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Abstract: One-dimensional (1D) gapless hinge states are predicated in the three-

dimensional (3D) higher-order topological insulators and topological semimetals, 

because of the higher-order bulk-boundary correspondence. Nevertheless, the 

topologically protected property of the hinge states is still not demonstrated so far, 

because it is not accessible by conventional methods, such as spectroscopy experiments 

and quantum oscillations. Here, we reveal the topological nature of hinge states in the 

higher-order topological semimetal Cd3As2 nanoplate through spin potentiometric 

measurements. The results of current induced spin polarization indicate that the spin-

momentum locking of the higher-order hinge state is similar to that of the quantum spin 

Hall state, showing the helical characteristics. The spin-polarized hinge states are robust 

up to room temperature and can nonlocally diffuse a long distance larger than 5 μm, 

further indicating their immunity protected by topology. Our work deepens the 

understanding of transport properties of the higher-order topological materials and 

should be valuable for future electronic and spintronic applications. 

Keywords: Topological nature, Hinge states, Higher-order topological materials, 

Spin-polarized transport 

1. Introduction

Bulk-boundary correspondence that links the topological invariant of bulk band
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structure to boundary states is a unique characteristic of topological matters [1-5]. 

Typical bulk-boundary correspondence endows d-dimensional topological materials 

with gapless states at (d-1) dimensions (i.e., the first-order topology). For example, a 

3D “first-order” Z2 topological insulator is featured with two-dimensional (2D) gapless 

helical surface states [1,2,6-11], while a 2D topological insulator with gapless boundary 

states at its 1D edges [12-15]. Recently, the bulk-boundary correspondence has been 

extended to higher-order cases enabling the lower-dimensional boundary states [16-31]. 

Particularly, a 3D second-order topological insulator possesses gapless modes at its 1D 

hinges, the intersection of two neighboring surface planes. Such second-order 

topological insulator phase has been indicated in bismuth [23], strained SnTe [22] and 

certain transition metal dichalcogenide materials [32-35]. Aside from the higher-order 

topological insulators, higher-order topological semimetals (for example, Cd3As2) are 

also proposed to host 1D hinge states [21,24-26,36]. Using the low-energy theory of 

quadrupole insulator, Wieder et al. captured the bulk-boundary correspondence of 

higher-order Dirac semimetal, predicting the 1D hinge Fermi arc as the direct 

topological consequence of bulk Dirac nodes [26]. Experimentally, the 1D conducting 

modes have been spatially resolved by scanning tunneling spectroscopy [23] and 

Josephson interferometry [23,33,37-40]. 

Despite extensive studies on its spatial identification, the topological nature of 

higher-order hinge state has still not been revealed so far. Moreover, the bulk and 

surface states are often in parallel conduction, rendering the 1D hinge modes elusive 

through conventional transport experiments. Here we reveal the topological nature and 

spin helicity of hinge states in the higher-order topological semimetal Cd3As2 nanoplate 

via spin potentiometric measurements. 

 

2. Materials and methods 

For higher-order Dirac semimetals, the quadruple-invariant protected hinge states 

span the projection of bulk 3D Dirac points along the 1D hinges [25,26,29], as sketched 

in Fig. 1a. For usually synthesized Cd3As2 nanoplates with (112) surface orientation, 
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the 1D helical hinge states (Fig. 1b) are also expected due to the existence of projection 

along the (001)  direction. The hinge states feature Kramers pairs of 

counterpropagating modes on opposite edges. In the presence of a current bias, the 

orientation of induced spin polarization is contrary on opposite edges of sample surface 

(Fig. 1c). When the current bias is reversed, the induced spin polarization of each edge 

would also be reversed.  

 

 

Fig. 1. Helical hinge states in the higher-order topological semimetal.  

(a) Schematic of hinge states of higher-order Dirac semimetal in momentum space. 

Each hinge mode spans the projection of two bulk Dirac points on the hinge.  

