as

sources of Berry flux and impart topological character to the associated energy bands. Weyl nodes ap-

pear in pairs with opposite chirality and can be separated in momentum space in systems with broken

time reversal [204, 205, 206, 207] or inversion symmetry [21, 208] or both [210].

The appearance of Weyl points is governed by the geometry of the band structure and symmetries of
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the Hamiltonian and lattice. As such, it is possible to observe bosonic analogs of Weyl points. This has

already been achieved in artificially designed photonic [211, 212, 213, 214] and phononic crystals [215,

216], and proposed for magnons [77, 73, 217, 218, 219, 220]. Weyl-points with toplogical charges ±2

are found in the phonon spectra [221, 222] and excitation spectra in phononic [223, 224] and photonic

crystals [225, 226] which have no counterpart in high-energy physics. But no such unconventional

Weyl-points have been reported in electronic or magnonic systems. Our results reveal that magnetic

excitations in the real quantum magnet SrCu2(BO3)2 is a promising platform to realise this unique

doubly charged Weyl-points in magnetic excitations for the first time.

Quantum magnets are particularly promising since they have for long been a versatile platform to

realise complex quantum states of matter including bosonic analogs of novel fermionic phases. The

wide range of available quantum magnets with different lattice geometries and the ability to tune their

properties readily by external magnetic field make them ideal testbed for realising bosonic analogs

of topological states of matter [63, 227, 54, 193, 228, 89, 68, 70, 229, 230, 231, 232, 233, 234, 77, 73, 217,

218, 219, 220]. However, despite theoretical predictions, experimental observation of Weyl magnons

have remained elusive. In this work, we present evidence for the existence of Weyl triplons in the geo-

metrically frustrated Shastry Sutherland compound, SrCu2(BO3)2. In contrast to previous studies that

considered idealized Hamiltonians based on families of quantum magnets [77, 73, 217, 219], we focus

on a realistic microscopic Hamiltonian of the extensively studied geometrically frustrated quantum

magnet, SrCu2(BO3)2 [1, 87, 88]. In this work, we have used experimentally determined Hamiltonian

parameters [235] for the microscopic model that have been demonstrated to reproduce faithfully the

experimentally observed behavior of the material [87].
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5.2 Results

5.2.1 Microscopic model.

The figure Fig. 5.1(a) illustrates the three dimensional arrangements of Cu-atoms of SrCu2(BO3)2 as a

coupled layers of Shastry-Sutherland lattice. The Hamiltonian of the system is given by,

H =J
∑
〈i,j〉,l

Si,l · Sj,l + J ′
∑
〈〈i,j〉〉

Si,l · Sj,l + D ·
∑
〈i,j〉,l

(Si,l × Sj,l) + D′ ·
∑
〈〈i,j〉〉,l

(Si,l × Sj,l)

−B
∑
i,l

Sz
i,l + Jz

∑
i,j,

〈l,l′〉

Si,l · Sj,l′ + Dz ·
∑
i,j,

〈l,l′〉

(Si,l × Sj,l′) , (5.1)

where, 〈i, j〉 and 〈〈i, j〉〉 denote the summation over the sites belonging to intra-dimer and inter-dimer,

bonds respectively in each layer and 〈l, l′〉 denotes pairs of adjacent layers. The first four terms de-

scribe the intra-layer coupling terms and are depicted in Fig. 5.1(b), where J and J ′ are the intra-dimer

and inter-dimer Heisenberg terms. D and D′ denote the intra-dimer and inter-dimer Dzyaloshin-

skii–Moriya (DM-interaction or DMI). Finally, Jz and Dz are the inter-layer Heisenberg terms and DM-

interactions along the green dotted bonds in Fig. 5.1(a). The fifth term is a Zeeman coupling of the spins

with a magnetic field perpendicular to the Shastry-Sutherland layer. We include DM-interactions that

are symmetry allowed for SrCu2(BO3)2 at temperatures below 395K [236, 191, 1] in its low-symmetry

phase. In-plane components of the inter-layer DM-interaction is neglected, even though it is allowed

by the symmetry of the lattice, since it does not contribute to the low energy physics of the magnetic

system. The 2D Hamiltonian describing the magnetic properties of each layer have been extensively

studied in the past and the
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Figure 5.1: (a) The 3D-schematic lattice structure of compound SrCu2(BO3)2. The red-bonds are dimer-

A and blue-bonds are dimer-B. The green dotted-lines are the inter-layer bonds. (b) The intralayer

Heisenberg and DM interactions. (c) The interlayer DM-interactions. (d) The effective square lattice

structure after bond-operator transformation.

nature of triplon excitations above dimerized ground state and their topological characters delineated

using the bond operator formalism [1, 87, 88]. We study the system with additional physically re-

liable interlayer Heisenberg and DM-interaction terms included in the Hamiltonian. The interlayer

DM-interaction shown in Fig. 5.1(c), is taken in the z-direction and also symmetry allowed by the low

temperature crystal-symmetry of SrCu2(BO3)2. For simplicity, we assume Dz2 ≈ Dz1 = Dz . The pres-

ence of interlayer DM-interaction drives a variety of topological phases in the system.

5.2.2 Triplon picture.

The ground state is a product of singlet-dimer states on the red and blue-bonds(Fig. 5.1(a)) in a pure

Shastry-Sutherland lattice. A singlet state is an entangled state of two spins such that the wave-function

is defined by |s〉 = (|↑↓〉 − |↓↑〉) /
√

2. The lowest excitations above the ground states are direct product
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of triplets, which are |tx〉 = i (|↑↑〉 − |↓↓〉) /
√

2, |ty〉 = (|↑↑〉+ |↓↓〉) /
√

2, |tz〉 = −i (|↑↓〉+ |↓↑〉) /
√

2. In

presence of the small perturbative DM-interaction the ground state is the product state of the rotated-

singlets |s̃A〉 and |s̃B〉. The rotated singlets and rotated triplets are related to the original singlet and

triplets, as written below,

|s̃A〉∣∣t̃xA〉∣∣t̃yA〉∣∣t̃zA〉


=



1 −α 0 0

α 1 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 1





|sA〉

|txA〉

|tyA〉

|tzA〉


,



|s̃B〉∣∣t̃xB〉∣∣t̃yB〉∣∣t̃zB〉


=



1 0 α 0

0 1 0 0

−α 0 1 0

0 0 0 1





|sB〉

|txB〉

|tyB〉

|tzB〉


, (5.2)

where, α = |D|
2J . To study the low temperature excitation above the ground state, we used bond operator

formalism [99, 1], which is discussed in the section Sec. 2.2.2. In this formalism, we consider the product

state of singlets as the vacuum-state and we treat triplets as the quasi-particle excitations named as

triplon. The triplon quasi-particles hop around the effective square lattice consisting of two different

sub-lattices as shown in Fig. 5.1(d). The low energy effective Hamiltonian in terms of triplons, is further

transformed using unitary transformation, such that the two sub-lattices of the effective squared lattice

become equivalent. The real-space triplon-Hamiltonian after neglecting the terms of order of α2 is

given by,

H =J
∑
ri

∑
µ=x,y

ˆ̃tµ†ri
ˆ̃tµri + ihz

∑
ri

[
ˆ̃tx†ri

ˆ̃tyri −
ˆ̃ty†ri

ˆ̃txri

]
− iD′⊥

2

∑
ri

∑
α=x,y

[
ˆ̃ty†ri+δα

ˆ̃txri + ˆ̃ty†ri
ˆ̃txri+δα − h.c.

]

+
iD̃′||,s

2

∑
ri

[
+ˆ̃tz†ri+δx

ˆ̃tyri + ˆ̃ty†ri+δx
ˆ̃tzri − h.c.− ˆ̃tz†ri+δy

ˆ̃txri −
ˆ̃tx†ri+δy

ˆ̃tzri − h.c.
]

−iDz

∑
ri

[
ˆ̃ty†ri+δz

ˆ̃txri + ˆ̃ty†ri
ˆ̃txri+δz − h.c.

]
. (5.3)

The coupling terms Jz and D′||,ns do not effect the energy of order of magnitude less than α2. Again

the term D̃′||,s consists the interaction terms D′||,s and D, such that D̃′||,s = D′||,s −
|D|J′

2J . The interplay

between the DM-interactionsDz andD′⊥ generates different kinds of Weyl-triplons in the system. In the

following sub-section, we discuss about the momentum space Hamiltonian and the toplogical Weyl-

triplons in the system.
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5.2.3 Topological Weyl-triplons.

The momentum space triplon-Hamiltonian is given as,

H =
∑
k

∑
µ,ν=x,y,z

ˆ̃t†µ,kMµν(k)ˆ̃tν,k, (5.4)

where the matrix M(k) is given by,

M(k) =



J
igzhz + 2iD′⊥γ3

+ 2iDzγ4

D̃′||γ2

−igzhz − 2iD′⊥γ3

− 2iDzγ4

J −D̃′||γ1

D̃′||γ2 −D̃′||γ1 J


, (5.5)

where, γ1 = sin(kx), γ2 = sin(ky), γ3 = 1
2 (cos(kx) + cos(ky)), γ4 = cos(kz). The matrix M(k) can be

expressed in terms of Gell-Mann matrices,

M(k) = JI + daλ2 + dbλ4 + dcλ6, (5.6)

where da = −gzhz−2D′⊥γ3−2Dzγ4, db = D̃′||γ2, dc = −D̃′||γ1 and λ2, λ4, λ6 are the Gell-Mann matrices,

λ2 =


0 −i 0

i 0 0

0 0 0

 , λ4 =


0 0 1

0 0 0

1 0 0

λ6 =


0 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0

 (5.7)

The eigen-values of the matrix M(k) are J , J + |d(k)|
2 and J − |d(k)|

2 , where |d(k)| =
√
d2
a + d2

b + d2
c .

The Gell-Mann matrices span the Lie-algebra of SU(3)-group. The 3× 3-matrix of the form in equation

Eq. 5.6 contains only Gell-Mann matrices λ2, λ4, λ6, which assures that the for a fixed kz if the bands are

gapped then the Chern-number of the three-bands are of the following form (−2C, 0, 2C), where C is

any integer [1, 233]. In this study C = ±1 and so the Chern number from lower to upper band is given

by the set (±2, 0,∓2).

We study the model fixing the parameters J = 722 GHz,
∣∣∣D̃′||∣∣∣ = 20 GHz, D′⊥ = −21 GHz and

gz = 2.28 [1, 235] and varying the parameters hz andDz . At low energies, the system has three different

triplon bands and the possible points at which the band-crossing happens are the high-symmetry points
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on the kx-ky plane, which are (π, 0), (0, π), (0, 0), (π, π). The Weyl-points at the high symmetry points

are triply degenerate, which has no equivalence in the high energy physics, because the quasi-paticle

excitation triplons in this system do not follow the Poincare symmetry [237, 238].

The schematic figure of different types of Weyl-points in the Brillouin-zone(BZ) is shown in Fig. 5.2(a).

The red-dotes illustrates the Weyl-points at positions (0, π, kz1) and (π, 0, kz1), where kz1 = cos−1
(
−hzgz2Dz

)
.

