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We consider interaction-induced broken symmetry states of two Weyl semimetal surfaces with
multiple Fermi-arc (FA) states. In the presence of inter- and intra-surface Coulomb interactions,
multiple broken symmetries may emerge which coexist and/or compete with one another. Interlayer
exciton condensates involving different FA flavors are shown to form, with amplitudes determined
by the strength of interactions and the degree of nesting among the arcs. For FA pairs which
are well-separated in momentum with strong nesting, the resulting state is a particle-hole analog
of a Fulde–Ferrell–Larkin–Ovchinnikov (FFLO) superconductor. Intralayer interactions moreover
induce charge density wave (CDW) ordering, so that the most general state of the system is a
supersolid. These orderings in principle carry signatures in non-linear behavior and narrow band
noise in Coulomb drag transport measurements.

I. INTRODUCTION

Weyl semimetals (WSMs) are three dimensional topo-
logical systems with an even number of band-touching
points (Weyl nodes) in their bulk band-structure [1, 2].
Because of their intrinsic topology, non-overlapping sur-
face projections of Weyl nodes connect endpoints of dis-
joint Fermi surface sections known as Fermi-arcs (FAs).
FAs host surface states that disperse in a quasi-one-
dimensional manner. There are extensive ongoing efforts
to identify material candidates for WSMs, both theoret-
ically and experimentally. Examples of such materials
include TaAs [3], NbAs [4] and, more recently, CoSi,
Co3Sn2S2, for which FA modes have been identified in
ARPES and quasiparticle interference experiments [5–7].
Although they may lack topological protections, FAs of
Dirac semimetals, such as Na3Bi and Cd3As2, have been
also identified in recent times [8–13].

Interactions may introduce interesting physics in
WSMs, involving either or both the bulk states and the
FA states. For example, collective excitations confined
to the surfaces are expected to be supported [14–23],
as are bulk excitonic modes and density-wave instabil-
ities [24, 25], among other possibilities [2]. Interesting
effects also occur when two Weyl systems are brought
together. For example, intricate reconstruction of FA
geometry can sometimes occur due to inter-surface tun-
neling [26–28]. In the absence of tunneling, inter-surface
Coulomb interactions may induce coherent particle-hole
processes involving FA states of both surfaces, leading to
new collective excitations and broken symmetry states.
This is the subject of our study. As explained below, we
find that a number of symmetries may break in such sys-
tems: the local gauge symmetry, which conserves particle
number of each layer, due to inter-surface exciton conden-
sation [29], in similarity with other bi-layer systems, such
as in graphene [30–32]; translational symmetry, through
the formation of charge-density-wave (CDW) order; and,
in each case, coherences may set in among different pairs
of arcs on the same or different surfaces, yielding mul-

FIG. 1. Left: Two WSM surfaces with FAs indicated in the
surface Brillouin zones, which are separated by a dielectric
slab of thickness t. Two FAs reside on each surface with
an angle θ between them. Right: Dispersions of the FAs.
White dashed lines indicate Fermi surfaces without interac-
tions. With interactions the Fermi surfaces distort to the
solid white lines, allowing CDW and FFLO order to form
with nesting vector ~Q.

tiple ways in which these kinds of orders set in. As we
shall see, while these orderings coexist, they also com-
pete, leading to quantum phase transitions among differ-
ent realizations of the broken symmetries with variations
of the system parameters.

Associated with these broken symmetry states are
Goldstone modes. The broken translational symmetry
characteristic of CDW order leads to phonon modes,
which at zero wavevector becomes a sliding mode that
is generically pinned by disorder [33]. Exciton condensa-
tion yields gapless superfluid modes [34–37] which in such
double layer systems is realized as a dissipationless coun-
terflow current. Moreover, very weak tunneling between
surfaces may yield Josephson-like transport behavior be-
tween them [38, 39]. Such collective behavior can be
observed in a variety of transport experiments [39–43].

As a paradigm of such systems, we consider a setup
of two capacitively coupled WSM surfaces, each host-
ing FAs (see Fig. 1). For simplicity we consider straight
arcs, although our qualitative results do not depend sig-
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nificantly on this simplification (see Appendix A). We
find that electron-hole coherence may develop among
some or all of the arcs, depending on their relative an-
gles and interaction strengths. For arcs on different sur-
faces with common in-plane wavevectors, strong inter-
layer coherence can develop at these common wavevec-
tors [29]. Interlayer coherence can also develop between
arcs on different surfaces whose wavevectors are remote
from one another, and surprisingly these coherences can
be stronger than the direct case, particularly when the
the arcs are nested. Such finite momentum interlayer or-
dering may be understood as an exciton condensate ana-
log of the Fulde-Ferrell-Larkin-Ovchinikov (FFLO) su-
perconductor. We find that these direct exciton (D-ex)
and “FFLO exciton” (FFLO-ex) orderings are often both
present, but tend to compete, so that as one type of or-
dering increases the other shrinks. With both present,
the interlayer coherence should have spatial oscillations
in real space. In addition to this, intra-layer coherence
between arcs on the same surface yields CDW order.

When CDW and exciton orders coexist, the system is
in a supersolid state [44]. Such order has been considered
for bilayer systems in which Wigner crystals may form
at low electron density [45–47], and tends to be associ-
ated with excitons localizing at sites in a two-dimensional
crystal. By contrast, in the coupled WSM surface sys-
tem, the spatial ordering is determined by nesting vectors
rather than by carrier density, so that there is no strong
locking of the average inter-exciton separation with the
CDW period. Thus we expect the superfluid ordering
to be more robust with respect to disorder than for the
bilayer Wigner crystal system. A unique feature of the
coupled FA system is the possibility of manipulating the
relative strength of the spontaneous orderings by mod-
ifying the twist angle between surfaces, giving this sys-
tem a level of tunability not present in more traditional
materials. The presence of multiple continuously bro-
ken symmetries in this system implies that their super-
fluid modes will be coupled, so that counterflow super-
fluidity may become admixed with CDW sliding. This
could yield threshold behavior in counterflow supercur-
rent, above which narrow band noise is sustained. Detec-
tion of such phenomenology associated with both exciton
and CDW condensation would constitute direct evidence
that the system hosts supersolid order.

The organization of the paper is as following. We in-
troduce our model in Sec. II. In Sec. III, we describe
the method for obtaining the interacting Green’s func-
tions. In Sec. IV, we explore the competition between
the phases of broken symmetry caused by capacitive cou-
pling. In Sec. V, the Goldstone modes and counterflow
current are discussed and we conclude with a discussion
and summary in Sec. VI.

FIG. 2. Left: Configurations of the FAs where solid and the
dashed lines denote the states on the two surfaces (η = ±1).
ξ = ±1 are two FAs on the same surface, at momentum region
Rξ. Directions of dispersions are marked by arrows. Pairs

of FAs with ξη = ±1 are nested with momentum ~Q, which
disperse in opposite directions. Right: Self-energy diagrams
which describe spontaneously broken symmetries. kξ, q rep-

resent four vectors, with momenta ~kξ ∈ Rξ. (a), (b) and
(c) gives rise to self-energies for D-ex , FFLO-ex and CDW
orders, respectively. stands for any of (η, ξ).