(b) Hinge states distributed on the top and bottom surface of a Cd3As2 film with 

(112) surface orientation. Cd3As2 has two Dirac points along 𝑘𝑧 direction, i.e., (001) 

direction.  

(c) Current-induced spin polarizations for hinge states. The diagram to the left depicts 

the population of hinge states, where the blue (red) branch corresponds to spin-down 

(up) electrons. The current induced spin-polarization directions are opposite for the two 

neighboring hinges. As changing the polarity of bias current, the spin-polarization 

directions are reversed accordingly for each hinge. 

 

The employed Cd3As2 nanoplates with (112)  surface orientation (Supplementary 

materials, Fig. S1) were grown by chemical vapor deposition [41,42]. Individual 

nanoplates were then transferred onto a silicon substrate with a 285-nm-thick SiO2 layer, 

which serves as back gate to tune the Fermi level of Cd3As2. Co electrodes were used 

for spin detection with the Ti/Au electrodes as reference. To compare the spin transport 
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properties on the opposite sides, pairs of Hall-bar-like Co electrodes were fabricated on 

the two edges of Cd3As2 nanoplate. A 3-nm-thick Al2O3 oxide layer was inserted 

between Co and Cd3As2. On one hand, the existence of tunnel barrier can overcome the 

conductance mismatch problem [43] and thus enhance the spin detection efficiency [44-

46], which has been widely applied to detect current-induced spin polarization of 

topological materials [6,47-51]. On the other hand, the Al2O3 oxide layer can protect 

the hinge states from magnetic scatterings of Co electrodes. A total of twenty-two 

devices have been investigated in our work, all showing consistent spin transport 

properties (Supplementary materials, Fig. S2). Here, we mainly presented the results 

from four typical devices, marked as device A, B, C and D. 

 

3. Result and discussion 

3.1. Spin-momentum locking of the hinge states 

Figure 2 shows the spin transport results measured on the device A. As sketched in 

Fig. 2a, a direct current (dc) was injected into the nanoplate via the outmost two Ti/Au 

electrodes, and the voltage was measured between the inner Co and Ti/Au electrodes. 

An external magnetic field was applied along the long axis of the cobalt strip, in-plane 

perpendicular to the current direction, to modulate the Co magnetization M for probing 

the spin signals. The As shown in Fig. 2b, c, with a bias current 80 μA , magnetic 

hysteretic loops are clearly observed on both two sides of the nanoplate sample. The 

spin-dependent voltage 𝑉1S  and 𝑉2S  are obtained after subtracting the background 

from raw data (Supplementary materials, Fig. S3), where the subscript 1 and 2 are 

employed to distinguish the upper and lower edges. 
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Fig. 2. Spin transport on the two edges of nanoplate device A.  

(a) Schematic of the device structure and measurement configuration. Ti/Au and Co 

electrodes are denoted by yellow and blue, respectively. A 3-nm-thick Al2O3 layer is 

inserted between the Co and Cd3As2. The gate voltage Vg is applied onto the Si substrate 

for tuning the sample Fermi level. 

(b)-(e) Spin transport measured on the upper edge (b, d) and the lower edge (c, e) with 

bias current 𝐼 = ±80 μA  at 1.4 K. Insets show the corresponding spin-momentum 

locking. The red and black arrows denote the forward and backward sweeping of 

magnetic fields, respectively. 

(f) Schematic of the current-induced opposite spin polarizations for the two edges. The 

spin S is locked to electron momentum 𝑘e with right-hand and left-hand rules for the 

upper and lower edges, respectively. The blue filled circles represent the electrons and 

the black arrows above denote the spin direction. The purple arrows show the motion 

of electrons on the edge. 