The blue dotes denote the Weyl-points at position (0, 0, kz2), where kz2 = cos−1
(
−hzgz+2D′

⊥
2Dz

)
. Again,

the green-points are Weyl-points at position (π, π, kz3), where kz3 = cos−1
(

2D′
⊥−hzgz
2Dz

)
.

Figure 5.2: (a) A schematic picture for the presence of possible Weyl-points. The color coding is further

described in the main text.The Weyl-points in BZ for parameters (b)Dz = D′⊥/2, hz = 0, (c)Dz = D′⊥/2,

hz = hc, (d) Dz = D′⊥, hz = hc/2, (e) Dz = 3D′⊥, hz = 0, (f) Dz = 3D′⊥, hz = 0. Where, hc =
2D′

⊥
gz

.

The blue arrows illustrate the direction of the Berry-curvature. The red curves show the change in the

Chern number of the lowest band due to the Weyl-points.

To verify the band crossings are topological Weyl-points, we plot the direction of Berry curvature

and change in Chern-number within the first-BZ in Fig. 5.2(b)-(f), for different parameter regions. We

note that the Chern number is defined strictly for a two dimensional band; in this study, the Chern
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number is defined for the lower band in two-dimensional kx − ky planes at a fixed kz-value in the 3D

Brillouin zone and it is defined for n-th band as,

Cn(kz) =
1

2π

ˆ π

−π

ˆ π

−π
dkxdkyΩzn(k), (5.8)

where, Ωzn(k) is z-component of Berry-curvature of n-th band (n=1 denotes lowest band) at k-point in

Brillouin-zone which is given by,

Ωzn(k) = i
∑
m6=n

〈
m(k)

∣∣∣ ∂H∂kx ∣∣∣n(k)
〉〈

m(k)
∣∣∣ ∂H∂ky ∣∣∣n(k)

〉
− (kx ↔ ky)

(En(k)− Em(k))2
, (5.9)

where En(k) and |n(k)〉 denote the eigen-value and eigen-state of n-th band at k-point in Brillouin

zone respectively. Three-band tight binding models have previously been studied for two-dimensional

systems and found to be have topologically gapped bands with Chern-numbers of three bands (+c, 0,−c)

or (+c,−2c,+c) with c ∈ Z [233, 1, 239, 240, 241]. In this study, the calculated Chern-numbers Cn(kz) of

the three gapped bands at a fixed kz-plane are found to be (2c, 0,−2c) with c = ±1 or 0 which is similar

to the two-dimensional counterpart of the model studied in the reference Ref. [1]. Weyl-points are band-

topological transition points in three dimensional Brillouin zone resulting in change in Chern-numbers

Cn(kz). It is found that the Chern number changes by±2 for the Weyl-points present at (0, 0,±kz2) and

(π, π,±kz3) which indicates that the monopole charge associated with these Weyl-points are±2. At mo-

menta at (0, π,±kz1) and (π, 0,±kz1), the Chern-number changes by ±4 due to the joint contributions

from the Weyl-points , each of which carries a monopole charge of ±2.
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Figure 5.3: The color coded region of topological phase diagram is defined based on the number of

Weyl-points and based on the position of the Weyl-points in the BZ. The subdivision of the regions a, b,

c, d denotes the qualitative changes in the sign of monopole charge of Weyl-points. (b) The table shows

the number and position of Weyl-points in different regions. The table is valid for D′⊥ < 0. For the case

D′⊥ > 0, the Weyl-nodes at (0, 0,±kz2) are substituted by the Weyl-nodes at (π, π,±kz3) and vice-versa.

Based on the number of Weyl-points and their positions in the kx-ky plane, we categorize the hz-Dz

parameter space in to several regions in Fig. 5.3(a). Regions I and II contain no Weyl-points, but in

region-II the triplon bands carry non-zero Chern numbers (C = −2, 0 and +2 for bands with increasing

energy) whereas in region-I, they are topologically trivial. For Dz = 0, the transition in band topology

from region-I to region-II occurs at critical magnetic field hc = 2|Dz|
gz

[1]. The remaining regions III, IV,

V and VI feature multiple Weyl points (appearing in pairs), ranging from one pair in region IV to four

pairs in region VI. The locations of the Weyl points and their nature are listed in the table in figure

Fig. 5.3(b). The Weyl-points at different sub-regions (a), (b), (c), (d) are at the same position but, the

monopole charges of some of the Weyl-points change by a sign.
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Figure 5.4: Triplon-arcs on the x-z surface (a), (b), (c), (d) for the parameters same as in (b), (c), (d), (e)

in Fig. 5.1. The surface states on the x-z surface for the parameters (e), (f), (g), (h) for the parameters

same as in (a), (b), (c), (d) respectively.

5.2.4 Surface arcs and surface states.

The topological nature of the system is revealed by the presence of the surface states in the material. In

Fig. 5.4(a)-(d), we plot the surface spectral function of a slab geometry of a system extended along x-z

direction. Each of the projected bulk Weyl-points on the surface emits two triplon-arcs, which divulge

that the monopole charge of a Weyl-point is±2. The surface triplon-arcs of the system is quite different

in the different regions of parameter space, because of the different position and different numbers of

Weyl-points present in different sector in the parameter phase. The Fig. 5.4(a), (b), (c), (d) illustrates

the surface triplon-arcs for the topological phase regime III, IV, V, VI respectively. For illustration, we

describe the Fig. 5.4(a), which corresponds to the region-IIIa in phase diagram Fig. 5.3. There are two-

pairs of Weyl-triplon in this region, at positions (0, π,±kz1) and (π, 0,±kz1). So the projected Weyl-

point on the kx-kz surface exists at the positions (π,±kz1) and (0,±kz1). The pair of points along kz

axis is connected by two surface triplon-arcs. The existence of surface triplon-arcs in the system can

be detected using inelastic neutron scattering. The Fig. 5.4(e)-(h), describes that the surface states are
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chiral gap-less state present within the bulk gap in the system.

5.2.5 Thermal Hall effect for experimental detection.

Thermal Hall effect is the key experimental signature to detect topological excitations in a magnetic

system. The characteristic features of Thermal Hall conductance of an Weyl-magnon is different from

the usual gapped topological magnon bands, making it an ideal probe to detect Weyl points. We cal-

culate the thermal Hall effect in different regimes with Weyl points (phases III, IV, V or VI in Fig. 5.3),

gapped topological triplons (phases I, II in Fig. 5.3) and gapped topologically trivial triplon excitations

to show that the thermal Hall conductivity exhibits distinct features identifying the different regimes.

Since the Weyl-points in this system always occur in pairs aligned along the z-direction, a transverse

current cannot be created along the z-axis. Similarly, a temperature gradient along this direction cannot

produce a transverse current along any other direction [77]. However, a transverse triplon current can

be induced in y (or x)-direction by applying a temperature gradient along the y (or x)-direction. The

thermal Hall conductance of the system in the x− y plane is given by [41, 197, 196, 141],

κxy =

ˆ π

π

dkz
2π

κ2D
xy (kz), (5.10)

where κ2D
xy (kz) is the 2D-thermal Hall conductance contribution from the kx−ky-plane of fixed kz-value

in the Brillouin Zone, which is given by,

κ2D
xy (kz) = −T

ˆ ˆ
dkxdky
(2π)2

N∑
n=1

c2(fB [En(k)])Ωzn(k), (5.11)

where, k = (kx, ky, kz) and c2(x) = (1 + x)(ln 1+x
x )2 − (lnx)2 − 2Li2(−x), with Li2(x) as bilogarithmic

function.
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Figure 5.5: (a) The thermal Hall conductance as a function of the magnetic field is shown for Dz =
D′

⊥
4 .

As magnetic field increases the system undergoes different phase regions as in Fig. 5.3. The dots

are calculated Thermal Hall conductivity and the red-line is analytically fitted with the expressions

A∆kzi(hz) + B as discussed in the main text. The inset shows the distance between Weyl-nodes as a

function of the magnetic field for phase regions III(a) and V(a) in Fig. 5.3. (b) The thermal Hall conduc-

tance as a function of magnetic field for non-zero inter-layer DMI is taken from the reference Ref. [1].

The linear region near magnetic field hz = 0 is absent in these plots due to absence in Weyl-triplon

regions. The signs in thermal Hall conductance for the plots (a) and (b) are opposite is due to different

sign-conventions of the formula of thermal Hall conductance in Eq. 5.11.

While the nature and magnitude of interlayer DM-interaction (Dz) in SrCu2(BO3)2 has not been

determined experimentally, it is reasonable to expect finite Dz as its presence is allowed by symme-

try of the lattice. We assume a small, but finite, interlayer DMI parallel to the layers (as allowed by the

symmetry of the lattice), such that the triplon bands of the system lies in region III(a) of Fig. 5.3. Assum-

ing Dz =
D′

⊥
4 the thermal Hall conductivity is plotted as a function of magnetic field in Fig. 5.5(a) for

0 ≤ hz ≤ 2hc). The triplon bands undergo several topological phase transitions in this range of applied

field – III(a)→ II(a)→ IV (a)→ I in Fig. 5.3. The triplon bands in region III(a) contains two pairs of

Weyl points at (0, π,±kz1) and (π, 0,±kz1), while there is one pair of Weyl points at (0, 0,±kz2) in the

region V(a). The triplon bands are fully gapped and topological in nature in region II(a), whereas they

are gapped and topologically trivial in region I . It is noted that, although the Berry curvature at the

Weyl point is ill-defined, the thermal Hall conductance κ2D
xy (kz) is a continuous function of kz , because
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the left and right hand limit kz → kzw+0+ and the left hand limit as kz → kzw+0− are equal, where kzw

denotes the position of the Weyl-point. The thermal Hall conductance exhibits a unique quasi-linear

dependence as a function of magnetic field for a region with Weyl-points, and quite different from the

phase region without Weyl points. Moreover the two-dimensional counterpart of the model without

inter-layer interaction has no Weyl-points and the thermal Hall conductance for the two-dimensional

model does not show any linear dependence as a function of magnetic-field as in figure Fig. 5.5(b). This

is because the thermal Hall conductance of magnetic excitations magnons or triplons is proportional to

the distance between the Weyl-nodes in momentum space [77], analogous to that of (electrical) Hall con-

ductance observed in Weyl semimetals [242], as a consequence the thermal Hall conductivity exhibits

a quasi-linear dependence as a function of magnetic field. In regions III(a) and V(a) the distance be-

tween the pair of Weyl-nodes are ∆kz1(hz) = 2 cos−1(−hzgz2Dz
) and ∆kz2(hz) = 2π− 2 cos−1(−hzgz+2D′

⊥
2Dz

)

respectively. The inset of the Fig. 5.5(a) shows the distance between the Weyl-nodes as a function of

magnetic field has point of inflection at the points hz = 0 and hz = hc, which gives rise to the quasi-

linear behaviour of the thermal Hall conductance. To show the quasi-linear dependence of the thermal

Hall conductance in Weyl-triplon region as a function of magnetic field, the thermal conductivity is

fitted with the analytical expression A∆kzi(hz) +B, where A and B are fitting parameters and i = 1 or

2. The quasi-linear characteristic in thermal Hall conductance in this system is solely due to the pres-

ence of the Weyl-nodes. On the other hand, the field dependence of the thermal Hall conductance is

markedly different in region IV (a) were the triplon bands are fully gapped and carry finite Chern num-

bers, consistent with previous studies [1, 88]. Thus the presence of quasi-linearity in the thermal Hall

conductance as a function of magnetic field is a direct evidence of the presence of Weyl-nodes. Finally,

in region I with topologically trivial, gapped triplon bands, the thermall hall conductivity vanishes.

