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Spin-polarized antichiral exciton-polariton edge states
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We consider theoretically a system of exciton-polariton micropillars arranged in a honeycomb
lattice. The naturally present TE-TM splitting and an alternating Zeeman splitting, where the
different sublattices experience opposite Zeeman splitting, shifts the Dirac points in energy, giv-
ing rise to antichiral behavior. In a strip geometry having zigzag edges, two pairs of edge states
exist and propagate in the same direction (including the states at the opposite edges). The edge
modes localized at the opposite edges have opposite spins (circular polarizations), which leads to
co-propagating “ ± ” spin channels. The antichiral edge states are protected by non-zero winding
numbers and can propagate around a 60 degree bend without being reflected. We further compare
the transport properties of these edge states with chiral edge modes and propose a scheme to realize
them experimentally.

I. INTRODUCTION

The quantum Hall effect [1], where free electron gas
subjected to a perpendicular magnetic field shows quan-
tized Hall conductance, has laid the platform for topo-
logical phases. A few years later, the Haldane model was
proposed [2], where the quantum Hall effect was shown
without any net magnetic field. The Haldane model has
gone onto become the backbone of many noble topolog-
ical systems such as anomalous Chern insulators [3, 4],
quantum spin-Hall insulators [5], etc.
Recently, a new type of topological phase, which shows

antichiral edge states, has been introduced based on a
modified-Haldane model [6]. In contrast to previous
topological phases, systems with antichiral edge states
do not host a bulk band gap. Instead, in a strip geome-
try both the edge states propagate in the same direction
and counter-propagating states within the same energy
window lie in the bulk. Although, the antichiral edge
states reside along with the bulk modes, they were shown
to be reasonably robust against disorder [6]. Because of
their peculiar properties, the antichiral edge states have
been under intense investigation in various system includ-
ing in exciton-polaritonics [7], photonics [8–10], acoustics
[11, 12], electric circuits [13] and others [14–18].
Although, the antichiral edge states have been explored

over a variety of systems, the spin degree of freedom
has not been associated with them till now. In this
work, we propose theoretically spin-polarized antichiral
edge states in an exciton-polariton system. Exciton-
polaritons are quasi particles that arise due to the strong
coupling between quantum well excitons and microcav-
ity photons [19–21]. Due to their excitonic component,
polaritons exhibit strong nonlinearity, which has lead
to a variety of optical devices [22, 23], optical compu-
tation [24–27], and others [28, 29]. The finite lifetime
of the photons gives rise to interesting non-Hermitian
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FIG. 1. Schematic of a honeycomb lattice consisting exciton-
polariton micropillars. “A” and “B” correspond to the dif-
ferent sublattices of the system, which experience opposite
Zeeman splittings. In presence of the sublattice dependent
Zeeman splitting and the TE-TM splitting, spin-polarized an-
tichiral edge states appear, where opposite edge attain oppo-
site spins and propagate in the same direction.

physics. Circularly polarized photons provide a spin de-
gree of freedom to the polaritons, which show many rich
effects. For example, the naturally present energy split-
ting between the transverse electric (TE) and transverse
magnetic (TM) modes (also known as the TE-TM split-
ting) acts as an effective magnetic field [30], which leads
to the realization of the optical spin-Hall effect both in
the linear [31] and nonlinear [32] regimes. The excitonic
component along with the spin degree of freedom leads to
the Zeeman splitting in presence of perpendicular mag-
netic field [33]. These fascinating properties of polaritons
make them ideal for studying topological phases in po-
lariton lattices.

Polariton Chern insulators [34–39] and related phases
[40, 41] have been explored theoretically and later re-
alized experimentally [42]. Strong nonlinear polariton-
polariton interaction gives rise to different kinds of non-
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linear topological behavior including topological soli-
tons [43–46], interaction induced chiral edge states [47],
bistable topological insulators [48], nonlinear higher-
order topological insulators [49], etc. In some cases, non-
linearity can alone induce topological phase transition
[50–52]. The inherent non-Hermiticity of the polaritons
has also lead to a variety of non-Hermitian topological be-
havior such as exceptional points [53–59], non-reciprocal
transport [60, 61], skin effect [62], double-sided skin ef-
fect [63], non-Hermitian topological edge-modes [56, 64],
etc. However, none of the above works can show topo-
logically protected spin transport and the search for a
system exhibiting robust spin transport is still an open
question.
Here, we consider exciton-polaritons in a honeycomb

lattice in the presence of the TE-TM splitting and sub-
jected to an alternating Zeeman splitting, where all the
“A” (“B”) sublattices are considered to have positive
(negative) Zeeman splitting. The same system with a
uniform Zeeman splitting is known to give rise to a Chern
insulating phase, where in a strip geometry, the bulk
band gap hosts two pairs of counter-propagating edge
states [35, 36, 42]. Unlike the Chern insulator case, our
present system does not show a bulk bandgap. Instead,
the Dirac points split in energy. The non-trivial topol-
ogy of the system connects the Dirac points with two
pairs of zigzag edge modes with each pair residing on the
opposite edges of a finite strip. Consequently, the edge
modes including the opposite edges obtain the same sign
of the group velocity. Unlike the Chern insulator case,
here the system becomes antichiral, where all the edge
modes propagate in the same direction. We further find
that the edge states residing at the opposite edges of
the strips have opposite circular polarization, which en-
ables robust spin transport along the edges of the system.
However, due to the fact that the edge modes reside with
the counter-propagating bulk modes, the system is less
robust compared to their Chern insulator counterpart.
Our simulation shows that the system shows fair robust-
ness against lattices defects and the efficiency of pulse
propagation remains lower than but close to the Chern
insulators.