 

As sweeping the magnetic field B, a counterclockwise hysteretic loop is captured on 

the upper edge of nanoplate, while a clockwise hysteretic loop on the lower edge. The 

direction of spin polarization S can be determined according to the measured voltage 

𝑉S and the magnetization M of the Co electrode. Specifically, S//M and S//-M result in 
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the high and low voltage states, respectively [46,52]. A dc bias generally gives rise to a 

net momentum 𝑘e in the electronic system. With the determined orientation S and 𝑘e, 

we can obtain the right-handed and left-handed spin-momentum locking on the upper 

and lower edges, respectively, as seen in the insets of Fig. 2b, c. For each edge, upon 

reversing the current direction, the spin polarization also reverses its direction (Fig. 2d, 

e), further confirming the spin-momentum locking feature. Consistent results are also 

obtained in other nanoplate devices (see the results of different devices in 

Supplementary materials, Figs. S4-S6). The measured opposite spin directions (Fig. 2f) 

on the two sides of a single nanoplate cannot stem entirely from the surface state 

transport [6,41,42,46-50], because the current-induced spin polarization of the surface 

states should be spatially independent [49,53]. The detailed comparisons of surface 

state and hinge state spin transport are described in Supplementary materials Fig. S7. 

The observed spin transport properties on the two edges are consistent with existence 

of higher-order hinge states in Cd3As2. Other mechanisms, such as, Rashba states [46], 

side wall surface states, and quantum spin Hall effect, all fail to explain our 

experimental results (see the discussion part in Supplementary materials). 

We further perform spin detection measurements on a single device via two types of 

spin probes, namely, the Co electrodes only contacting the one side of nanoplate (Hall-

bar-like) and the ones across the whole nanoplate (Fig. 3a). Similar to device A, 

opposite spin polarization directions are detected on one pair of Hall-bar-like Co 

electrodes for the two sides of device B, as shown in Fig. 3b, c. Driven by a current bias 

𝐼 = 40 μA , the spin voltage signal 𝑉1S  and 𝑉2S  have similar loop heights of about 

10 μV . We define the hysteretic window height as ∆𝑉S , and the spin resistance as 

∆𝑅S = ∆𝑉S/𝐼, where ∆𝑉S is positive for clockwise magnetic loops and negative for 

counterclockwise loops. The |∆𝑅S| is about 0.25 Ω for a single hinge in device B, 

which is greatly underestimated due to the edge current accounting for only a small part 

of the total current. The ∆𝑉S  is also found linearly proportional to I (Fig. 3d), 

indicating that the spin polarization ratio is independent of bias current [47,52]. Spin 

related potential difference between the two opposite Co electrodes is also measured 
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(Fig. 3e). The obtained |∆𝑉1−2,S| ≈ 22 μV , approximately the value of |∆𝑉1S| +

|∆𝑉2S|, further confirming the opposite spin polarization directions of the two edges. 

When the Co electrode is across the nanoplate (Fig. 3f), the spin polarizations from 

opposite hinges would be greatly cancelled out, recalling the surface spin transport. The 

cancellation renders the decrease of charge-to-spin conversion efficiency, as presented 

in Fig. 3f, where the |∆𝑅3S|~0.03 Ω is only one eighth of that from one edge. The inset 

of Fig. 3f demonstrates the spin texture of Rashba surface states, in agreement with 

previous studies as the charge transfer from the Co electrode can enhance the interfacial 

electric field [41]. Besides the surface state contribution, the inequivalence of hinge 

states at two edges would also provide a possible origin for the nonzero spin signals in 

Fig. 3(f). 

 

Fig. 3. Influence of electrode configuration, gate voltage and temperature on the 

edge spin transport.  

(a) Optical image of the device B. The Co and Ti/Au electrodes are denoted by blue and 

yellow, respectively. 
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(b)-(c) Spin voltage 𝑉1S  and 𝑉2S  loop measured on the two sides of device B, 

respectively at 1.4 K. The applied bias current is 𝐼 = 40 μA . The measurement 

configuration is shown by the inset of (b). Left-handed spin-momentum locking is 

detected on the upper edge, while right-handed spin-momentum locking on the lower 

edge, indicated by the insets.  