5.3 Conclusion and Discussion

In conclusion we have demonstrated that SrCu2(BO3)2 is a possible host of Weyl-triplons. Our study

shows that interlayer perpendicular DM-interaction (even if very small in magnitude) naturally give

rise to the Weyl-triplons. Furthermore the nature of triplon bands at low temperature depends nei-

ther on the interlayer Heisenberg interation (because of orthogonal Dimer arrangement) nor on the
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interlayer in-plane DM-interactions, which makes the appearance of Weyl nodes robust against small

deviations from the idealized model. Finally, We have shown that the quasi-linear behaviour of ther-

mal Hall conductance as a function of magnetic field is a possible experimental signature to detect the

presence of Weyl nodes.

We also propose neutron scattering experiment as an alternative way to explore the Weyl-nodes in

the triplon bands. The neutron scattering spectra is already studied in the reference Ref.[87], which

shows that triplon bound state contribution is important under their experimental conditions, which

we have neglected in this study. In presence of triplon bound state the three-fold degeneracy is ab-

sent at zero magnetic field. But band-topological transitions still exist in the material as a function of

magnetic field similar to that reported in Ref.[1] and so the band touching happens as magnetic field is

varied. This band touching in 2D model is expected to translate into a Weyl-point in the 3D model in

presence of interlayer Dzyaloshinskii–Moriya interaction (DMI). Similar Weyl-triplon phases can also

be investigated in the dimer phases of materials Rb2Cu3SnF12 [243, 244] and ZnCu3(OH)6Cl2 [245].



Chapter 6
Conclusions and future-work

6.1 Conclusions

Throughout this thesis we have considered the two-dimensional Heisenberg model with DMI, which

in the LSWT, SBMFT or bond-operator formalism transformed into another bosonic Hamiltonian rep-

resenting a system of spin-excitations or spin quasi-particles. In this final chapter of the dissertation,

we summarize the preceding chapters and present conclusions and outlook. In chapter Ch. 1, we dis-

cuss about past studies and the open-questions, which is the starting point of the study. We describe

the generic spin models and different methods to study the spin models in chapter Ch. 2. The rest of

the section is devoted in the discussion of the chapters Ch. 3, Ch. 4 and Ch. 5, which contains the main

findings of our study.

In chapter Ch. 3, we investigate the presence of antichiral edge states in the honeycomb ferromag-

nets. We find that unequal DMI for the two sublattices lead to an additional antichiral-DMI and using

spinon-picture we determined the temperature range between which the antichiral edge states can be

probed experimentally. Antichiral edge states in the system is found when antichiral-DMI is domi-

nant in compared with the chiral-DMI. We show the way to engineer the materials CrSrTe3, CrGeTe3,

AFe2(PO4)2 (A=Ba, Cs, K, La) to break the inversion symmetry at the center of the hexagon of honey-

comb material which in turn induces the antichiral-DMI. Moreover the linear dispersion of antichiral

edge states is only distorted in presence of other realistic interactions, but the presence of antichiral
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edge modes are not destroyed. Moreover we show the possible experimental measurements to explore

the existence of antichiral-edge-modes in the material. We investigated that the antichiral DMI does

not effect the spin Nernst effect qualitatively or quantitatively, thus spin-Nernst effect is not ideal mea-

surement to detect this novel phenomenon. So we proposed some alternative techniques such as mag-

netic force microscopy, inelastic neutron scattering technique and inverse spin-Hall noise spectroscopy,

which are the promising experimental technique to detect the anti-chiral edge states in the system.

In chapter Ch. 4, we studied the topological magnons in the non-coplanar magnetic canted-flux

state in the frustrated Shastry-Sutherland lattice. We propose a model spin-Hamiltonian correspond

to a distorted rare-earth tetraboride such that in-plane DMI become symmetry allowed. In presence of

perpendicular DMI (greater than a critical value) and zero in-plane DMI the ground state is described as

a flux state and we find that the magnon bands of this ground state is topologically trivial. But in pres-

ence of in-plane DMI along with out of plane DMI the magnetic ground state become a non-coplanar

canted flux state. In canted flux state, presence of out of plane magnetic field lifts the degeneracy of

magnon bands and the gapped out magnon bands are topologically non-trivial due to non-zero Chern

number of the bands. We find many band-topological phase transitions in the parameter space due to

non-coplanar spin configuration, in-plane DMI and out of plane DMI. The thermal magnon Hall effect

and non-zero thermal Hall conductance are the signatures for topological magnon bands in different

band topological regions. We further show that the derivative of thermal Hall conductance is logarith-

mic divergent at the band-topological transition point and independent of the type of the band touching

point. Moreover we derived a simple analytical expression for derivative of thermal Hall conductance

as a function of temperature and propose that fitting of derivative of thermal Hall conductivity with the

analytical expression near the band topological transition point gives the energy of the band touching

point in experiments.

In chapter Ch. 5 for the first time we show that Weyl-magnetic excitation exists for a dimerized

ground states. We propose a extended Shatry-Sutherland lattice with a interlayer coupling and show

that SrCu2(BO3)2 is the ideal material for realization of Weyl-triplons. We investigate the whole parame-

ter space of the interlayer DMI and perpendicular magnetic field fixing the other parameter values same

as of the material SrCu2(BO3)2. Any non-zero interlayer perpendicular DMI ensures that the triplon
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excitations must exhibit a Weyl-triplon and the other realistic interlayer interaction like Heisenberg-

interaction and in-plane DMI do not alter the result. It is found that there are many triplon band topo-

logical phases and the phase are categorized by the numbers and positions of the Weyl-triplons present

in the system. We show that each Weyl-triplon carries a topological charge ±2. Again Fermi-arc like

structure connecting pairs of Weyl-point is also present at the surface of the system denoting the topo-

logical Bulk-edge correspondence. Moreover we studied the thermal Hall conductivity as a function

of magnetic field. The system undergoes a several topological band transitions as the magnetic field is

changed and specifically for the Weyl-triplon region the thermal Hall conductance has a quasi-linear

behaviour, which is a possible experimental signature for Weyl-triplon region.

In conclusion we investigated various magnetic systems with different lattices to explore the topo-

logical magnetic excitations above the ground state. Our result indicates emergence of antichiral edge

states in honeycomb ferromagnets, topological magnetic excitations in the flux state of a distorted

Shastry-Sutherland lattice and Weyl-triplons in the stacked Shastry-Sutherlnd material SrCu2(BO3)2.

We study different spin models but as well as proposed material realizations and experimental tech-

niques for detection.

6.2 Future-Work

The research in topological magnetic excitation is accelerating in last few years, denoting that there

are much more to explore. There are many studies showing the magnonic analogue of phenomena

which are generally observed in topological electronic system. For example Hofstadter butterfly [246],

Moiré magnons [247] can also observed in the magnetic excitations of the ground state. However fur-

ther study by varying the magnetic ground state and lattices is necessary to understand the in depth

physics. On the other hand Einstein-de Haas effect is theoretically proposed in the magnetic systems

due to topological magnons [248]. However the effect is shown to be strong in the ferromagnetically

ordered square-octagon lattice system which has no experimental counterpart and thus it is a challeng-

ing task to propose a experimentally possible magnetic material with a significant Einstein-de Haas

effect. Moreover, the studies of topological magnons are limited to the single-particle treatment of the

magnon. At high temperature the magnon-magnon interaction become important and the protection
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of the edge states against the magnon-magnon interaction is not well studied. The topological pro-

tection of the edge states against interaction can be explored by using Landau-Lifsitz-Gilbert equation

for ferromagnets [249], whereas a non-equilibrium-Green function technique is suitable for any ground

state [250].

The topological magnonincs is a useful branch of magnon based spintronics. But, to improve the

applicability of the topological magnonics, it is important to understand how to increase the device

efficiency and how to manipulate it externally. DMI is one of the key ingredient for the realization of

topological magnon bands. However the magnitude of DMI is quite low for some magnetic system. It is

shown that, when a circularly polarized incident perpendicularly on the honeycomb or Kagome lattice

Heisenberg magnets, it induces synthetic DMI [251, 252, 253, 254]. Thus circularly polarized light is a

useful tool for manipulate a band topological transition. This method can be extended for other lattices

for the future work. Another practical limitation of topological magnonic system is the small signal

strength from the edge modes and it is theoretically shown that the edge modes can be selectively pop-

ulated by external light source [255]. This technique of amplification can also be applied in the system

studied in this dissertation to understand the mechanism of amplification in each different magnetic

system. Magnon based interferometry also become popular [256, 257] and the use of topological sys-

tems in magnon interferometry is also needed to be explored. Phonon driven topological magnons is

also a interesting phenomena to understand in various systems [231, 232, 233, 234, 258]. Moreover re-

cently the magnon based valleytronics is theoretically proposed [259], however many prospects of the

field need to be understood in details.



Appendix A
Appendix A : The properties of

Schwinger boson bond operators

There are two Schwinger boson bond operators that obeys SU(2) symmetries of the isotropic Heisen-

berg Hamiltonian which are discussed in section 2.2.3. The SU(2)-symmetric bond operators in terms

of Schwinger boson operators are of the following form,

A†ij =
1

2

(
b†i↑b

†
j↓ − b

†
i↓b
†
j↑

)
, B†ij =

1

2

(
b†i↑bj↑ + b†i↓bj↓

)
. (A.1)

In this appendix we will discuss the properties of these bond operators.