II. MODEL

For concreteness, we consider a system of two WSMs
with parallel surfaces labeled by an index η = ±1, a
distance t apart, with each surface hosting two FAs la-
beled by an index ξ = ±1, in general not parallel to
one another [Fig. 2(a)]. Each FA joins the projections
of two Weyl nodes onto the surface Brillouin-zone, with
wave functions that decay exponentially in the bulk of
the WSM. The associated decay length diverges at the
Weyl node projections, which we model by the inverse of

a mass function Mξ(~k) [48]. The single-particle energy

associated with each arc has the form εξ(~k) = ±~vF kξ⊥,
which disperses with the momentum component perpen-

dicular to the ark, kξ⊥. Note the sign of this dispersion
characterizes the helicity of the FA. Further details of the
model are provided in the Appendix A.

We model interactions among the electrons by

Hint =
∑
ηη′

∫
~r,~r′

V ηη
′
(~r − ~r′) : ρ̂η(~r)ρ̂η

′
(~r′) :, (1)

where ρ̂η =
∑
ξξ′ Ψ̂

η†
ξ Ψ̂η

ξ′ with Ψ̂η
ξ being the field oper-

ator of the (η, ξ) FA. The functions V ++ = V −− and
V +− = V −+ are the intra- and inter-surface Coulomb
interactions, respectively (Appendix B 1). The decay
depth of the single particle states entering our decom-
position of the field operators Ψ̂η

ξ impacts the matrix el-

ements appearing when Eq. (1) is written in terms of
the non-interacting FA states; beyond this, our model is
two-dimensional. We do not explicitly include bulk states
in our analysis, although they can be approximately ac-
counted for via screening in the interactions.
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III. INTERACTING GREEN’S FUNCTION

With these simplifications, components of the non-
interacting finite-temperature Green’s function of the

WSM surfaces are given by G0
ij(
~k, iωn) = δij/(iωn −

εi(~k)), where ωn = (2n+ 1)/kBT are the fermionic Mat-
subara frequencies at temperature T and the i, j sub-
scripts are composite indices for η and ξ. To describe the
broken symmetry states, we include interactions through
a self-energy matrix Σ, which introduces components in
the Green’s function even for i 6= j, as well as between
different wave-vectors. These encode spontaneous order-
ing between different flavors of the fermions as well as
possible translation symmetry breaking. We summarize
the important diagrammatic terms that appear, within
the non-crossing approximation [49, 50], in Fig. 2(b).

In general, the full Green’s function G, non-interacting
Green’s function G0, and self-energy are related by the
Dyson equation, to be solved self-consistently, G = G0 +
G0ΣG. The diagrams illustrated in Fig. 2(b) represent
the last term in this equation. Numerical solution of
these requires integration over momentum, which we ap-
proximate as a discrete sum over limited regions (denoted
by Rξ in Fig. 2(a)) of the surface Brillouin zone in the
vicinities of the FA’s. In addition there is a Mastubara
frequency sum, and the resulting self-energies are then
independent of frequency because our model interaction
is frequency independent. Further details of our numeri-
cal scheme are in the Appendix B 2.

Denoting η̄ = −η and ξ̄ = −ξ, and kξ for the 3-

momentum (~kξ, ωn), we group the self-energies into three
classes. Coherence between FA’s on different surfaces
that do not spontaneously break translation symmetry
have the form Σηη̄ξξ (kξ, k

′
ξ), and represent direct exciton

order (D-ex) [23]. In addition, coherence between FA’s on
different surfaces which are separated in wavevector can
also form, breaking both the gauge symmetry associated
with individual layers and translational symmetry spon-
taneously, resulting in FFLO-ex order. Such ordering
is encoded in self-energy terms of the form Σηη̄

ξξ̄
(kξ, k

′
ξ̄
).

Finally, intra-layer interactions also give rise to self-
energies of the form Σηη

ξξ̄
(kξ, k

′
ξ̄
), which indicate CDW

order within a surface. For simplicity, we neglect the di-
agonal terms in the self-energy Σηηξξ , which are expected
to simply renormalize the non-interacting FA velocities.

Before we discuss our numerical results, several com-
ments are in order. Firstly, for the particular FA ori-
entations shown in Fig. 1, some FAs have parallel sec-

tions with nesting momentum ~Q. Particularly for the
FFLO-ex order, one expects the dominant contribution

of Σηη̄
ξξ̄

( ~kξ,~k
′
ξ̄
) to occur at

~kξ − ~k′ξ̄ = ± ~Q. (2)

Our numerical findings verify this for both FFLO-ex and
CDW orders. Numerical calculations can be greatly sim-
plified by assuming these self-energies vanish except at

FIG. 3. Behavior of maximum order parameter magnitudes
with system parameters. Variation with: (a) surface separa-
tion (t); (b) WSM dielectric constant (ε); (c) FA tilt angle
(θ). Solid lines represent numerical results where the con-
straint Eq. (2) is enforced. Results marked by dashed lines
have these constraints relaxed. (d) Critical temperatures of
the three order parameters, in units of T0 (see main text).
θ = 60◦ is used in (a), (b) and (d). Other parameters: for
(a), ε = 2; for (b), t/a0 = 5; for (c), t/a0 = 5, ε = 2.5; for (d),
t/a0 = 5, ε = 2. The separation of the Weyl nodes, as well as

the nesting vector | ~Q|, is taken to be 0.4Å−1.

this momentum difference. We have compared this to
results where the momentum difference is unconstrained
in a few representative cases, and find rather good agree-
ment (see Fig. 3 and Appendix C 1). Secondly, we char-
acterize the strength of this Coulomb interaction by an
effective fine-structure constant, α = (c/εvF )/137. Un-
less otherwise specified, we assume α = 5/ε, which is
consistent with vF ∼ 105m/s. For the intra-surface in-
teraction we adopt a dielectric constant ε = 4, while
for the inter-surface interaction it is fixed at unity. We
make the wave-vectors and lengths unitless in terms of a
lattice-spacing distance (a0) and we consider the unit of
our energy-scale to be T0 = ~vF /a0. With a0 ∼ 5Å, we
have T0 of the order of 103K.

IV. COMPETING PHASES

The numerical results we obtain indicate an intri-
cate competition among the order parameters discussed
above. Some typical results are illustrated in Fig. 3. At
large t, for which interactions between surfaces are weak,
intra-layer CDW order dominates, while for smaller sep-
aration and stronger inter-surface coupling, we find the
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FFLO-ex order dominates the CDW order. The compe-
tition between them is clearly visible in Figs. 3(a) and
(b), in which we vary the separation between layers, and
hence the relative intra- and inter-layer interactions. In-
terestingly, at small separation only the FFLO-ex order
is present, but with increasing separation a transition oc-
curs in which D-ex and CDW orders set in, accompanied
by a sharp drop in the FFLO-ex order. This demon-
strates the competition among the different types of or-
der the system supports. Note that for much of the pa-
rameter regime, the simplifying assumption expressed in
Eq. (2) yields results largely consistent with calculations
where this constraint is relaxed, except in the transition
region, where it is necessary to relax the constraint to
correctly capture its second order nature.