(d) The magnetic hysteresis window height ∆𝑉S as a function of bias current 𝐼 for the 

upper and lower edges of device B at 1.4 K. Dashed lines are linear fits to the 

experimental data. The error bars represent the standard deviation over multiple 

measurements. 

(e) Spin voltage 𝑉1−2,S as a function of magnetic fields in device B at 1.4 K. 𝑉1−2 is 

the voltage drop between the two Hall-bar-like Co electrodes, while the 𝑉1−2,S  is 

obtained after subtracting the background. The applied bias current is 𝐼 = 40 μA and 

the measurement configuration is illustrated by the inset. 

(f) Spin voltage 𝑉3S measured as the Co electrode is across the sample in device B at 

1.4 K. The applied bias current is 𝐼 = 600 μA . The inset depicts the measurement 

configuration. 

(g) The transfer curve of device C, obtained from the standard four-probe measurements 

at 1.4 K. Device C has nearly the same contact geometry as that of device B. 

(h) Gate voltage dependence of magnetic hysteresis window height |∆𝑉1S| and |∆𝑉2S| 

for two opposite edges in device C at 1.4 K. The applied current bias 𝐼 = 40 μA. The 

error bars represent the standard deviation over multiple measurements. 

(i) Spin transport at 290 K, measured on the upper edge (left panel) and lower edge 

(right panel) of device C. 

 

The relative contribution of surface and hinge spin signals can be tuned not only by 

different electrode configurations, but also by the gate voltage. The transfer curve in 

Fig. 3g shows the Dirac point ~ -30 V in the nanoplate of device C, and the gate voltage 

dependence of spin-polarized transport on the two opposite sides is shown in Fig. 3h. 

The |∆𝑉S|  from the two sides demonstrates opposite tendency with varying gate 
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voltage 𝑉g. For the contributions from surface states, it decreases as tuning 𝑉g away 

from the Dirac point due to the decrease of surface-bulk conduction ratio [41,42,52]. 

The opposite spin signals of the two hinges are combined with the contribution of 

surface states, so that the total measurement signal is strengthened on one side and 

weakened on the other. As the 𝑉g is tuned to a large positive value, the surface spin 

contribution can be ignored, and nearly identical |∆𝑉S| are observed on two sides for 

𝑉g = 50 V (Fig. 3h). Furthermore, the edge spin signals are robust against temperature. 

As presented in Fig. 3i, the spin signals on the two edges can both exist steadily at 290 

K, holding promise for the practical spintronic devices in the future. 

 

 

Fig. 4. Nonlocal spin transport on opposite sides of device A at 1.4 K.  

(a) Diagram of nonlocal measurement configuration. The nonlocal voltage measured 

on Co electrode 1-6 is denoted by 𝑉1, 𝑉2, …, 𝑉6, respectively. The bias current locally 

induces opposite spin polarizations on the upper and lower edges, and the spin diffusion 

results in the nonlocal signals.  

(b)-(e) Nonlocal spin transport measured on the upper edge (b, d) and the lower edge 

(c, e) with bias current 𝐼 = ±2 mA. Insets show the corresponding spin-momentum 

locking, where the spin direction S is determined according to the measured voltage 𝑉S 
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and the magnetization M of the Co electrode.  

(f) The |∆𝑉S| as a function of distance 𝐿, where 𝐿 is the spacing length between the 

nonlocal Co electrode and its nearest local Ti/Au electrode. The Co electrodes 1 (2), 3 

(4) and 5 (6) correspond to a distance of 2.75, 4.25 and 5.75 μm, respectively. The error 

bars represent standard deviation over multiple measurements. 