SU(2)-symmetry of the bond operators

The derivation is done for spin-half particles and it can be generalized for any spin. A general spin- 1
2

state can be rotated by an angle θ about y-axis using the following operator,

Ry = eiθSy

= eiθ
σy
2

= cos

(
θ

2

)
I − i sin

(
θ

2

)
σy, (A.2)

where I and σy are identity operator and y-component of Pauli matrix respectively.
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The Schwinger boson operators create the spin up or spin down state operating on a vacuum state

|0〉 basis,

c†i↑ |0〉 =

1

0

 , c†i↓ |0〉 =

0

1

 . (A.3)

So the transformation of operator c†i↑ by rotation of spin about y-axis,

Ryc
†
i↑R
−1
y Ry |0〉 = Ryc

†
i↑ |0〉

=

[
cos

(
θ

2

)
I − i sin

(
θ

2

)
σy

]1

0


= cos

(
θ

2

)1

0

+ sin

(
θ

2

)0

1


=

[
cos

(
θ

2

)
c†i↑ + sin

(
θ

2

)
c†i↓

]
Similarly deriving for the c†i↓ operator we get the following sets of relations,

Ryc
†
i↑R
−1
y =

[
cos

(
θ

2

)
c†i↑ + sin

(
θ

2

)
c†i↓

]
, Ryci↑R

−1
y =

[
cos

(
θ

2

)
ci↑ + sin

(
θ

2

)
ci↓

]
,

Ryc
†
i↓R
−1
y =

[
cos

(
θ

2

)
c†i↓ − sin

(
θ

2

)
c†i↑

]
, Ryci↓R

−1
y =

[
cos

(
θ

2

)
ci↓ − sin

(
θ

2

)
ci↑

]
, (A.4)

Thus,

RyA
†
ijR
−1
y =

1

2
Ry

(
b†i↑b

†
j↓ − b

†
i↓b
†
j↑

)
R−1
y

=
1

2

[(
cos

(
θ

2

)
c†i↑ + sin

(
θ

2

)
c†i↓

)(
cos

(
θ

2

)
c†j↓ − sin

(
θ

2

)
c†j↑

)
−
(

cos

(
θ

2

)
c†i↓ − sin

(
θ

2

)
c†i↑

)(
cos

(
θ

2

)
c†j↑ + sin

(
θ

2

)
c†j↓

)]
= A†ij

Using this relations A.4 it is easy to prove that,

RyA
†
ijR
−1
y = A†ij , RyB

†
ijR
−1
y = B†ij . (A.5)

So the bond operators obeys the SU(2)-symmetry.
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Bond operators as ferromagnetic or antiferromagnetic order parameter

Some basic relations

Before jumping into the derivation, here are some basic relations provided for the derivation. The

Schwinger boson transformation is given by,

S+
i = b†i↑bi↓ , S−i = b†i↓bi↑, Szi =

1

2

(
b†i↑bi↑ − b

†
i↓bi↓

)
, (A.6)

where b†i↑ and b†i↓ are the two species of Schwinger boson at i-th site of the lattice. Using the Schwinger

boson transformation the following basic relations are derived,

(Sxi )2 + (Syi )2 + (Szi )2 = S(S + 1), (A.7)

S+
i S
−
j = b†i↑b

†
j↓bi↓bj↑, (A.8)

S−i S
+
j = b†i↓b

†
j↑bi↑bj↓, (A.9)

Szi S
z
j =

1

4

(
b†i↑bi↑b

†
j↑bj↑ − b

†
i↑bi↑b

†
j↓bj↓ − b

†
i↓bi↓b

†
j↑bj↑ + b†i↓bi↓b

†
j↓bj↓

)
, (A.10)

Szi S
z
j = S2 − 1

2

(
b†i↑b

†
j↓bi↑bj↓ + b†i↓b

†
j↑bi↓bj↑

)
, (A.11)

Szi S
z
j = −S2 +

1

2

(
b†i↑bi↑b

†
j↑bj↑ + b†i↓bi↓b

†
j↓bj↓

)
. (A.12)

The relations Eq. A.10, Eq. A.11, Eq. A.12 are equivalent and they are connected by the equation denot-

ing constraint over boson number,

b†i↑bi↑ + b†i↓bi↓ = 2S, (A.13)

For example the equation Eq. A.11 from Eq. A.10 is derived in the following way,

Szi S
z
j =

1

4

[
b†i↑bi↑b

†
j↑bj↑ − b

†
i↑bi↑b

†
j↓bj↓ − b

†
i↓bi↓b

†
j↑bj↑ + b†i↓bi↓b

†
j↓bj↓

]
=

1

4

[
b†i↑bi↑

(
2S − b†j↓bj↓

)
− b†i↑bi↑b

†
j↓bj↓ − b

†
i↓bi↓b

†
j↑bj↑ + b†i↓bi↓

(
2S − b†j↑bj↑

)]
= S2 − 1

2

(
b†i↑b

†
j↓bi↑bj↓ + b†i↓b

†
j↑bi↓bj↑

)
.

In a similar way we can derive the equation Eq. A.12 by transforming the second and third quartic

terms of equation Eq. A.10 using the constraint Eq. A.13.
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Bond operators as ferromagnetic order parameter

The SU(2)-symmetric Schwinger boson bond operators which is suitable for a ferromagnetic phase is

given as,

B†ij =
1

2

(
b†i↑bj↓ + b†i↓bi↓

)
. (A.14)

So,

: B†ijBij : =:
1

2
(b†i↑bj↑ + b†i↓bj↓)

1

2
(b†j↑bi↑ + b†j↓bi↓) :

=:
1

4

[
b†i↑bj↑b

†
j↑bi↑ + b†i↑bj↑b

†
j↓bi↓ + b†i↓bj↓b

†
j↑bi↑ + b†i↓bj↓b

†
j↓bi↓

]
:

=
1

4

[
b†i↑b

†
j↑bi↑bj↑ + b†i↑b

†
j↓bi↓bj↑ + b†i↓b

†
j↑bi↑bj↓ + b†i↓b

†
j↓bi↓bj↓

]
=

1

4

[
b†i↑b

†
j↓bi↓bj↑ + b†i↓b

†
j↑bi↑bj↓ +

{
b†i↑b

†
j↑bi↑bj↑ + b†i↓b

†
j↓bi↓bj↓

}]
=

1

4

[
S+
i S
−
j + S−i S

+
j + 2Szi S

z
j + 2S2

]
[Using Eq. A.8, Eq. A.9 and Eq. A.12]

=
1

4

[
2Si · Sj + 2S2

]
=

1

4

[
(Sxi )2 + (Syi )2 + (Szi )2 − S(S + 1) + (Sxj )2 + (Syj )2 + (Szj )2 − S(S + 1)

+2Si · Sj + 2S2
]

[Using Eq. A.7]

=
1

4

[
(Si + Sj)

2 − 2S(S + 1) + 2S2
]

=
1

4
(Si + Sj)

2 − S

2

Thus the bond operator B†ij is related with the ferromagnet order parameter.

Bond operators as antiferromagnetic order parameter

The SU(2)-symmetric Schwinger boson bond operators which is suitable for a antiferromagnetic phase

is given as,

A†ij =
1

2

(
b†i↑b

†
j↓ − b

†
i↓b
†
j↑

)
. (A.15)
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So,

: A†ijAij : =
1

4
(b†i↑b

†
j↓ − b

†
i↓b
†
j↑)(bi↑bj↓ − bi↓bj↑)

=
1

4

(
b†i↑b

†
j↓bi↑bj↓ − b

†
i↑b
†
j↓bi↓bj↑ − b

†
i↓b
†
j↑bi↑bj↓ + b†i↓b

†
j↑bi↓bj↑

)
=

1

4

[{
b†i↓b

†
j↑bi↓bj↑ + b†i↑b

†
j↓bi↑bj↓

}
− b†i↑b

†
j↓bi↓bj↑ − b

†
i↓b
†
j↑bi↑bj↓

]
=

1

4

(
2S2 − 2Szi S

z
j − S+

i S
−
j − S

−
i S

+
j

)
[Using Eq. A.8, Eq. A.9 and Eq. A.11]

=
1

4

[
2S2 − 2Si · Sj

]
=

1

4

[
(Sxi )2 + (Syi )2 + (Szi )2 − S(S + 1) + (Sxj )2 + (Syj )2 + (Szj )2 − S(S + 1)

+2S2 − 2Si · Sj
]

[Using Eq. A.7]

=
1

4

[
2S2 − 2S(S + 1) + (Si − Sj)

2
]

=
1

4
(Si − Sj)

2 − S

2

Thus the bond operator A†ij is related with the antiferromagnet order parameter.

Different forms of isotropic Heisenberg Hamiltonian

A isotropic Heisenberg Hamiltonian is given as,

H = J
∑
〈i,j〉

Si · Sj . (A.16)

In the previous section we derived,

: B†ijBij :=
1

4
(Si + Sj)

2 − S

2
, : A†ijAij :=

1

4
(Si − Sj)

2 − S

2
. (A.17)

From this we achieve,

Si · Sj = S2 − 2A†ijAij = 2 : B†ijBij : −S2 (A.18)

Using the relations Eq. A.18 in Eq. A.16, we have different forms of Hamiltonian,

H1 = J
∑
〈i,j〉

[
2 : B†ijBij : −S2

]
(A.19)

= J
∑
〈i,j〉

[
S2 − 2 : A†ijAij :

]
(A.20)

= J
∑
〈i,j〉

[
: B†ijBij : − : A†ijAij :

]
. (A.21)
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Appendix B : Diagonalization of

quadratic Hamiltonianin in k-space

Tight binding Hamiltonian

A tight binding Hamiltonian in k-space can be represented in the following form,

H =
∑
k

Ψ†kh(k)Ψk,

=
∑
k

∑
αβ

hαβ(k)c†k,αck,β . (B.1)

where, Ψ†k =
(
c†k,1c

†
k,2, · · · , c

†
k,M

)
and M is the number of species or degrees of freedom of a particle.

h(k) is M × M matrix. According to Bloch’s theorem k is conserved quantity for a non-interacting

system with translational invariance and so after digonalization the Hamiltonian can be written as,

H =
∑
k,n

En(k)η†nkηnk, (B.2)

where η†nk is the creation operator for the single particle state correspond to the energy En(k). The

operators after diagonalization can be written as linear superposition of the operators before diagonal-

ization,

η†nk =
∑
α

uα,n(k)c†k,α. (B.3)
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Using equation Eq. B.2, we prove that,

[H, η†nk] = En(k)η†nk . (B.4)

The L.H.S of the equation Eq. B.4,

L.H.S(B4) = [H, η†nk]

=

∑
k′

∑
α′β′

hα′β′(k′)c†k′,α′ck′,β′ ,
∑
α

uα,n(k)c†k,α


[Using equations Eq. B.1 and Eq. B.3]

=
∑
k

∑
α′α

hα′α(k)c†k,α′uα,n(k)

[Using bosonic commutation and fermionic anti-commutation relations]

=
∑
k

Ψ†kh(k)un(k) (B.5)

From the R.H.S of the equation Eq. B.4, we get,

R.H.S(B4) = En(k)η†nk

= En(k)
∑
α

uα,n(k)c†k,α

= En(k)Ψ†kun(k). (B.6)

Equating equations Eq. B.5 and Eq. B.6, we get,

h(k)un(k) = En(k)un(k) (B.7)

Thus the diagonalization of a tight binding Hamiltonian Eq. B.1 is simply a diagonalization problem of

matrix h(k).