For fixed separation, it is notable that increasing the
tilt angle between the arcs tends to enhance the FFLO-
ex order at the expense of the D-ex and CDW orders, as
shown in Fig. 3(c). This is clearly a consequence of the
strong nesting between the arcs involved in the FFLO-
ex ordering, which persists at all angles. The relatively
stronger stability of the this ordering is also apparent
in the temperature dependence of the order parameters,
illustrated in Fig. 3(d), indicating different critical tem-
peratures for FFLO-ex and CDW orders. Interestingly
we find that the critical temperature of the direct ex-
citon order coincides with that of the intra-layer CDW
order. At low temperatures, all three orders may coex-
ist, and with rising temperature a transition may take
place from such a multiply-ordered phase to a phase with
only FFLO-ex order. This intricate interplay of competi-
tion and cooperation among the different possible broken
symmetries is one of the central results of this work.

Note that the FA dispersions shown in the Fig. 2(a)
are oriented so that nested FAs of opposite surfaces dis-
perse in opposite directions. This supports the FFLO-ex
order. One may also consider situations in which they
disperse in the same direction. This could occur, for
example, in WSM’s with bulk magnetizations with op-
posite orientations. This results in the loss of FFLO-ex
order. Introduction of curvature in the FA’s also tends to
suppress this order, although does not eliminate it (see
Appendix C).

V. GOLDSTONE MODES AND
COUNTERFLOW CURRENTS

Our model system involves four flavors of fermions
(specified by η and ξ), and each has an individually
conserved charge that is encoded by a U(1) symme-
try. The mean-field ground states we find spontaneously
break at most three of these symmetries, so that all
our phases respect global charge conservation. Although

in general the six self-energy terms (Σηη
′

ξξ′ , excluding

ξ = ξ′ and η = η′) may attain non-zero values, their

phases, θηη
′

ξξ′ , are not independent. A close examination
of the equations for the self-energies reveals the relations,

θ+−
ξξ + θ++

ξ̄ξ
= n1π, θ

+−
ξξ + θ−+

ξξ̄
= n2π, θ

ηη̄
−+ + θηη+− = n3π,

where repeated indices are summed and the ni’s may be
0 or ±1 depending on the parameters. Fluctuations of
the phases that violate the above relations are massive,
but variations which keep these relations intact increase
the energy of the system only when they have spatial
or temporal gradients. Thus we expect our system to
support three gapless Goldstone modes. As detailed in
the Appendix D, one may formally derive an effective
action for phase fluctuations valid for small gradients
in terms of three independent phases, θi (i = 0, 2, 3),
S[{θi}] ≈

∑
q

∑
m,n Πmn(q)θn(q)θm(−q), where Πnm(q)

is the polarizability function. The normal modes of S rep-
resent gapless modes, θ̃i, which are linear combinations
of θi. Static spatial gradients in these phases generally
represent supercurrents, (jηξ )l =

∑
i=1,2,3 Γlηξi∇lθ̃i. We

present details of the form of Γ for a simplified model in
Appendix D; in general it depends on details of the sys-
tem parameters and broken symmetries encoded in the
Σ matrix. The entangling of different types of super-
currents, usually associated with interlayer counterflow
currents [39] or sliding CDW modes [33], is an impor-
tant signature that in the generic case the ground state
of this system is a supersolid. Remarkably, for inversion-
symmetric cases, we find a sum rule,

∑
ξη(jηξ )l = 0, in-

dicating that the system does not support charged su-
percurrents. While natural for particle-hole condensates,
which support counterflow supercurrents, this is less ob-
vious for CDW dynamics which support sliding modes.
We discuss the implications of this below.

VI. DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

We have demonstrated that parallel surfaces of
WSM’s, with each hosting multiple FAs, in general sup-
port broken symmetries within and between the surfaces.
In particular, we show FFLO-exciton order may com-
pletely suppress direct-exciton and CDW orders, or may
coexist with them. In the latter case the system is a
supersolid. The entangling of orders in such a system
is evidenced by its Goldstone modes, which in general
have mixed counterflow - sliding CDW characters. In
real systems, sliding behavior of CDW’s are not observed
as a dissipationless current, because their broken trans-
lational symmetry necessary implies they will become
pinned by disorder. Nevertheless, they host unique trans-
port signatures: threshold driving fields above which the
a CDW may depin, and narrow-band noise with fre-
quency proportional to the current above threshold [33].
An interesting signature of the supersolid character of
this system would be the observation of these signatures
in a counterflow experiment.

Several materials represent potential candidates for the
physics described in this study. These include spinel
compounds (such as VMg2O4) [51] and cobalt-based
semimetals (such as Co3Sn2S2). The former has two FAs
on (110) surfaces, which are non-colinear and may serve
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as potential hosts for the physics we describe. For cer-
tain surface terminations, Co3Sn2S2 has three FAs which
are oriented at 120o angle with each other. For two such
surfaces oriented at ∼ 180◦ one will have four FAs in ap-
proximately the configuration we consider; the other two
may support their own FFLO-exciton condensation, but
will essentially decouple from the other four FA’s (see
Appendix E).

For simplifications of the numerical analysis, we con-
sidered straight FAs for the non-interacting WSM sur-
faces. As argued in the Ref. 29, in presence of a curva-
ture in the FAs, there is an associated first order phase-
transition with increasing curvature of the FAs. A full
solution for the interacting Green’s function in this case
is numerically challenging; some results are presented in
the Appendix. Moreover, in our idealization of these sys-
tems we have ignored the presence of bulk states which
may be present at the Fermi energy, and can have fi-

nite support at the surfaces. Their impact on the broken
symmetry states and associated supercurrents are inter-
esting subjects for further study of these remarkably rich
systems.
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Appendix A: Construction of 2-pair of tilted Fermi arcs

Here we briefly discuss the way we construct multiple Fermi-arcs (FA), starting from one FA, using rotation and
translation in momentum space. Let us consider a single FA as a straight line segment joining (0,−k0) and (0, k0)

in the surface Brillouin-zone, with dispersion ε(~k) = ±~vF kx, where ± denotes helicity. The states on the FA are
supported primarily by the surface and decay exponentially in the bulk, where the inverse of the decay length is given

by a mass function which we take to be M(~k) = (k2
0 − k2

y)/2k0. We apply translation and rotation on this arc to
generate FAs with other orientations on the momentum space. The translation and rotation matrices, which take the
momentum (kx, ky) ≡ (kx, ky, 1)T , to a rotated and translated point (k′x, k

′
y) ≡ (k′x, k

′
y, 1)T , are given by

R(θ) =

cos θ − sin θ 0
sin θ cos θ 0

0 0 1

 , T (u, v) =

1 0 −u
0 1 −v
0 0 1

 , (A1)

where the third direction is the perpendicular direction to the surface momenta introduced only for the mathematical
operations and should not be considered after the operation is performed. Here R(θ) rotates the FA by an angle θ
in the clockwise direction and T (u, v) translates the origin of the FA from (0, 0) to (u, v). With the composition of
these two transformations one can generate the dispersions for multiple FAs.