 

3.2. Nonlocal spin transport on the hinges 

Driven by the dc bias, the electrons of edge states acquire net spin polarization in the 

local region. The spin diffusion process allows us to detect the spin-related hysteretic 

loops in the region away from the local source electrode. As sketched in Fig. 4a, the dc 

bias is applied to the nanoplate via the rightmost two Ti/Au electrodes, while the voltage 

is measured nonlocally between the Co electrode and the leftmost Ti/Au electrode. We 

here fabricate several pairs of Hall-bar-like Co electrodes, denoted by the Roman 

number 1 to 6, serving as nonlocal spin detectors. When applying a bias current 𝐼 =

2 mA , hysteretic loops are clearly observed on the upper and lower edges of the 

nanoplate (Fig. 4b, c). Similar to the local measurement results, these two edges still 

demonstrate opposite spin-polarized signals in the nonlocal regime. Upon changing the 

polarity of the bias current, the spin polarization of the nonlocal transport also 

experiences a reversal (Fig. 4d, e), showing consistent spin-momentum locking with 

the local channel. To suppress the charge-current-spreading effect, the nearest nonlocal 

spin probe is set beyond 2 μm from the local electrode, where the distance is larger 

than the mean free path of electrons [54-56], facilitating the detection of spin diffusion 

process (Supplementary materials, Fig. S6). Figure 4f shows the |∆𝑉S| as a function 

of 𝐿, where 𝐿 is the distance between the nonlocal spin detector Co and the its nearest 

local Ti/Au electrode. Although the nonlocal spin signals generally decay with 

increasing L, the spin-polarized signals can still be unambiguously detected at a 

considerable distance of 𝐿 = 5.75 μm . The long-distance nonlocal spin diffusion 

should result from the topological protection of hinge states, which can greatly suppress 

the backscattering and spin flipping. 
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4. Conclusions 

In summary, we have identified the helical hinge states in the higher-order 

topological semimetal by employing spin potentiometric measurements. Benefiting 

from topological protection and the strict prohibition of backscattering of non-magnetic 

impurities in the 1D hinge channel, the current induced spin polarization is still 

observable at room temperature and the nonlocal spin diffusion length is longer than 5 

μm. Our work should be valuable for understanding the transport properties of higher-

order topological states. The topological edge transport channels are easy to replicate, 

integrate and scale up, paving the way for low-dissipation electronic and spintronic 

devices. 
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Sample growth and transport measurements 

Cd3As2 nanoplates were grown by chemical vapor deposition with (112) surface 

orientation. Cd3As2 powders with high purity (> 99.99%) were placed in the center of 

horizontal quartz tube. Silicon wafers with 5 nm gold thin film were placed downstream 

as substrates to collect the products. The quartz tube was first flushed three times with 

Argon gas to get rid of oxygen, then gradually heated from room temperature to 700 0C 

within 15 minutes, and kept for 10 minutes at 700 0C along with an Argon gas flow of 

20 s.c.c.m. The system was then cooled down naturally. Cd3As2 nanoplates were 

collected on the silicon wafer substrates. Figure S1a shows the scanning electron 

microscopy (SEM) image of the as-grown nanoplates. The selected area electron 

diffraction (SAED) pattern is shown in Fig. S1b. According to the crystallography 

calculation and hexagonal lattice symmetry, (112) surface orientation can be 

determined for the nanoplate. 

Individual Cd3As2 nanoplates were then transferred onto a silicon substrate with a 

285-nm-thick oxide layer. The thickness of selected nanoplate is about 100 nm. Ti/Au 

and Co/Au electrodes were fabricated after two rounds of e-beam lithography and e-

beam evaporation process. A gold layer above was used as a capping layer to protect 

Co from oxidization. To establish the Ohmic contact between Cd3As2 and Ti/Au 

electrode, an in-situ Ar+ etching process was performed to remove the native oxide 

layer of the nanoplate before metal deposition. A 3-nm-thick Al2O3 layer was inserted 

between Cd3As2 and Co electrode using e-beam evaporation system. Figure S1c 

presents the optical image of a finished nanoplate device. 