Bogoliubov Hamiltonian

In this section we show the procedure to diagonalize the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian for the bosons. A

general quadratic bosonic Hamiltonian in k-space is given by,

H =
1

2

(
ak a†−k

)α(k) γ†(k)

γ(k) αT (−k)


︸ ︷︷ ︸

M ′(k)

 a†k

a−k

 . (B.8)
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Matrix M ′ is called the coefficient matrix. The explicit form of the Hamiltonian is given by,

H =
1

2

∑
ij

∑
k

[
αij(k)akia

†
kj + αij(−k)a†−kja−ki + γij(k)a†−kia

†
kj + γ∗ij(k)akja−ki

]
. (B.9)

According to Bloch’s theorem the diagonalized form of the Hamiltonian is given as,

H =
∑
n,k

En(k)η†knηkn. (B.10)

As discussed in the section Sec. 2.3.2, the operator ηkn can be expressed as linear combinations of the

a†ki operators,

ηnk =
∑
i

[
un,i(k)a†k,i + vn,i(k)a−k,i

]
. (B.11)

The equation eq. B.4 is still valid in this case and rewriting the equation,

[H, η†kn] = En(k)η†kn . (B.12)

The R.H.S. of the equation Eq. B.12,

R.H.S(B11) = En(k)η†kn

= En(k)
∑
k,i

[
un,i(k)a†k,i + vn,i(k)a−k,i

]

= En(k)

(
a†ki a−ki

)un(k)

vn(k)

 (B.13)
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The L.H.S. of the equation Eq. B.12,

L.H.S(B11) = [H, η†kn]

=

1

2

∑
ij

∑
k′

{
αij(k

′)ak′ia
†
k′j + αij(−k′)a†−k′ja−k′i + γij(k

′)a†−k′ia
†
k′j + γ∗ij(k

′)ak′ja−k′i

}

,
∑
p

{
un,p(k)a†k,p + vn,p(k)a−k,p

}]

[Using Eq. B.9 and Eq. B.11]

=
∑
i,j

[{
αji(k)unja

†
ki + γ∗ij(k)unj(k)a−ki

}
−
{
αij(−k)vnp(k)a−ki + γji(k)vnp(k)a†ki

}]
[Using the reletaion, γ(k) = γ(−k)T ]

=

(
a†ki a−ki

)αT (k) −γT (k)

γ∗(k) −α(−k)


un(k)

vn(k)



=

(
a†ki a−ki

) α(k) γ†(k)

−γ(k) −αT (−k)


T un(k)

vn(k)

 (B.14)

Equating Eq. B.13 and Eq. B.14, α(k) γ†(k)

−γ(k) −αT (−k)


T un(k)

vn(k)

 = En(k)

un(k)

vn(k)

 (B.15)

Thus the dynamic matrix in terms of coefficient matrix is (σzM
′)T , where,

σz =

I 0

0 −I

 . (B.16)

I is the identity matrix of sizeN×N if the coefficient matrix is of dimension 2N×2N . Making complex

conjugate of the both sides of equation Eq. B.15, we get, α(−k) γ†(−k)

−γ(−k) −αT (k)


T v∗n(−k)

u∗n(−k)

 = −En(−k)

v∗n(−k)

u∗n(−k)

 (B.17)

Thus if there is a positive eigen-valueE(k) present, then a negative eigen-value−E(−k). Moreover the

eigenvectors of the two energies are also related with each other as in equations Eq. B.15 and Eq. B.17.
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The negative eigenvalues have no physical significance as discussed in the section Sec. 2.3.2. However

in numerical calculation presence of the equal negative eigenvalues verifies the correctness of the con-

structed Hamiltonian. The coefficient matrix M ′ should be positive definite (A positive definite matrix

is a Hermitian matrix with eigenvalues greater than zero), so that the dynamic matrix (σzM
′)T to be

diagonalizable and that is the reason of the presence of negative and positive eigenvalues.

Furthermore the normalization condition of the eigenvectors can be derived by using the bosonic

commutation relation [ηnk, ηn′k′ ] = δnn′δkk′ and equation Eq. B.12. The normalization condition is

given by,

∑
i

[
|un,i(k)|2 − |vn,i(k)|2

]
= 1

Or,
(
u∗n(k) v∗n(k)

)
σz

un(k)

vn(k)

 = 1 (B.18)

In a same manner using the anti-commutation relations of fermions, a similar Bogolubov-Valatin

formalism can be developed and it can be shown that the coefficient matrix and dynamic matrix is

same.

Bogoliubov-Valatin transformation of Bosons as para-unitary transformation

In presence of pair-creation and annihilation operator in the Hamiltonian, the Hamiltonian can be rep-

resented as,

H =
1

2

∑
α,β,k

Ψ†α,kHα,β(k)Ψα,k, (B.19)

where, Ψα,k = (âαk, â
†
α,−k)T is the Nambu-spinor. Here âαk is the set of all annihilation operator.

The Hamiltonian is diagonalized by using para-unitary transformation as,

T †(k)H(k)T (k) = ε(k), (B.20)
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where,

ε(k) =



E1(k)

...

EN (k)

E1(−k)

...

EN (−k)


(B.21)

where N is the number of sub-lattices multiplied by the number of types of bosons at each site. More-

over the para-unitary matrices follow the following rule,

T †(k)σ3T (k) = T (k)σ3T
†(k) = σ3, (B.22)

using the above relation, we can re-write Eq. B.20 as,

σ3H(k)T (k) = T (k)σ3ε(k) (B.23)

Taking the (m,n)-element of the matrix of the Eq. B.23, we get,

(σ3HkTk)mn = (T (k)σ3ε(k))mn

or,
∑
p

(σ3Hk)mp(Tk)pn =
∑
p

(Tkσ3)mp(εk)pn

or,
∑
p

(σ3Hk)mp(Tk)pn =
∑
p

(Tk)mp(σ3)pp(εk)pn

,

Define [un,k]m = (Tk)mn and [un,k]∗m = (T †k)mn,

∑
p

(σ3Hk)mp[un,k]p =
∑
p

[up,k]m(σ3)pp(εk)pn

=
∑
p

[up,k]m(σ3εk)pn

=
∑
p

[up,k]m(σ3εk)pnδpn

= [un,k]m(σ3εk)nn

or, (σ3Hk) |un,k〉 = (σ3εk) |un,k〉
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So, we have,

(σ3Hk) |un,k〉 = (σ3εk) |un,k〉 (B.24)

The transpose of the equation gives,

〈un,k|Hkσ3 = 〈un,k| (σ3ε(k)) (B.25)

The completeness relation of the Bogoliubov-Nambu spinors

From Eq. B.22 we get the following ortho-normality relation,

〈un,k|σ3 |um,k〉 = δnm(σ3)nn (B.26)

Thus, we can expand any state in the Hilbert space as,

|Φ〉 =
∑
n

cnσ3 |un,k〉 (B.27)

Multiplying 〈um,k| at the both sides,

〈um,k| Φ〉 =
∑
n

cn 〈um,k|σ3 |un,k〉

=
∑
n

cnδmn(σ3)nn

= cm(σ3)mm

∴ cm = (σ3)mm 〈um,k| Φ〉

Using the above equation in Eq. B.27, we get,

|Φ〉 =
∑
n

cnσ3 |un,k〉

=
∑
n

(σ3)nn 〈un,k| Φ〉σ3 |un,k〉

=

[∑
n

(σ3)nnσ3 |un,k〉 〈un,k|

]
|Φ〉

So the completeness relation, ∑
n

(σ3)nnσ3 |un,k〉 〈un,k| = I (B.28)

The equation also can be re-writen as,∑
n

(σ3)nn |un,k〉 〈un,k|σ3 = I (B.29)



Appendix C
Appendix C : Berry-phase,

Berry-curvature and Chern number

Berry-phase in quantum system

The Schrödinger’s equation provides the time-evolution of the wave-function |Ψ〉 of a system with a

Hamiltonian H as,

H(t) |Ψ(t)〉 = i~
∂

∂t
|Ψ(t)〉 . (C.1)

The adiabatic process is a slow-process of evolving the Hamiltonian such that the eigenstates do not

change and so an n-th eigen-state |ψn(t)〉 of the system is an instantaneous eigenstate of the system and

follows the equation,

H(R(t)) |ψn(R(t))〉 = En(R(t)) |ψn(R(t))〉 , (C.2)

where R(t) represents the set of time-dependent parameters of the Hamiltonian. The above equation

is equivalent to the time-independent Schrödinger’s equation for a time t. Differentiating both sides of

the equation Eq.C.2 we get,

Ḣ(R(t)) |ψn(R(t))〉+H(R(t))
∣∣∣ψ̇n(R(t))

〉
= Ėn(R(t)) |ψn(R(t))〉+ En(R(t))

∣∣∣ψ̇n(R(t))
〉

Or,
〈
ψm

∣∣∣ ψ̇n〉 =
〈ψm| Ḣ |ψn〉
|En − Em|

. [squeezing 〈ψm| on both sides and m 6= n] (C.3)
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According to adiabatic assumption the state |ψn〉 should not change to another state |ψm〉 and so〈
ψm

∣∣∣ ψ̇n〉→ 0 which gives,

〈ψm| Ḣ |ψn〉
|En − Em|

→ 0 (C.4)

The L.H.S. term is called characteristic time of transition from m-th eigenstate to n-th eigenstate and

vice-versa. For an adiabatic process the characteristic time of transition should be zero.

We assume the following ansatz is the solution of the time-dependent Schrödinger’s equation Eq. C.1,

|ψn(R(t))〉 =
∑
n

cn(R(t)) exp

(
− i
~

ˆ t

0

En(τ)dτ

)
|ψn(R(t))〉 (C.5)

Substituting the ansatz into the equation Eq. C.1 we get,

H(t)
∑
n

cn(R(t)) exp

(
− i
~

ˆ t

0

En(τ)dτ

)
|ψn(R(t))〉

= i~

[∑
n

ċn(R(t)) exp

(
− i
~

ˆ t

0

En(τ)dτ

)
|ψn(R(t))〉

+
∑
n

cn(R(t)) exp

(
− i
~

ˆ t

0

En(τ)dτ

) ∣∣∣ψ̇n(R(t))
〉

− i
~
∑
n

En(t)cn(R(t)) exp

(
− i
~

ˆ t

0

En(τ)dτ

)
|ψn(R(t))〉

]

OR, 0 = i~

[∑
n

ċn(R(t)) exp

(
− i
~

ˆ t

0

En(τ)dτ

)
|ψn(R(t))〉

+
∑
n

cn(R(t)) exp

(
− i
~

ˆ t

0

En(τ)dτ

) ∣∣∣ψ̇n(R(t))
〉]

[Using the Eq. C.2.2 for the L.H.S., the L.H.S. and the last tem of R.H.S. cancels]

OR, ċn = −cn
〈
ψn

∣∣∣ ψ̇n〉−∑
n 6=m

cm

〈
ψn

∣∣∣ ψ̇m〉 exp

[
− i
~

ˆ t

0

(Em(τ)− En(τ)) dτ

]
(C.6)

According to adiabatic assumption the last term of Eq. C.6 drops out (see Eq. C.5 and Eq. C.4)and the

solution of cn(t) is given by,

cn(t) = cn(0)eiγn(t), (C.7)

where,

γn(t) = i

ˆ t

0

〈ψn (R(τ))| d
dτ
|ψn(R (τ))〉 dτ (C.8)

So for an adiabatic process the wavefunction of system gains only a phase factor γn, which is known as

Berry-phase. The berry-phase is independent of time, but depends on the path in the parameter space
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along which the system evolves, as shown below,

γn(t) = i

ˆ t

0

〈ψn (R(τ))| d
dτ
|ψn(R (τ))〉 dτ

= i

ˆ t

0

〈ψn (R(τ))| ∇R |ψn(R (τ))〉 dR
dτ

dτ [Using chain rule of differentiation]

∴ γn = i

ˆ
C
〈ψn (R)| ∇R |ψn (R)〉 dR, (C.9)

where C is the path in the parameter space along which the system is evolving.