For the case of four FAs, which we focus on in the main text, one finds

εηξ (~k) = −ξε(R(ηθ/2)T (−ξQ/2, 0)~k), Mη
ξ (~k) = M(R(ηθ/2)T (−ξQ/2, 0)~k). (A2)

In these expressions ~Q is the separation of the FAs centers in momentum space (see Fig. 1 of the main text). This
same method is used to generate the dispersions and mass functions for the C3 symmetric system discussed below in
Appendix E.

Appendix B: Iterative solutions of the interacting Green’s function

In this section we provide more details of the construction of the self-energies and the equations we solve numerically
for evaluating the interacting Green’s function iteratively, focusing on the case of two Fermi-arcs on each of the WSM
surfaces. A similar discussion for the hexagonal system with three Fermi-arcs on each of the surfaces is given in the
Appendix E. We take two FAs (indexed by ξ = ±1) on each surface (η = ±1) in the momentum region Rξ (see the
main text). The wavefunctions of the FA states are

ψη
ξ,~k

(~r) =
exp
(
i~k · ~r

)
√
LxLy

√
Mη
ξ (~k) exp

(
−ηMη

ξ (~k)z/2
)

Θ(ηz)Θ(Mη
ξ (~k)). (B1)



6

The density operator for the ηth surface is written as,

ρ̂η(~r) =
∑
ξξ′

Ψ̂η†
ξ (~r)Ψ̂η

ξ′(~r), (B2)

where, Ψ̂η
ξ is the field operator for (ηξ)th FA, which is constructed from the individual FA wave functions. In terms

of these densities the Coulomb interaction is

Hint =
∑
η,η′

∫
d~r d~r′V ηη

′
(~r − ~r′) : ρ̂η(~r)ρ̂η

′
(~r′) : . (B3)

Here, V +−, V −+ are the inter-layer Coulomb interaction and V ++, V −− are the intra-layer Coulomb interaction.
Substituting Eqs. B1 and B2 into Eq. B3 leads to a two-dimensional Fourier transform of the Coulomb potential,

which has the explicit form V ηη
′

~q (z − z′) = 2παe−q|z−z
′|/εηη′q, where ~q = (qx, qy). In units where the velocity of

electrons vF is taken to be one, the effective fine structure constant characterizing the strength of the interaction
is α = c

137vF
, where c is the speed of light in vacuum. The dielectric screening function εηη′ will in general be

different between electrons in the same layer and in different layers. For our numerical modeling we take α = 5 and
ε++ = ε−− = ε, which we vary as a system parameter, whereas we keep ε+− = ε−+ = 1. Thus in exploring the effect
of the relative intra- and inter-layer interaction strengths, we keep the dielectric constant of the spacer layer fixed at
unity and vary that of the WSM slabs via ε.

1. Coulomb Matrix elements

The Coulomb matrix elements are given by

V ηη
′

ξ1ξ2ξ2ξ3
(~k,~k′, ~q) =

∫
dzdz′V ηη

′

~q (z − z′)ρηξ1ξ2(z + (δη,−1 − δη,+1)t/2,~k − ~q,~k)ρη
′

ξ3ξ4
(z′ + (δη′,−1 − δη,+1)t/2,~k + ~q,~k),

where

ρηξ1ξ2(z,~k′,~k) =
√
Mη
ξ1

(~k)Mη
ξ2

(~k′) exp

(
−ηz

2
(Mη

ξ1
(~k) +Mη

ξ2
(~k′))

)
Θ
(
Mη
ξ1

(~k)
)

Θ
(
Mη
ξ2

(~k′)
)

Θ (ηz) , (B4)

with t the thickness of the medium between the WSM’s. One then finds

V ηη
′

ξ1ξ2ξ3ξ4
(~k,~k′, ~q) =

8απ

εηη′q
e−(1−δη,η′ )qt

√
Mη
ξ1

(~k)Mη
ξ2

(~k − ~q)Mη′

ξ3
(~k′)Mη′

ξ4
(~k′ + ~q)×

×
Θ
(
Mη
ξ2

(~k − ~q)
)

Θ
(
Mη′

ξ4
(~k′ + ~q)

)
Θ
(
Mη′

ξ3
(~k′)

)
Θ
(
Mη
ξ1

(~k)
)

(Mη
ξ2

(~k − ~q) +Mη
ξ1

(~k) + 2q)(Mη′

ξ4
(~k′ + ~q) +Mη′

ξ3
(~k′) + 2q)

[
1 +

2qδηη′

Mη
ξ2

(~k − ~q) +Mη
ξ1

(~k) +Mη′

ξ4
(~k′ − ~q) +Mη′

ξ3
(~k′)

]
.

(B5)

Note that the inter-layer Coulomb matrix elements are exponentially suppressed with increasing momentum due to
the separation between the two layers, while the intra-layer Coulomb matrix elements contain a dielectric constant
(ε) that approximately captures the screening due to electrons in the bulk.

2. Self consistent evaluation of self energy

With these Coulomb matrix elements, we can consider self-energy corrections to the electron Green’s function of this
system. Because we are interested in broken symmetry states, it is necessary to adopt a self-consistent approximation
that captures contributions at all orders in perturbation theory in the interaction. The self-energy form we adopt is a
sum of all non-crossing diagrams up to infinite order (“non-crossing approximation” [49]). In cases where translation
symmetry can be broken (FFLO and CDW orders) we also include tadpole diagrams, although the large momentum
exchanges involved (of the order ∼ Q, which is the separation of the FAs in momentum space) suppresses their
contributions, so that they have little effect on the final result. We enumerate all the self-energy contributions we
retain in Fig. 4. These can be organized into three classes: (i) Direct exciton self-energy diagrams (Figs. 4(a), (d));
(ii) CDW self-energy diagrams (Figs. 4(b), (e), (f)); and (iii) FFLO exciton self-energy diagrams. Note that the
momentum carried by the interactions in Figs. 4(e) and (f) is essentially the nesting vector Q.
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FIG. 4. All possible self-energy insertion consistent with momentum conservation. The diagrams (a), (c), (d), (e) are generated
by interlayer interaction, and in (a), (d) the self-energy is excitonic, in (c) the self-energy terms is FFLO type, and in (f) the
self-energy contributes to CDW order. Intra-layer interaction leads to CDW type order only, as (b) and (f). stands for any
(ηξ), consistent with momentum conservation.