Transport measurements were performed in a commercial Oxford cryostat system 

with a base temperature ~ 1.4 K. The magnetic field was aligned along the easy axis of 

Co strip, in-plane perpendicular to the current direction. The devices were measured 

with a Keithley 2400 Source Meter using direct current. For the four-probe spin 

potentiometric measurement, the current was injected into the nanoplate via source and 

drain (Ti/Au electrodes), measuring the voltage drop between the Co and another Ti/Au 

electrode with the sweeps of magnetic fields.  
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Figure S1: Characterization of the synthesized Cd3As2 nanoplates and typical 

nanoplate device. 

a, SEM image of the as-grown nanoplates.  

b, The selected electron diffraction (SAED) pattern of the nanoplate. By calculating the 

distance from the diffraction point to the center point and their relative orientations, 

(04̅8)，(44̅0) and (408̅) crystal planes are determined as denoted. Based on the 

crystallography calculation, it indicates that the nanoplate has the (112) top surface 

plane with [221] zone axis. 

c, Optical image of device A in the main text. The wider electrodes correspond to the 

Ti/Au electrodes, while the narrower ones denote the Co electrodes. The Co electrodes 

marked by 1-6 are consistent with the numbering in Fig. 4 of the main text. 
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Figure S2: Statistics of the measured devices showing opposite spin polarizations 

on opposite edges at 1.4 K. Spin resistance is defined as ∆𝑅S = ∆𝑉S/𝐼, where ∆𝑉S is 

the magnetic loop height as sweeping the magnetic field to change the magnetization 

direction of the Co electrode. Here, the negative value of ∆𝑅S corresponds to the edge 

with counterclockwise magnetic loop, while positive one denotes the other edge with 

clockwise magnetic loop.  

 

A total of 22 devices have been investigated in our work. In all of these devices, 

opposite spin-polarized signals are observed on the two sides of nanoplate. Figure S2 

gives the counting results of these devices in terms of the spin resistance ∆𝑅S = ∆𝑉S/𝐼, 

which can be employed to characterize the charge-to-spin conversion efficiency. The 

positive and negative ∆𝑅S  correspond to the clockwise and counterclockwise 

magnetic loops, respectively. Limited by the process of Ar+ milling and Al2O3 

deposition, the Co/Cd3As2 interface would greatly affect the spin detection efficiency. 

Moreover, carrier density varies for different nanoplates. Both effects together lead to 

the device-to-device variations in the spin resistance. 

 

 

 



5 

 

 

Figure S3: Raw data of spin transport measured on the two edges in device A at 

1.4 K. 

a, c, Raw data of magnetic hysteretic loops measured on the upper edge, corresponding 

to Fig. 2b and Fig. 2d in the main text, respectively. The applied bias current is 𝐼 =

±80 μA. The background is denoted by dashed lines. 

b, d, Raw data of magnetic hysteretic loops measured on the lower edge, corresponding 

to Fig. 2c and Fig. 2e in the main text, respectively. The applied bias current is 𝐼 =

±80 μA. The background is denoted by dashed lines. 

 

Figure S3 shows the raw data of spin transport measured on device A, where the 

linear magnetoresistance background is clearly observed (marked by dashed lines). The 

linear background has been previously investigated [1,2], which may originate from the 

vertical charge transport between the bulk and surface conduction channels. After 

subtracting the linear background, we can obtain the spin-dependent voltage 𝑉S versus 

magnetic field 𝐵.  
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Figure S4: Raw data of local spin transport measured on the two edges in device 

C at 1.4 K. 

a, Schematic of local spin detection measurements. The voltage measured on the upper 

and lower edge is denoted by 𝑉1 and 𝑉2, respectively. 

b, Raw data of magnetic hysteretic loops measured on the upper edge. The applied bias 

current is 𝐼 = 40 μA. The spin S is locked to electron momentum 𝑘e with right-hand 

rule for the upper edge, as depicted by the inset.  

c, Raw data of magnetic hysteretic loops measured on the lower edge. The applied bias 

current is 𝐼 = 40 μA. The spin S is locked to electron momentum 𝑘e with left-hand 

rule for the lower edge, as depicted by the inset.  
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Figure S5: Raw data of local spin transport measured on the two edges in device 

D at 1.4 K. 

a, Optical image of nanoplate device D. Four pairs of Hall-bar-like Co electrodes are 

fabricated and denoted by numbers 1 to 8. 

b, Schematic diagram of local spin detection measurements. Upon applying a bias 

current, the voltage is measured on each Co electrode with Ti/Au electrode as reference. 