Phase in Aharnov-Bohm effect

In presence of magnetic vector potential A(r), the time dependent Schrödinger’s equation is,[
1

2m
(i~∇+ eA(r))

2
+ V (r)

]
Ψ = i~

∂Ψ

∂t
, (C.10)

where V (r) is a non-electric or non-magnetic potential. Let us assume the solution of the equation in

presence of magnetic vector potential,

Ψ(r, t) = eig(r)Ψ′(r, t) , (C.11)

where Ψ′(r, t) is the wavefunction in absence of the magnetic vector potential and

g(r) =
e

~

ˆ r

0

A(r′)dr′. (C.12)

It is important to note that when the particle moving in a space without a magnetic field B = ∇×A = 0

i.e. A(r) is irrotational. So, g(r) is independent of the path of the integration in Eq. C.12 and only a

function of position imposing that the gauge of A is fixed over the space. Using the Leibniz integral

rule, the gradient of g(r) is,

∇g(r) =
e

~
A. (C.13)

Taking gradient of both sides of equation Eq. C.10 and using Eq, C.13,

(−i~∇− eA)Ψ = −i~eig(r)∇Ψ′ (C.14)

Again taking gradient of both sides,

(−i~∇− eA)2Ψ = −~2eig(r)∇2Ψ′ (C.15)



135

Using Eq. C.15 in Eq. C.10 we get,[
− ~2

2m
∇2 + V (r)

]
Ψ′(r, t) = i~

∂

∂t
Ψ′(r, t). (C.16)

Thus we proved that Ψ′ is the wave-function in absence of magnetic potential. So the relations Eq. C.12

correctly relates the wavefunctions in absence and in presence of magnetic vector potential (note that

the magnetic field is considered zero) respectively.

Berry-connection and Berry-curvature in k-space

The derivations in this section are from the reference Ref.[260]. Similar to the Fourier transformation

the real-space wave function can be expressed in reciprocal space using Bloch-wave-functions as,

Ψ(r) =
∑
n

ˆ
dkΨ(k)ψn,k(r)

=
∑
n

ˆ
dkΨ(k)un,k(r)eik·r. (C.17)
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Operating position-operator,

r̂Ψ(r) = rΨ(r)

= r
∑
n

ˆ
dkΨ(k)un,ke

ik·r

=
∑
n

ˆ
dkΨ(k)un,k(r)

(
−i∇ke

ik·r)
=
∑
n

ˆ
dki∇k (Ψ(k)un,k(r)) eik·r [Using integration by parts]

=
∑
n

ˆ
dk (i∇kΨ(k)un,k(r) + Ψ(k)i∇kun,k(r)) eik·r

=
∑
n

ˆ
dk

[
i∇kΨ(k)un,k(r) + Ψ(k)

ˆ
dr′δ(r− r′)i∇kun,k(r′)

]
eik·r

=
∑
n

ˆ
dk

[
i∇kΨ(k)un,k(r) + Ψ(k)

ˆ
dr′δ(r− r′)i∇kun,k(r′)

]
eik·r

=
∑
n

ˆ
dk

[
i∇kΨ(k)un,k(r) + Ψ(k)

ˆ
dr′
∑
m

u∗m,k(r′)um,k(r)i∇kun,k(r′)

]
eik·r

=
∑
n

ˆ
dk

[
i∇kΨ(k)un,k(r) + Ψ(k)

∑
m

um,k(r)

{ˆ
dr′u∗m,k(r′)i∇kun,k(r′)

}]
eik·r

=
∑
n

ˆ
dk

[
i∇kΨ(k)un,k(r) + Ψ(k)un,k(r)

{ˆ
dr′u∗n,k(r′)i∇kun,k(r′)

}]
eik·r[ˆ

dr′u∗m,k(r′)i∇kun,k(r′)→ 0, for m 6= n, adiabatic assumption
]

=
∑
n

ˆ
dk [i∇kΨ(k)un,k(r) + Ψ(k)un,k(r)An(k)] eik·r

=
∑
n

ˆ
dk [{i∇k +An(k)}Ψ(k)]ψm,k.

Thus the position operator in reciprocal space representation for a particle at n-th band in momentum

space under adiabatic assumption is given by,

r̂ = i∇k +An(k) and An(k) = i

ˆ
dru∗n,k(r)∇kun,k(r) (C.18)
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The equation of motion of the position operator,

dr̂x
dt

=
i

~

[
Ĥ, r̂x

]
=
i

~

[
Ĥ, i∂kx +Axn(k)

]
= −1

~

[
Ĥ, ∂kx

]
+
i

~

[
Ĥ,Axn(k)

]
=

1

~
dĤ(r̂,k)

dkx
+
i

~

[
Ĥ,Axn(k)

]
=

1

~
∂kxĤ(r̂,k) +

1

~
∑
j

∂rj Ĥ
∂rj
∂kx

+
dAxn
dt

=
1

~
∂kxĤ(r̂,k) +

1

~
∑
j

∂rj Ĥ
∂Ajn
∂kx

+
∑
j

dAxn
∂kj

dkj
dt

=
1

~
∂kxĤ(r̂,k) +

1

~
∑
j

−i
~

[
H, ~k̂j

] ∂Ajn
∂kx

+
∑
j

dAxn
∂kj

dkj
dt

=
1

~
∂kxĤ(r̂,k) +

∑
j

(
−dkj
dt

)
∂Ajn
∂kx

+
∑
j

dAxn
∂kj

dkj
dt

=
1

~
∂kxĤ(r̂,k) +

∑
j

(
−dkj
dt

)
∂Ajn
∂kx

+
∑
j

dAxn
∂kj

dkj
dt

=
1

~
∂kxĤ(r̂,k) +

∑
j

dkj
dt

(
dAxn
∂kj

− ∂Ajn
∂kx

)

≈ 1

~
∂kxεn(k) +

∑
j

dkj
dt

(
dAxn
∂kj

− ∂Ajn
∂kx

) [
For low magnetic field Ĥ(r̂,k) ≈ ε(k)

]

The equation of motion become,

dr

dt
=

1

~
∇kεn(k) +

dk

dt
· (∇k ×An) (C.19)

p̂ = −i∇r −
q

c
A(r),

dr

dt
= −q∇rφ+

q

c

dr

dt
× (∇r ×A(r)) . (C.20)

Comparing equations Eq. C.20 with the equations Eq. C.18 and Eq. C.19 we understand that the quan-

tity An is equivalent to the magnetic vector potential A(r) and so An is the Berry-connection.
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Gauge-independent equations for Berry-curvature of 2D-materials

The Berry-curvature for 2D-lattices is,

Ωm,k = ~∇k × i
〈
um,k

∣∣∣ ~∇kum,k

〉
=

(
î
∂

∂kx
+ ĵ

∂

∂ky

)
× i
〈
um,k

∣∣∣∣ (î ∂∂kx + ĵ
∂

∂ky

)
um,k

〉
= k̂i

∂

∂kx

〈
um,k

∣∣∣∣ ∂um,k∂ky

〉
− k̂i∂

∂ky

〈
um,k

∣∣∣∣ ∂um,k∂kx

〉
=

[
i

〈
∂um,k
∂kx

∣∣∣∣ ∂um,k∂ky

〉
− i
〈
∂um,k
∂ky

∣∣∣∣ ∂um,k∂kx

〉]
k̂.

Because Berry curvature is single component for the case of 2D-materials so we can write down,

Ωm,k = i

[〈
∂um,k
∂kx

∣∣∣∣ ∂um,k∂ky

〉
−
〈
∂um,k
∂ky

∣∣∣∣ ∂um,k∂kx

〉]
. (C.21)

This formula of Berry curvature is not a gauge independent as discussed in the section Sec. 2.4.2. Using

the completeness relation I =
∑
n |un,k〉 〈un,k|, in the above expression we get,

Ωm,k = i

∑
n 6=m

〈
∂um,k
∂kx

∣∣∣∣ un,k〉〈un,k∣∣∣∣ ∂um,k∂ky

〉
− (kx ↔ ky)

 , (C.22)

where the summation over n = m is neglected. Because, when n = m, the expression at the R.H.S.

become, 〈
∂un,k
∂kx

∣∣∣∣ un,k〉〈un,k∣∣∣∣ ∂un,k∂ky

〉
−
〈
∂un,k
∂ky

∣∣∣∣ un,k〉〈un,k∣∣∣∣ ∂un,k∂kx

〉
=

[
−
〈
un,k

∣∣∣∣ ∂un,k∂kx

〉][
−
〈
∂un,k
∂ky

∣∣∣∣ un,k〉]−〈∂un,k∂ky

∣∣∣∣ un,k〉〈un,k∣∣∣∣ ∂un,k∂kx

〉
=0,

where the following equation at the second step is used,

〈un,k| un,k〉 = 1

or,
〈
∂un,k
∂kx

∣∣∣∣ un,k〉+

〈
un,k

∣∣∣∣ ∂un,k∂kx

〉
= 0 [Taking derivative of both sides]

or,
〈
∂un,k
∂kx

∣∣∣∣ un,k〉 = −
〈
un,k

∣∣∣∣ ∂un,k∂kx

〉
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Again we have,

H |un,k〉 = En(k) |un,k〉

∂H
∂kx
|un,k〉+H

∣∣∣∣∂uun,k,k∂kx

〉
=
∂En
∂kx

|un,k〉+ En(k)

∣∣∣∣∂uun,k,k∂kx

〉
[Taking derivative of both sides w.r.t kx]

〈um,k|
∂H
∂kx
|un,k〉+ 〈um,k|H

∣∣∣∣∂un,k∂kx

〉
=
∂En
∂kx

〈um,k| un,k〉+ En(k)

〈
um,k

∣∣∣∣ ∂un,k∂kx

〉
[Multiplying 〈um,k| on the both sides]

〈um,k|
∂H
∂kx
|un,k〉+ Em(k)

〈
um,k

∣∣∣∣ ∂un,k∂kx

〉
= En(k)

〈
um,k

∣∣∣∣ ∂un,k∂kx

〉
〈
um,k

∣∣∣∣ ∂un,k∂kx

〉
= − 1

Em(k)− En(k)
〈um,k|

∂H
∂kx
|un,k〉

Similarly we get, 〈
um,k

∣∣∣∣ ∂un,k∂kx

〉
= − 1

Em(k)− En(k)
〈um,k|

∂H
∂kx
|un,k〉〈

∂un,k
∂kx

∣∣∣∣ um,k〉 =
1

En(k)− Em(k)
〈un,k|

∂H
∂kx
|um,k〉 (C.23)

Using Eq. C.23 in Eq. C.22, we get,

Ωm,k = i
∑
n 6=m

〈
um,k

∣∣∣ ∂H∂kx ∣∣∣un,k〉〈un,k∣∣∣ ∂H∂ky ∣∣∣um,k〉− (kx ↔ ky)

(Em(k)− En(k))2
(C.24)

Gauge-independent equations for Berry-curvature for Bogoliubov-Valatin transfor-

mation

The Bogoliubov-Valatin transformation is discussed in the section Sec. 2.3.2 and Appendix. B. The ex-

pression of the Berry curvature is given by[141],

Ωnk = iεµν

[
σ3
∂T †k
∂kµ

σ3
∂Tk
∂kν

]
nn

(n = 1, 2, 3, ..., 2N) (C.25)
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For 2D-lattice, it can be re-written as,