The internal Green’s function lines in the self-energies are given by the Dyson equation, which is usefully written
in the form G = ((G0)−1−Σ)−1. Because the system consists of multiple Fermi arcs, the interacting Green’s function
and the self-energies have a matrix structure. We take the latter of these to be of the form

Σ(~k, ~k′) =


0 Σ+−

−− Σ++
−+ Σ+−

−+

Σ−+
−− 0 Σ−+

−+ Σ−+
−+

Σ++
+− Σ+−

+− 0 Σ+−
++

Σ−+
+− Σ−−+− Σ−+

−+ 0


(~k,~k′)

,

where the non-vanishing self-energy matrix elements are shown in Figs. 4, and we have neglected the diagonal con-
tributions Σηηξξ , which typically can be incorporated into velocity renormalizations of the FA’s. The non-interacting

Green’s functions are taken to have the form G0
ij(
~k, iωn) = δij/(iωn− εi(~k)), where i, j index the FA’s, and ωn are the

Matsubara frequencies.
As illustrated, the self-energy diagrams in Fig. 4 assume the single-particle states are characterized by single

wavevectors, and generally one may find self-consistent solutions for the Green’s functions in which a state at ~k

admixes with a continuous set of momenta ~k′. For this general situation, the self energies take the explicit forms

Σηη̄ξξ (~kξ, ~k′ξ) = − 1

β

∑
~q

∑
n

[
V ηη̄ξξξξ(

~kξ,~k
′
ξ, ~q)G

ηη̄
ξξ (~kξ − ~q,~k′ξ − ~q, ωn − ωm) (B6)

+ V ηη̄
ξξ̄ξ̄ξ

(~kξ,~k
′
ξ, ~q)G

ηη̄

ξ̄ξ̄
(~kξ̄ − ~q,~k′ξ̄ − ~q, ωn − ωm)

]
ei(ωn−ωm)0+

,

Σηη̄
ξξ̄

(~kξ,~k
′
ξ̄) = − 1

β

∑
~q

∑
n

V ηη̄
ξξξ̄ξ̄

(~kξ,~k
′
ξ̄, ~q)Gξξ̄(~kξ − ~q,~k

′
ξ̄ − ~q, ωn − ωm)ei(ωn−ωm)0+

, (B7)

Σηη
ξξ̄

(~kξ,~k
′
ξ̄) =

1

β

∑
~q

∑
n

[
− V ηη

ξξξ̄ξ̄
(~kξ,~k

′
ξ̄, ~q)Gξξ̄(

~kξ − ~q,~k′ξ̄ − ~q, ωn − ωm)ei(ωn−ωm)0+

(B8)

+ V η̄η̄
ξξ̄ξξ̄

(~kξ,~k
′
ξ̄ − ~q,~kξ − ~k

′
ξ̄)G

η̄η̄

ξ̄ξ̄
(~k′ξ̄ − ~q,~kξ − ~q)e

iωn0+

+ V ηη
ξξ̄ξξ̄

(~kξ,~kξ̄′ − ~q,~kξ − ~k′ξ̄)Gξ̄ξ(~k
′
ξ̄ − ~q,~kξ − ~q)e

iωn0+
]
. (B9)

In the most general case, we allow all possible pairs of momenta (~k,~k′) within fixed regions of the FA’s. Numerically
the Green’s function then becomes a 4Nk×4Nk dimensional matrix, where Nk is the number of momentum grid points

we retain in the numerical calculations. As discussed in the main text, due to the strong nesting with wavevector ~Q
between some of the Fermi arcs, we find that dominant contributions to the CDW and FFLO-exciton self-energies

correspond to ~k − ~k′ = ~Q, while that of the direct-exciton self-energies correspond to ~k = ~k′. This observation allows

us to work with a 4 × 4 self-energy matrix for each momentum ~k, greatly reducing the numerical complexity of the
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FIG. 5. The maximum amplitude of self-energy terms are shown as a function of distance between the two slabs for four
different tilt angles between the arcs. For all of the figures, the separation of the Weyl nodes, 2k0 is taken to be 0.4Å−1, the

dielectric constant of the WSM slabs are ε = 2.35, here length of the nesting vector is taken to be
∣∣∣ ~Q∣∣∣ = 4k0. These results are

obtained 4×4 matrix valued Green’s function.

FIG. 6. The maximum absolute values of self-energy terms is shown as a function of the dielectric constant of the WSM slabs.
For all of the figures, the separation of the Weyl nodes, 2k0 is taken to be 0.4Å−1, the vertical separation of the WSM slabs

are taken as t/a = 4, the length of the nesting vector is taken as,
∣∣∣ ~Q∣∣∣ = 4k0.

problem. In either case we perform the Matsubara summation analytically by contour integration (the poles of the
interacting Green’s function are found numerically), followed by a summation over the internal momenta, with an
energy-cutoff of |εcut| = 0.5 and a momentum grid of 1604 number of points have been used. The equations are solved
iteratively until convergence up to a tolerance of order 10−6 is reached. As we are not considering dynamical screening
of the Coulomb interaction, after summation in (B6)–(B9), the resultant self-energies are frequency-independent, and
we assuming that the converged solutions do not depend strongly on the energy or the momentum cutoff.

Appendix C: Variation of self-energy with tilt angle and other system parameters

In this Section we present some further results of how the self-energy evolves under changes of different parameters.
We use the simplified simplified self-energy model described above, in which the Green’s function is diagonal in

momentum, and has a 4×4 matrix for each value of ~k.

Dependence on the separation between the WSM slabs (t)

From Eq. (B5) one sees that the matrix elements of the inter-surface Coulomb interaction decays exponentially with
t (∼ e−qt), in contrast to the intra-surface Coulomb interaction, which is independent of t. This allows for tuning of the
relative inter- and intra-surface interactions, and their competition is illustrated in Fig. 5. As the separation between
the WSM slabs is increased, one observes that state supports only FFLO-exciton order, and above some critical
separation, CDW order sets in, the FFLO-exciton order is greatly suppressed, and direct-exciton order appears as

well, and closely tracks the FFLO-exciton order. Note that within our simplified single ~Q approximation the transition
is first order, but a full calculation will likely convert this to a second order transition. The relative strengths of the
two types of orders are expected to be qualitatively the same as shown in Fig. 5. With larger tilt angle between the
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FIG. 7. The maximum absolute value of self-energy terms with respect to temperature at different tilt angles θ is shown. With
increasing temperature the curves follow a second order transition. A key observation is that critical temperature for CDW an
exciton, FFLO order is different. For all of the figures, the separation of the Weyl nodes, 2k0 is taken to be 0.4Å−1, the vertical
separation of the WSM slabs are taken as t/a = 5, temperature T0 ≈ 103K, the dielectric constant of the WSM slabs are ε = 2,

here
∣∣∣ ~Q∣∣∣ = 4k0. For these set of parameters CDW order dominates, and with increasing tilt angle, the critical temperature of

exciton and FFLO increases and that of CDW decreases. These results are obtained 4×4 matrix valued Green’s function.

Fermi arcs, this critical thickness also increases.

Dependence on the dielectric constant ε

From Eq. (B5) we see that the intra-layer interaction scales as ∼ 1/ε, so with increasing the dielectric constant of
the WSM (or, equivalently, decreasing the dielectric constant of the spacer layer) the intra-layer interaction becomes
smaller relative to the inter-layer interaction. At large enough ε, the FFLO-exciton order becomes dominant over the
other types of order, and for large enough values it is the only broken symmetry in the ground state. This behavior
is shown in Fig. 6.