The voltage measured on Co electrode 1-8 is denoted by 𝑉1, 𝑉2, …, 𝑉8, respectively. 

c-f, Magnetic hysteretic loops measured on different positions of the upper edge. The 

applied bias current is 𝐼 = 60 μA. Left-handed spin-momentum locking is detected on 

this edge.  

g-j, Magnetic hysteretic loops measured on different positions of the lower edge. The 

applied bias current is 𝐼 = 60 μA. Right-handed spin-momentum locking is detected 

on this edge.  

 

For a given edge of nanoplate, we find the orientation of current-induced spin 

polarization is spatially independent and remains unchanged upon different positions. 
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Similar to device A discussed in the main text, nanoplate device D also demonstrates 

opposite spin-polarized signals on the opposite edges of top surface (Fig. S5). The 

orientation of induced spin S seems independent of the positions on a given edge. The 

upper edge always displays spin-down signals regardless of the position of spin probe 

Co electrode, while the lower edge always displays spin-up signals. Despite the 

consistent spin orientation, there exist some difference in the window height of spin 

voltage loops measured on different Co electrodes of the same edge. The difference 

may arise from the distinct spin detection efficiency of Co electrodes. Limited by the 

deposition technique, the spatial inhomogeneity is inevitable for the 3-nm-thick Al2O3 

layer, which could greatly influence the spin detection efficiency of Co electrode. Based 

on the determined S and current induced momentum 𝑘e, we find, in device D, the upper 

edge inherits left-handed spin-momentum locking, while the lower edge corresponds to 

right-handed spin-momentum locking. 
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Figure S6: Nonlocal spin transport measured on the two edges in device D at 1.4 

K. 

a, Schematic diagram of nonlocal spin detection measurements. The dc bias is injected 

into the nanoplate via two leftmost Ti/Au electrodes, the voltage is nonlocally measured 

on each Co electrode with Ti/Au electrode as reference. The voltage measured on Co 

electrode 1-8 is denoted by 𝑉1, 𝑉2, …, 𝑉8, respectively. The distance L between each 

pair of Co electrodes and their nearest local Ti/Au electrode is 1.25 μm, 2.25 μm, 

3.75 μm and 5.75 μm, respectively. 
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b, Schematic of the induced spin polarization from local current and nonlocal current 

spreading effect on the two edges. In the local regime, the current 𝐼 results in a net 

momentum 𝑘e and thereby a net spin polarization. Due to current spreading effect, the 

current can nonlocally diffuse away from the local electrode, giving rise to a nonlocal 

electron momentum 𝑘e
′  and thereby a net spin polarization.  

c, d, Spin voltage loops measured on the Co electrode 1 and 2, respectively. The applied 

local current 𝐼 = 600 μA. 

e, f, Spin voltage loops measured on the Co electrode 3 and 4, respectively. The applied 

local current 𝐼 = 800 μA. 

g, h, Spin voltage loops measured on the Co electrode 5 and 6, respectively. The applied 

local current 𝐼 = 1000 μA. 

i-k, Nonlocal current-voltage (I-V) curves measured on the Co electrode 1-6 with Ti/Au 

electrode as reference, respectively. 

 

Nonlocal spin detection measurements have also been performed in device D. Four 

pairs of Hall-bar-like Co electrode are fabricated as nonlocal spin probes with varied 

distances from the current electrode (Fig. S6a). Contrary to the condition of local spin 

detection, the nonlocal voltage is detected on the Co electrode away from the source 

and drain electrodes.  