Ωnk = i

[
σ3
∂T †k
∂kx

σ3
∂Tk
∂ky
− σ3

∂T †k
∂ky

σ3
∂Tk
∂kx

]
nn

= i
∑
m

(
σ3
∂T †k
∂kx

)
nm

(
σ3
∂Tk
∂ky

)
mn

− i
∑
m

(
σ3
∂T †k
∂ky

)
nm

(
σ3
∂Tk
∂kx

)
mn

= i
∑
m

(σ3)nn
∂(T †k)nm
∂kx

(σ3)mm
∂(Tk)mn
∂ky

− i
∑
m

(σ3)nn
∂(T †k)nm
∂ky

(σ3)mm
∂(Tk)mn
∂kx

Using the definitions [un,k]m = (Tk)mn and [un,k]∗m = (T †k)mn as in the last subsection of Appendix. B,

we get,

Ωn,k = i
∑
m

(σ3)nn
∂[un,k]∗m
∂kx

(σ3)mm
∂[un,k]m
∂ky

− i
∑
m

(σ3)nn
∂[un,k]∗m
∂ky

(σ3)mm
∂[un,k]m
∂kx

∴ Ωn,k = i(σ3)nn

〈
∂un,k
∂kx

∣∣∣∣σ3

∣∣∣∣∂un,k∂ky

〉
− i(σ3)nn

〈
∂un,k
∂ky

∣∣∣∣σ3

∣∣∣∣∂un,k∂kx

〉
(C.26)

Using the completeness-relation B.29,

Ωn,k = i(σ3)nn

〈
∂un,k
∂kx

∣∣∣∣σ3I
∣∣∣∣∂un,k∂ky

〉
− i(σ3)nn

〈
∂un,k
∂ky

∣∣∣∣σ3I
∣∣∣∣∂un,k∂kx

〉
Or, Ωn,k =

∑
m 6=n

i(σ3)nn(σ3)mm

〈
∂un,k
∂kx

∣∣∣∣σ3

∣∣∣∣um,k〉〈um,k∣∣∣∣σ3

∣∣∣∣∂un,k∂ky

〉
− (kx ↔ ky) (C.27)

The terms n = m are zero and it can be shown using orthonormality relation Eq. 2.61. Using Eq. 2.59,

(σ3Hk) |un,k〉 = (σ3εk) |un,k〉

or, σ3
∂Hk

∂kx
|un,k〉+ σ3Hk

∣∣∣∣∂un,k∂kx

〉
=

(
σ3
∂εk
∂kx

)
nn

|un,k〉+ (σ3εk)nn

∣∣∣∣∂un,k∂kx

〉
[Taking derivative of both sides w.r.t. kx]

or,
〈
um,k

∣∣∣∣∂Hk

∂kx

∣∣∣∣un,k〉+

〈
um,k

∣∣∣∣Hk

∣∣∣∣∂un,k∂kx

〉
=

(
σ3
∂εk
∂kx

)
〈um,k|σ3|un,k〉

+ (σ3εk)nn

〈
um,k

∣∣∣∣σ3

∣∣∣∣∂un,k∂kx

〉
[Multiplying 〈um,k|σ3 on both sides]

or,
〈
um,k

∣∣∣∣∂Hk

∂kx

∣∣∣∣un,k〉+ (σ3εk)mm

〈
um,k

∣∣∣∣σ3

∣∣∣∣∂un,k∂kx

〉
= (σ3εk)nn

〈
um,k

∣∣∣∣σ3

∣∣∣∣∂un,k∂kx

〉

∴

〈
um,k

∣∣∣∣σ3

∣∣∣∣∂un,k∂kx

〉
= − 1

(σ3εk)mm − (σ3εk)nn

〈
um,k

∣∣∣∣∂Hk∂kx

∣∣∣∣un,k〉 (C.28)

Similarly, 〈
∂un,k
∂kx

∣∣∣∣σ3

∣∣∣∣um,k〉 =
1

(σ3εk)nn − (σ3εk)mm

〈
un,k

∣∣∣∣∂Hk∂kx

∣∣∣∣um,k〉 (C.29)
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Using Eq. C.29 and Eq. C.28 in Eq. C.27, we get,

Ωn,k =
∑
m6=n

i(σ3)nn(σ3)mm


〈
un,k

∣∣∣∂Hk

∂kx

∣∣∣um,k〉〈um,k∣∣∣∂Hk

∂ky

∣∣∣un,k〉− (kx ↔ ky)

((σ3εk)nn − (σ3εk)mm)2

 (C.30)



Appendix D
Appendix D : Derivation of thermal Hall

conductivity

The out-line of the derivation of thermal Hall conductivity is provided in the section Sec. 2.4.4. In this

appendix, the details of the derivation of some specific quantities are given.

Equation of motion of wave-packet

The equation of motion of a wave-packet |W0〉 =
´
d3kw(k, t) |ψn(k)〉 as in equation Eq. 2.103 is derived

by using Lagrangian mechanics. w(k, t) = |w(k, t)| exp(iθ(k, t)) is the envelope function such that the

peak of the wave-packet in the real and momentum space are rc and kc respectively. Thus |w(k, t)|2 can

be approximated as δ(k− kc) and so for an arbitrary function f(k),

ˆ
d3k|w(k, t)|2f(k) = f(kc), (D.1)
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The Lagrangian of the system is given by,

L =

〈
W0

∣∣∣∣i~ ∂∂t −H
∣∣∣∣W0

〉
=

〈
W0

∣∣∣∣ ∂∂t
∣∣∣∣W0

〉
− 〈W0|Hlat + U(r)|W0〉 [Hlat is the Hamiltonian of the lattice system]

=

i~ˆ d3k|w(k, t)|∂|w(k, t)|
∂t︸ ︷︷ ︸

0

−~
ˆ
d3k|w(k, t)|2 ∂θ(k, t)

∂t

− [εn(kc) + U(rc)]

= ~
∂θ(kc, t)

∂t
− [εn(kc) + U(rc)]

= −~
[
−k̇c ·∇kcθ(kc, t) +

dθc(kc, t)

dt

]
− [εn(kc) + U(rc)]

= −~
[
k̇c · (rc −An(kc)) +

dθc(kc, t)

dt

]
− [εn(kc) + U(rc)] [Using equation Eq. 2.104]

= ~kc · ṙc + ~k̇c ·An(kc)− [εn(kc) + U(rc)] +
d (θc(kc, t) + rc · kc)

dt

= ~kc · ṙc + ~k̇c ·An(kc)− [εn(kc) + U(rc)] [Omitting total time-derivative term due to gauge invariance]

(D.2)

One of the equation of motions,

d

dt
(∇ṙcL) = ∇rcL

∴ ~k̇c = −∇rcU(rc) (D.3)

Another equation of motion,

d

dt

(
∇k̇c
L
)

= ∇kcL

∴ +~
dAn(kc)

dt
= ~ṙc −∇kcεn(kc) + ~∇kc(k̇c ·An(kc))

or, ṙc =
1

~
∇kcεn(kc)−∇kc(k̇c ·An(kc)) +

dAn(kc)

dt

or, ṙc =
1

~
∇kcεn(kc)−∇kc(k̇c ·An(kc)) +

(
k̇c ·∇kc

)
An(kc)

or, ṙc =
1

~
∇kcεn(kc)− k̇c · (∇kc ×An(kc)) [Using vector calculus identity]

or, ṙc =
1

~
∇kcεn(kc) +

1

~
∇rcU(rc)× Ωn(kc) [Using equation Eq. D.3] (D.4)
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Thermal Orbital Magnetization due to rotational current along the edge

Figure D.1: Schematic showing the rotational motion of the wave-packet. There are two contributions

to rotational motion, one from self-rotation and another from rotation around the edges due to non-zero

Berry-curvature.

The origin of the magnetization is schematically shown in the figure Fig. D.1. The thermal orbital mag-

netization due to motion of wave-packets along the edge is given by,

M
edge
Q =

1

(π R2d)

∑
n

ˆ ˆ ˆ ˆ
d3k

(2π)3
dz dr Rdθ︸ ︷︷ ︸

Volume element at edge

ρ(εn(k) + U(r))︸ ︷︷ ︸
Bose-Einstein dist.

1

2
R× JnQ(k, r)︸ ︷︷ ︸

thermal orbital magnetization
of a wave-packet at edge

(D.5)

where thermal orbital magnetization from a wave-packet at momentum k and at position r and at n-th

band is given by (using equation of motion Eq. D.4),

1

2
R× JnQ(k, r) =

1

2
R×

[(
−1

~
∇U(r)× Ωn(k)

)
(εn(k) + U(r)− µ)

]
= −1

2

1

~
R
∂U(r)

∂r
Ωn(k)(εn(k) + U(r)− µ), (D.6)

where µ is the chemical potential. Using the fact that,

U(r) = 0, when, r < R

=∞, when, r →∞ (D.7)

and using equations D.5 and D.6 and using 1
V

∑
k =
´

d3k
(2π)3 we get,

M
edge
Q = − 1

V ~
∑
n,k

Ωn(k)

[ˆ ∞
εn(k)

(ε− µ)ρ(ε)dε

]
(D.8)
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Appendix D : Derivation for

spin-Hall-noise-spectroscopy

The out-line of the derivation of spin Hall noise spectrum is provided in the section Sec. 2.4.5. In this

appendix, the details of the derivation of some specific equations are given.

spin-Current operator in metal

The interaction between metal and magnet is considered as isotropic Heisenberg interaction,

Ĥc = −ηa3
∑
p

δpx,1ŝ(x = 0,Rp) · Ŝp, where, ŝ(R) =
1

2
ψ̂†s(R)τ ss′ ψ̂s(R). (E.1)

ŝ(R) and Ŝp are the local spin-density operator in metal and spin-operator in magnet respectively.

ψ̂s(R) is the electronic field operator in metal and τ ss′ is the vector representing Pauli-matrices. More-

over η is the exchange constant and a is the lattice scaling in the metal.

Considering the spin-quantization axis in metal (axis for ŝz) aligned along the spin-polarization axis

(σ = y), the Hamiltonian can be explicitly written as,

Ĥc = −ηa3
∑
p

δpx,1

(
ŝypŜ

x
p + ŝzpŜ

y
p + ŝxpŜ

z
p

)
. (E.2)
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The spin-current operator for y-component of spin is [261],

Îys =
dŝzq
dt

= i
[
Ĥc, ŝ

z
q

]
=
iηa3

2

∑
p

δpx,1

[
ψ̂†↑ψ̂↓(Ŝ

z
p − iŜxp )− ψ̂†↓ψ̂↑(Ŝ

z
p − iŜxp )

]
=
iηa3

2
T̂y + h.c., (E.3)

where, T̂y =
∑
p δpx,1ψ̂

†
↑(Rp)ψ̂↓(Rp)(Ŝ

z
p − iŜxp ).

Derivation for noise spectrum for spin current in metal

The noise spectrum for y-component of spin-current in metal is given as,

Iys (Ω) =

ˆ
dt
〈
Îzs (0)Îzs (t)

〉
exp(−iΩt)

≈
(
ηa3

2

)2 ˆ
dt

〈T̂ †y (0)T̂y(t)
〉

︸ ︷︷ ︸
T1

+
〈
T̂y(0)T̂ †y (t)

〉
︸ ︷︷ ︸

T2

 exp(−iΩt).