Dependence on the temperature (T/T0)

The previous results suggest that direct-exciton and CDW orders are coupled in such a way that they grow or
shrink together as system parameters vary, whereas the FFLO-exciton order evolves more independently. However
the interdependence of the orders is more complicated than this. We illustrate this by considering the temperature
dependence of the self-energies for a particular parameter regime, as shown in Fig. 7. Interestingly, for this parameter
range (in particular, the relatively small value of ε = 2), the CDW order dominates at low temperature, and both

FIG. 8. The curved-FA is shown in (a), with two Weyl nodes at (0,±k0), with curvature γ. The curved FAs always end
on circles with radius µ/vF for chemical potential µ. These circles represent a Fermi surface for bulk states. The four FA
configuration is shown in (b), where the solid and dashed lines denote the states on the two surfaces (η = ±1). The directions
of the energy dispersions are indicated by arrows. The dotted lines corresponding to straight FAs are drawn for comparison.
The measure of curvature is denoted by γ in (C1). (c) Dependence of self-energies on the curvature. As the curvature increases,
due to the lack of nesting the FFLO-exciton self-energy decreases. For these numerical results the separation of the Weyl nodes
2k0 is taken to be 0.4Å−1, the vertical separation of the WSM slabs is taken as t/a = 5, the dielectric constant of the WSM
slabs is ε = 2.5, and the chemical potential is taken to be µ = 0.05.
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types of exciton order are relatively suppressed. With increasing temperature the exciton orders vanish together at a
common transition temperature, while the CDW order persists up to a higher transition temperature. Interestingly,
with increasing tilt angle, the critical temperature of the inter-surface orders increases, while that of the CDW order
decreases. T0 is defined in the main text.

Dependence on the curvature of the Fermi Arc

In the main text, the FA’s we considered were straight line segments, whereas in real materials FAs are often curved.
To examine this we model the dispersions of curved Fermi arcs as

ε(~k) = ±vF kx

1− γ

√
1−

(
ky
k0

)2
 . (C1)

As shown in shown in Fig. 8(a), at finite chemical potential µ, the parameter γ measures the curvature of the Fermi
arcs. The Fermi arcs also touch Fermi circles of radius µ/vF around the Weyl points (0,±k0), which denote bulk
states. Notice that when kx passes through zero and the dispersion changes sign, the sign of the FA curvature
also changes, a remarkable resemblance to realistic curved FA’s. We generate four tilted FAs in the same way as
described in Appendix A, resulting in the geometry illustrated in Fig. 8(b), and our numerical scheme for computing
self-energies is essentially the same as for the case of straight FAs. As the curvature increases the nesting between
the Fermi arcs decreases, so that the 4×4 Green’s function approach becomes a poor approximation. We thus find
self-consistent solutions for the self-energy terms without any constraints on the momentum.

The full solution for the interacting Green’s function in the presence of this curvature in the FAs is numerically
challenging, so we consider results for only a single set of representative parameters in Fig. 8(c). As might be
expected the FFLO-exciton order decreases with increasing curvature since perfect nesting is spoiled. Interestingly,
this suppression with curvature is accompanied by an increase in CDW and direct-exciton orders, which we
attribute to a combination of improved nesting of the coupled arcs in these latter orders, and the suppression of the
competing FFLO-exciton order. It is also possible that curvature may lead to onset of the spontaneous orders via
first order transitions [29] in some regions of the parameter space, however we do not observe this behavior in Fig. 8(c).

1. WSM magnetizations in the opposite directions

FIG. 9. In (a) the case of 2-pair of Fermi arcs is shown with opposite magnetization. Unlike in the main text there is no nesting
vector between arcs. The maximum magnitudes of the order-parameters as a function of system parameters such as (b) the
separation (t) between WSMs and (c) the dielectric constant (ε) of the WSMs. The solid lines represent the numerical results

where the constraint ~k−1 − ~k+1 = ~Q is used, in comparison to the results marked by dashed lines where such constraints have
not been used. (d) Shows critical temperatures for the three order parameters which indicates the same critical temperature
of the FFLO and excitonic orders. θ = 60◦ is used in (b), (c) and (d). Other parameters used are, for (b): ε = 2.5; for (c):
t/a0 = 5; for (d): t/a0 = 5, ε = 2.5. For numerical integrations, the momentum-cut for individual FAs are taken using a energy
cut-off of |εcut| = 0.5 and a momentum grid of 1604 number of points have been used. The separation of the Weyl nodes, 2k0,

is taken to be of 0.4Å−1, and | ~Q| = 2k0.

The coupled surfaces discussed in most of this work can be imagined as involving two WSM’s with fixed bulk
magnetizations. In principle the magnetization of one of the two bulk systems may be reversed, inverting the FA
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dispersions on one of the two surfaces. In this section we briefly examine the effect of such a reversal. To do this we

adopt FA dispersions of the form εηξ (~k) = ξηε(R(ηθ/2)T (−ξQ/2, 0)~k). The dependence of the resulting self-energies
on t, ε, and T , are illustrated in Fig. 9. One significant difference from the previous results is that, due to a lack of
strong nesting in the FFLO-exciton channel, this type of ordering never dominates the various broken symmetries.
The dependence on various parameters are as follows.

Separation between the WSM slabs (t)– With increasing t the direct-exciton self-energy magnitude, which dominates
at small t, decays due to the exponential decay factor in the interlayer interaction as given in Eq. (B5). Beyond a
critical thickness the CDW order starts to grow, and saturates as the direct-exciton self-energy magnitude becomes
zero, as seen in Fig. 9(b). Thus we see in this situation that the CDW and direct-exciton tend to compete, in contrast
to the situation where FFLO-exciton order dominates, for which these orders can grow together with changing
parameters.

Dependence on dielectric constant (ε)– With increasing the dielectric constant with the WSM slabs, the intra-layer
interaction decreases and CDW order decreases as a result. Beyond a critical ε the direct-exciton order starts to
dominate as is shown in Fig. 9(c).

Dependence on temperature (T/T0)– As a function of temperature we find a continuous transition to a disordered
state, as the case for the other relative orientations of the bulk magnetizations. For θ = 60◦, t/a = 5, ε = 2.5, we find
that CDW order has the maximal critical temperature, as illustrated in Fig. 9(d). In this case direct- and FFLO-
exciton orders have same the critical temperature. T0, the temperature scale of the system, is defined in the main
text.

Appendix D: Goldstone modes and associated supercurrents

As mentioned in the main text, the bare Hamiltonian has four U(1) symmetries, associated with conservation of
charge for each individual FA. The mean-field ground state spontaneously breaks three U(1) symmetries, while the
total charge of the system remains conserved. Thus we expect the system to support three gapless Goldstone modes.
Even when the six self-energies (Σij) attain non-vanishing mean-field values, their phases are not independent and
we find relationships among them, given by

∑
ξ

[
θ+−
ξξ + θ++

ξ̄ξ

]
= n1π,

∑
ξ

[
θ+−
ξξ + θ−+

ξξ̄

]
= n2π,

∑
η

[
θηη̄−+ + θηη+−

]
= n2π (D1)

where we take ni = 0 in the following. The Green’s function is written as

G− =


i∂t − φ+

− − ε+−(~k − ~A+
−) d1e

iθ+−−− d2e
iθ++
−+ d3e

iθ+−−+

d1e
−iθ+−−− i∂t − φ−− − ε−−(~k − ~A−−) d3e

iθ−+
−+ d2e

iθ−−−+

d2e
−iθ++
−+ d3e

−iθ−+
−+ i∂t − φ+

+ − ε++(~k − ~A+
+) d1e

iθ+−++

d3e
−iθ+−−+ d2e

−iθ−−−+ d1e
−iθ+−++ i∂t − φ−+ − ε−+(~k − ~A−+)