In the nonlocal transport regime, both the spin diffusion process and charge-current-

spreading (CCS) effect could produce notable nonlocal spin signals, as shown by Fig. 

S6b. For the spin diffusion process, it comes from the source-drain current induced 

imbalance between spin-down and spin-up electrons. For the CCS effect, besides local 

carrier transport between the source and drain electrodes, some carriers would 

nonlocally spread within mean free path (MFP). The CCS effect is prominent near the 

current electrode within the MFP of electrons. As shown in Fig. S6c, d, when the spin 

probe Co is close to the local current electrode, spin-down (spin-up) signals are detected 

on the upper (lower) edge, consistent with the scenario of CCS effect. The linearity of 

nonlocal I-V curves also confirms the dominance of CCS effect (Fig. S6i). When the 

distance L is gradually increased beyond the MFP scale (~1 μm), the CCS effect is 
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greatly quenched, rendering the quick decrease of nonlocal voltage signals (Fig. S6j, 

k). Instead, spin diffusion process gradually comes into prominence, where the reversal 

of spin voltage loop is observed for each edge (Fig. S6g, h). 

 

 

 

Figure S7: Comparison of surface state and hinge state spin transport in Cd3As2. 

a, Current-induced spin polarizations for surface states. The diagram to the left depicts 

the population of surface states, where the blue (red) branch corresponds to spin-down 

(up) electrons. The induced surface spin polarization signal should be spatially 

independent and almost the same through the same surface. 

b, Current-induced spin polarizations for hinge states. The diagram to the left depicts 

the population of hinge states. The current induced spin-polarization directions are 

opposite for the two neighboring hinges. 
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Discussions of possible mechanisms for the opposite spin polarizations 

Several other mechanisms for the observed opposite spin-polarized signals on the 

two sides of a single nanoplate can be ruled out. First, the topological or Rashba surface 

states cannot be the origination, because the current-induced surface spin polarization 

signal should be spatially independent (Fig. S7) and almost the same through the same 

surface [1,2]. Second, the contributions from opposite side wall surfaces are also not 

consistent with the observations, because the current induced spin orientation of side 

surface states should be out-of-plane perpendicular to the substrate, while the 

experiments show that the spin-polarization has prominent components in the substrate 

plane. The opposite spin-polarized signals are reminiscent of helical edge states that are 

typical of quantum spin Hall insulators. The presence of quantum spin Hall state is only 

expected in an ultrathin Dirac semimetal film [3-5], but the thickness of our measured 

samples is about 100 nm. For the higher-order topological semimetal Cd3As2 film, 

current can induce opposite spin polarizations on the two hinges of the same surface. 

Experimentally, since the Co electrodes are deposited on the top of the nanoplate, the 

two top hinges would dominantly contribute to the spin signals, while the contribution 

of bottom hinges can be almost neglected. Thus, opposite spin polarizations are 

detected on the two edges of nanoplate. 

In our work, the 3-nm-thick Al2O3 layer, inserted between the Cd3As2 surface and 

the Co electrode, plays a significant role in manifesting the hinge state spin transport. 

The oxide layer not only enhances the spin detection efficiency, but also protects the 

surface and hinge states from the poisoning of ferromagnetic Co electrode. Despite this, 

the 2D surface states are still inevitably suffering from the degradation of spin 

polarization due to the finite-angle scattering process [6,7], which could not happen in 

the 1D hinge channels. Furthermore, the surface Fermi arc states are resulted from 

fragile topology [8,9], while the 1D hinge states are viewed as topological consequence 

of bulk Dirac points [8], generally featured with a much higher spin polarization ratio. 

Therefore, the contrary spin polarizations on opposite edges of nanoplate are observable 

as a consequence of the dominant contribution of spin-polarized hinge state transport. 
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