[Taking the terms with lowest non-trivial order in η] (E.4)

The term T1 can be explicitly given by,

T1 =
∑
p,q

δpx,1δqx,1

〈
ψ̂†↓(Rp)ψ̂↑(Rp)ψ̂

†
↑(Rq, t)ψ̂↓(Rq, t)

〉
[〈
Ŝzp Ŝ

z
q (t)

〉
+
〈
Ŝxp Ŝ

x
q (t)

〉
− i
〈
Ŝzp Ŝ

x
q (t)

〉
+ i
〈
Ŝxp Ŝ

z
q (t)

〉]

=
∑
p,q

δpx,1δqx,1

〈ψ̂†↓(Rp)ψ̂↑(Rp)
〉〈

ψ̂†↑(Rq, t)ψ̂↓(Rq, t)
〉

︸ ︷︷ ︸
0

+
〈
ψ̂†↓(Rp)ψ̂↓(Rq, t)

〉〈
ψ̂↑(Rp)ψ̂

†
↑(Rq, t)

〉
[〈
Ŝzp Ŝ

z
q (t)

〉
+
〈
Ŝxp Ŝ

x
q (t)

〉
− i
〈
Ŝzp Ŝ

x
q (t)

〉
+ i
〈
Ŝxp Ŝ

z
q (t)

〉]
[Taking fully contracted terms using Wick’s theorem [262]]

=
∑
p,q

δpx,1δqx,1iG
<(Rqp, t)(−i)G>(Rpq,−t)

[〈
Ŝzp Ŝ

z
q (t)

〉
+
〈
Ŝxp Ŝ

x
q (t)

〉
− i
〈
Ŝzp Ŝ

x
q (t)

〉
+ i
〈
Ŝxp Ŝ

z
q (t)

〉]
[
where G> and G< are advanced and retarded Green’s function and Rpq = Rp −Rq

]
= 4

∑
p,q

δpx,1δqx,1

ˆ
dν

2π
eiνt
ˆ
dω

2π
eiωt
ˆ

dρ

2π
eiρt
ˆ

d3k

(2π)3
e−ik⊥·Rpq

ˆ
d3k′

(2π)3
eik

′
⊥·Rqp

G<(k′, ω)G>(k, ρ)
[
iSzzpq (ν) + iSxxpq (ν) + Szxpq (ν)− Sxzpq (ν)

]
, (E.5)
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where k⊥ = (ky, kz) and Sαβpq is the DSSF defined in equation Eq. 2.114. Moreover the Fourier transfor-

mations with periodic boundary condition along y − z direction and open boundary condition along

x-direction for Green’s functions are defined as,

Gα(Rpq, t) =

ˆ
d2k⊥
(2π)2

dkx
(π)2

eik⊥·Rpq cos(kxR
x
pq)

ˆ
dω

2π
eiωtGα(k, ω).

In a similar way, the T2 term in equation Eq. E.4 can be derived and given by,

T2 = 4
∑
p,q

δpx,1δqx,1

ˆ
dν

2π
eiνt
ˆ
dω

2π
eiωt
ˆ

dρ

2π
e−iρt

ˆ
d3k

(2π)3
e−ik⊥·Rpq

ˆ
d3k′

(2π)3
eik

′
⊥·Rqp

G<(k′, ω)G>(k, ρ)
[
+iSzzpq (ν) + iSxxpq (ν)− Szxpq (ν) + Sxzpq (ν)

]
. (E.6)

Using equations Eq. E.4, Eq. E.5, Eq. E.6, we get,

Iys (Ω) = 2i(ηa3)2

ˆ
dν

2π

ˆ
dω

2π

ˆ
d3k

(2π)3

ˆ
d3k′

(2π)3

∑
p,q

δpx,1δqx,1G
>(k, ω + ν − Ω)G<(k′, ω)

e−i(k⊥−k′
⊥)·(Rp−Rq)

[
Sxxpq + Szzpq

]
. (E.7)

The retarded and advanced Green’s function are related to spectral function respectively as [260],

G<(k, ω) = Ak(ω)[1− f(ω)]

G>(k, ω) = Ak(ω)f(ω), (E.8)
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where for non-interacting system the spectral function Ak(ω) = 2πδ(ω − εk/~) and f(ω) is the Fermi-

Dirac distribution. Using equation Eq. E.8 in equation Eq. E.7 we get,

Iys (Ω) = 2i(ηa3)2

ˆ
dν

2π

ˆ
dω

2π

ˆ
d3k

(2π)3

ˆ
d3k′

(2π)3

∑
p,q

δpx,1δqx,1Ak(ω + ν − Ω)f(ω + ν − Ω)Ak′(ω)f(ω)

e−i(k⊥−k′
⊥)·(Rp−Rq)

[
Sxxpq + Szzpq

]
≈ 2i(ηa3)2

ˆ
dν

2π

ˆ
dω

2π

ˆ
d3k

(2π)3

ˆ
d3k′

(2π)3

∑
p,q

δpx,1δqx,1Ak(µ)f(ω + ν − Ω)Ak′(µ)f(ω)

e−i(k⊥−k′
⊥)·(Rp−Rq)

[
Sxxpq + Szzpq

]
[Assuming electronic density of states do not vary near chemical potential µ.thus,Ak(ω) ≈ Ak(µ)]

= 2i(ηa3)2

ˆ
dν

(2π)2

ˆ
d3k

(2π)3

ˆ
d3k′

(2π)3

∑
p,q

δpx,1δqx,1Ak(µ)Ak′(µ)
Ω− ν

1− e−β~(Ω−ν)

e−i(k⊥−k′
⊥)·(Rp−Rq)

[
Sxxpq + Szzpq

]
[Integrating over variable ω]

= 2i

(
ηa3mkF

2π2~

)2 ˆ
dν
∑
p,q

δpx,1δqx,1
Ω− ν

1− e−β~(Ω−ν)

[
Sxxpq + Szzpq

]
sinc2(kF |Rpq|)[

Integrating over k and k′, using dispersion εk =
~k2

2m
. kF = Fermi-vector, m = electron-mass

]
≈ 2i

(
ηa3mkF

2π2~

)2 ˆ
dν
∑
p

δpx,1
Ω− ν

1− e−β~(Ω−ν)

[
Sxxpp + Szzpp

]
(E.9)

[
∵ for large kF , sinc2(kF |Rpq|) is non-zero when p = q

]
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[137] Z. Yang, F. Gao, X. Shi, X. Lin, Z. Gao, Y. Chong, and B. Zhang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 114301 (2015).

[138] A. Khanikaev and G. Shvets, Nature Photonics 11 (2017), 10.1038/s41566-017-0048-5.

[139] T. Ozawa, H. M. Price, A. Amo, N. Goldman, M. Hafezi, L. Lu, M. C. Rechtsman, D. Schuster,

J. Simon, O. Zilberberg, and I. Carusotto, Rev. Mod. Phys. 91, 015006 (2019).

[140] G. Ma, M. Xiao, and C. Chan, Nature Reviews Physics (2019), 10.1038/s42254-019-0030-x.

[141] R. Matsumoto, R. Shindou, and S. Murakami, Phys. Rev. B 89, 054420 (2014).

[142] T. Fukui, Y. Hatsugai, and H. Suzuki, Journal of the Physical Society of Japan 74, 1674 (2005),

https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.74.1674 .

http://arxiv.org/abs/1701.01666
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=RWPfOV0CV5Y&t=330s
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=RWPfOV0CV5Y&t=330s
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=RWPfOV0CV5Y&t=330s
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.06700
http://mafija.fmf.uni-lj.si/seminar/files/2010_2011/seminar_aharonov.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.53.319
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2399-6528/aa8843
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/978-0-8176-8176-0_1
https://www.physics.nus.edu.sg/student/Honours%20Projects%20Repository%202014-15/Tang%20Zong%20Sheng_thesis.pdf
https://moeezhassan.weebly.com/uploads/1/5/0/2/15026512/moeez_berry_phase_and_holonomy.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2014.248
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.114301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41566-017-0048-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.91.015006
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s42254-019-0030-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.054420
http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.74.1674
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.74.1674


REFERENCES 158

[143] G. D. Mahan, Many-Particle Physics (Springer US, Boston, MA, 2000).

[144] Laurent, “Typical operators in tight binding,” (2013), https://physics.stackexchange.

com/q/53270.

[145] L. Zhang, New Journal of Physics 18, 103039 (2016).

[146] D. Xiao, M.-C. Chang, and Q. Niu, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 1959 (2010).

[147] R. Matsumoto and S. Murakami, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 197202 (2011).

[148] G. Sundaram and Q. Niu, Phys. Rev. B 59, 14915 (1999).

[149] N. R. Cooper, B. I. Halperin, and I. M. Ruzin, Phys. Rev. B 55, 2344 (1997).

[150] M. Hirschberger, J. W. Krizan, R. J. Cava, and N. P. Ong, Science 348, 106 (2015).

[151] A. A. Kovalev and V. Zyuzin, Phys. Rev. B 93, 161106 (2016).

[152] D. G. Joshi, A. P. Schnyder, and S. Takei, Phys. Rev. B 98, 064401 (2018).

[153] M. Hamermesh, Group theory and its application to physical problems (Dover Publications, United

States of America, 1915).

[154] J. D. Newmarch and R. M. Golding, Journal of Mathematical Physics 23, 695 (1982),

https://doi.org/10.1063/1.525423 .

[155] R.-X. Zhang and C.-X. Liu, Physical Review B 91 (2015), 10.1103/physrevb.91.115317.

[156] C. J. BRADLEY and B. L. DAVIES, Rev. Mod. Phys. 40, 359 (1968).

[157] C. Herring, Journal of the Franklin Institute 233, 525 (1942).

[158] B. Liao, Nonsymmorphic Symmetries and Their Consequences (2012).

[159] H.-S. Kim and H.-Y. Kee, npj Quantum Materials 2, 20 (2017).

[160] V. A. Zyuzin and A. A. Kovalev, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 217203 (2016).

[161] R. Cheng, S. Okamoto, and D. Xiao, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 217202 (2016).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4757-5714-9_1
https://physics.stackexchange.com/q/53270
https://physics.stackexchange.com/q/53270
https://physics.stackexchange.com/q/53270
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/18/10/103039
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.1959
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.197202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.59.14915
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.55.2344
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1257340
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.161106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.064401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.525423
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1063/1.525423
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.91.115317
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.40.359
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0016-0032(42)90462-9
https://www.semanticscholar.org/paper/Nonsymmorphic-Symmetries-and-Their-Consequences-Liao/764ccf65ffde67a73248a04e7768c1f6f19ff4fd
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41535-017-0021-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.217203
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.217202


REFERENCES 159

[162] R. Hentrich, M. Roslova, A. Isaeva, T. Doert, W. Brenig, B. Büchner, and C. Hess, Phys. Rev. B 99,
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[187] A. Läuchli, S. Wessel, and M. Sigrist, Phys. Rev. B 66, 014401 (2002).

[188] H. Kageyama, K. Yoshimura, R. Stern, N. V. Mushnikov, K. Onizuka, M. Kato, K. Kosuge, C. P.

Slichter, T. Goto, and Y. Ueda, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 3168 (1999).

[189] M. Shahzad and P. Sengupta, Journal of Physics: Condensed Matter 29, 305802 (2017).

[190] L. Zhang, J. Ren, J.-S. Wang, and B. Li, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 225901 (2010).

[191] K. Sparta, G. J. Redhammer, P. Roussel, G. Heger, G. Roth, P. Lemmens, A. Ionescu, M. Grove,
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