 , (D2)

where d1, d2, and d3 are the amplitudes of the direct-exciton, CDW and FFLO-exciton self-energies, respectively. We

have introduced scalar a (φηξ ) and a vector ( ~Aηξ ) potential for each of the FAs. Neglecting any variation of the self-

energy amplitudes [49], and noting that any fluctuations of the phases that alter the above relations, Eq. (D1), will be
massive, we consider only fluctuations of the phases which respect them. Thus there will be three gapless (Goldstone)
modes. To implement this we retain three independent phases θ+−

−+, θ
−−
−+ , θ

+−
++ , and express all other phases in Eq. D2

in terms of them using Eqs. (D1). Introducing three independent phases (θ1, θ2, θ3),

θ+−
−+ = θ1 + θ3, θ−−−+ = θ1 − θ2, θ+−

++ = −θ2 + θ3, (D3)

we perform a unitary transformation UG−U†, with

U ≡ diag(e−i/2(θ1+θ2+θ3), e−i/2(θ1−θ2−θ3), ei/2(θ1+θ2−θ3), ei/2(θ1−θ2+θ3)). (D4)
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This renders all off-diagonal entries of G− real, and introduces spatial and temporal fluctuations of the phases. One
finds explicitly

UG−U† =


i∂t − φ̃+

− − ε+−(~k − ~̃A+
−) d1 d2 d3

d1 i∂t − φ̃−− − ε−−(~k − ~̃A−−) d3 d2

d2 d3 i∂t − φ̃+
+ − ε++(~k − ~̃A+

+) d1

d3 d2 d1 i∂t − φ̃−+ − ε−+(~k − ~̃A−+)


(D5)

= Gb − χ, (D6)

Here, G−b is the Green’s function without phase fluctuations and external potentials, and χ consists of the phase

derivative and potential terms. We group these together into effective potentials, (φ̃ξη,
~̃Aξη) = (φξη + ∂t[θ

ξ−
η+1 + θ̄], ~Aξη −

∇[θξ−1
η+1 + θ̄]). We then have explicitly

Gb =


i∂t − ε+−(~k) d1 d2 d3

d1 i∂t − ε−−(~k) d3 d2

d2 d3 i∂t − ε++(~k) d1

d3 d2 d1 i∂t − ε−+(~k)

 , (D7)

(D8)

χ(q) = diag(φ̃+
−(q)− ε̃+−(Ã+

−x(q)), φ̃−−(q)− ε̃−−(Ã−−1x(q)), φ̃+
+(q)− ε̃++(Ã+

+x(q)), φ̃−+(q)− ε̃−+(Ã−+x(q))), (D9)

where ε̃(~k) = ε(~k) − ε(0). The action acquires corrections that can be expressed as a power series in χ, and the
Goldstone modes emerge as normal modes of this, in particular from the second order contribution. In the present
context this is given by

S(2)[{θi}] = − T

2L2

∑
pq

Tr[Gb(p)χ(q)Gb(p+ q)χ(−q)] (D10)

≈ − T

2L2

∑
pq

Tr[Gb(p)χ(q)Gb(p)χ(−q)] = − T

2L2

∑
pq

∑
mn

Gb(p)2
mnχ(q)nnχ(−q)mm. (D11)

This may be recast in matrix form,

S(2)[{θi}] =
∑
q

(
χ11(−q) χ22(−q) χ33(−q) χ44(−q)

)
G2

χ11(q)
χ22(q)
χ33(q)
χ44(q)

 (D12)

with G2 = − T

2L2

∑
p

Gb(p)
2
11 Gb(p)2

12 Gb(p)2
13 Gb(p)2

14

Gb(p)2
12 Gb(p)2

22 Gb(p)2
23 Gb(p)2

24

Gb(p)2
13 Gb(p)2

23 Gb(p)2
33 Gb(p)2

34

Gb(p)2
14 Gb(p)2

24 Gb(p)2
34 Gb(p)2

44

 . (D13)

Currents are found by taking functional derivatives of action S[{θi}] with respect to ~Aηξ ; e.g., jηξ,x(q) = δS[{θi}]
δAηξ,x(q)

is the

current for the FA indexed by η (surface) and ξ (valley).
For simplicity, we consider a model in which the Fermi arcs are straight and parallel, and have dispersions

εηξ (~k) = −ξkx − ξ
Q

2
. (D14)

In this model, by performing the gradient expansion of the action at the first order, S(1) (not shown here) and taking
derivatives, one finds

j
(1)+
−,x (q) = −vfT

L2
Gb(q)1,1, j

(1)−
−,x (q) = −vfT

L2
Gb(q)2,2, j

(1)+
+,x (q) =

vfT

L2
Gb(q)3,3, j

(1)−
+,x (q) =

vfT

L2
Gb(q)4,4, (D15)
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which are persistent currents, independent of the gradients of the phases. These are present due to the broken time-
reversal symmetry of the WSM’s. Note that they do not imply any net electric current on the surfaces in equilibrium,
as the sums over flavors on each surface are zero. Deviations from the persistent currents arise due to S(2) and yield
contributions proportional to the phase gradients. These may be expressed as

j
(2)+
−,x (q)

j
(2)−
−,x (q)

j
(2)+
+,x (q)

j
(2)−
+,x (q)

 = DG2

χ11(q)
χ22(q)
χ33(q)
χ44(q)

 = DG2Y (q)U

θ1(q)
θ2(q)
θ3(q)

 , (D16)

with D = diag (vF , vF ,−vF ,−vF ), Y (q) = diag(−i(q0 + vF qx),−i(q0 + vF qx),−i(q0 − vF qx),−i(q0 − vF qx)), and

U =
1

2

 1 1 1
1 −1 −1
−1 −1 1
−1 1 −1

 .

The action may be written in terms of the three independent phases in the form

S(2)[θi] =
∑
q

(
θ1(−q) θ2(−q) θ3(−q)

)
UTX(−q)TG2X(q)U

θ1(q)
θ2(q)
θ3(q)

 (D17)

UTX(−q)TG2X(q)U is the matrix valued polarizability function, Π(q), as mentioned in the main text. By diagonal-
izing the polarizability function, we find

S(2)[θi] =
∑
q

(
θ̃1(−q) θ̃2(−q) θ̃3(−q)

)
R(q)

θ̃1(q)

θ̃2(q)

θ̃3(q)

 , (D18)

The last line of the above equation employs eigenmodes of the matrix UTY (−q)TG2Y (q)U ≡ WR(q)W−1, where

R(q) is a diagonal matrix, and (θ1, θ2, θ3)T = W (θ̃1, θ̃2, θ̃3)T . This last form represents the quadratic action of the
Goldstone modes, expressed in terms of the normal mode amplitudes of the second order action. The flavor currents
can then be written 

j
(2)+
−,x (q)

j
(2)−
−,x (q)

j
(2)+
+,x (q)

j
(2)−
+,x (q)

 = DG2Y (q)UW

θ̃1(q)

θ̃2(q)

θ̃3(q)

 . (D19)

In the static limit, we have Y (q) = −ivF qxdiag(1, 1,−1,−1) ≡ −ivF qxρ3. In real space, the currents are written as

(jηξ )x =
∑

i=1,2,3

Γxηξi∇xθ̃i,

where Γx = vFDG2ρ3UW .

Counterflow current

From the above model we can derive an expression for the counterflow current, and moreover show that there is no
configuration of phase gradients that yields a net electric (i.e., “co-flow”) current at the interface. This turns out to
be most directly a consequence of mirror symmetry of the model about the ky axis, encoded in the Green’s function
by the symmetry

PG(p0, px)P−1 = G(p0,−px). (D20)
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where P = σx ⊗ I2. Together with the dispersions in Eq. (D14), this symmetry results in a total cancellation of
currents, i.e.,

∑
ηξ(j

η
ξ )x = 0, which can be seen as follows. Writing Eq. (D16) in the static limit, (q0 → 0), one finds

j
(2)+
−,x (q)

j
(2)−
−,x (q)

j
(2)+
+,x (q)

j
(2)−
+,x (q)

 = −iqxv2
F

T

2L2

∑
p

−Gb(p)
2
11 −Gb(p)2

12 Gb(p)2
13 Gb(p)2

14

−Gb(p)2
12 −Gb(p)2

22 Gb(p)2
23 Gb(p)2

24

Gb(p)2
13 Gb(p)2

23 −Gb(p)2
33 −Gb(p)2

34

Gb(p)2
14 Gb(p)2

24 −Gb(p)2
34 −Gb(p)2

44

U

θ1(q)
θ2(q)
θ3(q)

 . (D21)

The symmetry Eq. (D20) implies

− T

2L2

∑
p

−Gb(p)
2
11 −Gb(p)2

12 Gb(p)2
13 Gb(p)2

14

−Gb(p)2
12 −Gb(p)2

22 Gb(p)2
23 Gb(p)2

24

Gb(p)2
13 Gb(p)2

23 −Gb(p)2
33 −Gb(p)2

34

Gb(p)2
14 Gb(p)2

24 −Gb(p)2
34 −Gb(p)2

44

 = −r1σ0 ⊗ σ0 − r2σ0 ⊗ σx + r3σx ⊗ σ0 + r4σx ⊗ σx, (D22)

where ri = − T
2L2

∑
p Gp(p)2

1i. It is easy to verify, using the form of U , that
∑
s1,s2

js2s1,x = 0. Furthermore, one obtains,
in real space,

j+
−,x + j+

+,x = −(j−−,x + j−+,x) = 2v2
F∂xθ3(−r1 − r2 + r3 + r4), (D23)

with θ3 = (θ+−
−+ − θ−−−+ + θ+−

++)/2. This implies if (dissipationless) current is driven on one of the surfaces (
∑
ξ j

η
ξ ),

then due to interlayer coherence an equal and opposite current flows in the other (
∑
ξ j

η̄
ξ ). We note that this is a

consequence of the inter-locking phase relations Eq. (D1). We note that, in case some of the orders vanish, the original
phase relations, Eq. (D1) do not hold, and subsequently the restriction on the counter-flow current, Eq. (D23), may
not hold anymore.

Appendix E: Three Fermi Arcs

In this section we provide more details for the equations of the interacting Green’s function that we solve numerically
for the three FA system. The FAs are in a hexagonal Brillouin-zone, and we consider two orientations of the surfaces,
as shown in Fig. 10 (a) and (e). The construction of these FAs broadly follows that of Appendix A and Appendix B,
where the FAs are indexed by the surface index η = ±, and valley index ξ ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

Exciton major configuration

This is the configuration of Fig. 10 (a). As there is no finite-momentum nesting among the three FAs, CDW and
FFLO-exciton orders are not energetically favorable. Accordingly we neglect these orders, and consider only excitonic
self-energy terms for the numerical analysis. All the self-energies in this case are given by (a) and (d) of Fig. 4. Since
the modes are excitonic, we use the notation Σ+−

ηη ≡ Ση, G+−
ξξ ≡ Gξ and V −+

ξξξξ ≡ Vξ. The 6×6 matrix valued Green’s

function is given by G = [(G0)− − Σ]−, where

Σξ(~k) = − 1

β

∑
m,~q

Vξ(~k,~k, ~q)Gξ(~k − ~q, ωn − ωm)ei(ωn−ωm)0+

+O
(
e−k0t

k0

)
, (E1)

which gives

Gξ(~k, ωn) =
Σξ(~k)

−ω2
n −D2(~k, ωn)

, D2(~k, ωn) =
(
ε+ξ (~k)

)2

+
∣∣∣Σξ(~k)

∣∣∣2. (E2)

(E3)

After performing the Matsubara summation, one obtains

Σξ(~k) =
1

2

∑
~q

Vξ(~k,~k, ~q)Σξ(~k − ~q)
tanh

(
βD(~k − ~q)/2

)
D(~k − ~q)

+O
(
e−k0t

k0

)
. (E4)

We present numerical results for the self-energies, spectral functions A(~k, ω) = −2ImG(~k, ω+i0+), and the variation of
the self-energy with temperature (indicating a continuous phase transition at the onset of excitonic order) in Fig. 10.
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FIG. 10. The case of three Fermi-arcs systems, where we consider three linear Fermi-arcs in a hexagonal Brillouin zone,
with two possible orientations between the surfaces, shown in (a) and (e). The blue lines show the Fermi arcs on the Brillouin
zone of one surface and the red lines show the Fermi arcs on that of the second surface. (b), (c), (d) shows, respectively, the

excitonic order, the spectral function (A(~k, ω) = −2ImG(~k, ω + i0+) at ω = 0.6) and the second order transition as a function
of temperature, for the orientation in (a). Analogous plots are shown for the orientation (e), in (f), (g) and (h). The length
of the FAs are 0.18Å−1. The momentum cutoff for individual FA’s is determined using an energy cutoff of |εcut| ≈ 0.22. The
separation of the surfaces is assumed to be t = 1. All of the above results are obtained self-consistently to a tolerance of 10−6,
with a momentum grid of 1795 points for numerical integration.

FFLO major configuration

If one of the WSM surfaces with three FA’s is rotated by 60◦ relative to the other, the FAs in the opposite layer
become nested pairwise (see Fig. 10 (e)), leading to formation of the FFLO-exciton orders. The self-energy diagrams
for this case are same as (d) of Fig. 4. We proceed exactly in the same way as the last section to compute the FFLO
self-energies, and obtain

Σ+−
ξξ̄

(~k,~k − ~Qξξ̄) =
1

2

∑
~q

Σ+−
ξξ̄

(~k − ~q,~k − ~q − ~Qξξ̄)V
+−
ξξξ̄ξ̄

(~k,~k − ~Qξξ̄, ~q)
tanh

(
βD(~k − ~q)/2

)
D(~k − ~q)

, (E5)

where D(~k)2 =
(
ε+ξ (~k)

)2

+
∣∣∣Σ+
ξξ̄

(~k,~k − ~Qξξ̄)
∣∣∣2. Numerical results for the self-energies, spectral density of states and

the variation with temperature are presented in Fig. 10.
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