II. THE MODEL

We start by considering two coupled micropillars “A”
and “B” in presence of the Zeeman splitting and the TE-
TM splitting. The corresponding Hamiltonian using the
bispinor basis Ψ = [Ψ+

A,Ψ
−
A,Ψ

+
B,Ψ

−
B]

T can be expressed
in the tight-binding limit as

HAB =









∆A 0 J ∆T e
−2iθ

0 −∆A ∆T e
2iθ J

J ∆T e
−2iθ ∆B 0

∆T e
2iθ J 0 −∆B









. (1)

Here J is the coupling strength between the pillars, ∆T is
the TE-TM splitting, θ is the orientation angle connect-

ing the two pillars with respect to a reference axis, and
∆A(B) is the Zeeman splitting corresponding to the pillar
“A”(“B”). We stress that while staggered potentials were
considered in previous work predicting a valley-Hall ef-
fect [65], here it is the Zeeman splitting that is staggered.
We discuss explicit ways that it can be realized in section
VI. The difference between staggered potentials and stag-
gered Zeeman splitting is that in the case that a uniform
magnetic field is applied together with a staggered po-
tential, we would generally obtain the chiral edge states
of a Chern insulator rather than antichiral ones. How-
ever, by properly tunning the parameters it is possible to
completely gap out one of the valleys, leaving the other
one gapped. Although, the system no longer remains a
Chern insulator, it can act as a robust spin filter, where
only one of the two spins are allowed to propagate along
one of the edges. Such a regime is discussed in details in
Ref. [41].
Next, we arrange such pillar pairs in a honeycomb lat-

tice structure and write down its corresponding Hamil-
tonian in the reciprocal space by taking periodic bound-
aries in both the directions. This can be achieved by
writing Ψ±

A,B,n = Ψ±
A,Be

ik.xn where xn is the posi-
tion of each site and reducing the basis back to that of
[Ψ+

A,Ψ
−
A,Ψ

+
B,Ψ

−
B]

T .

Hk =









∆A 0 −gkJ −g+
k
∆T

0 −∆A −g−
k
∆T −gkJ

−g∗
k
J −g−

k

∗
∆T ∆B 0

−g+
k

∗
∆T −g∗

k
J 0 −∆B









, (2)

where

gk =

3
∑

n=1

exp (−ik.rn)

and

g±
k
=

3
∑

n=1

exp (−i [k.rn ∓ 2θn]) .

Here rn represent the vectors connecting the three near-
est “B” sites from a single “A” site (Fig. 2(a)) and
θn = 2π(n − 1)/3 are the angles of those vectors with
respect to one of them (say r1).
To investigate the effect of ∆T , ∆A, and ∆B , we plot

the band structure of the system along a line connecting
the high symmetry points in the 2D Brillouin zone. Such
a line is shown in Fig. 2(b). Before proceeding, we de-
fine the degree of circular polarization corresponding to
a state as

Sz =

∣

∣Ψ+
A

∣

∣

2
+
∣

∣Ψ+
B

∣

∣

2 −
∣

∣Ψ−
A

∣

∣

2 −
∣

∣Ψ−
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∣
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2

∣
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2
+
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∣Ψ+
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∣

2
+
∣

∣Ψ−
A

∣

∣

2
+
∣

∣Ψ−
B

∣

∣

2 . (3)

The Hamiltonian of the system for ∆T = ∆A = ∆B =
0 corresponds to trivial Graphene. Consequently, we
obtain the Graphene band structure by diagonalizing
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FIG. 2. (a)Honeycomb lattice consisting of two types of sublattices, “A” and “B”. a1 and a2 are the primitive lattice vectors. (b)
Lines connecting the high symmetry points of the 2D Brillouin zone, along which the band structures are calculated. (c) Band
structure for a trivial Honeycomb lattice (∆T = ∆A = ∆B = 0). (d) Effect of Zeeman splitting on the honeycomb lattice band
structure (∆T = 0, ∆A = ∆B = 0.3J). (e) Effect of the TE-TM splitting on the band structure (∆T = 0.3J, ∆A = ∆B = 0).
(f) Chern insulating band structure with a non-trivial bulk bandgap (∆T = ∆A = ∆B = 0.3J). (g) Antichiral band structure
with the two valleys shifted in energy (∆T = ∆A = −∆B = 0.3J). (h) Winding numbers as a function of k1 for the antichiral
bands, which become nontrivial for k1 > |kD|, predicting the existence of two pairs of antichiral edge states in that momentum
window.

Eq. (2), where the lower and upper band touch each other
at the K and K ′ valleys forming the Dirac cones (see
Fig. 2(c)). In this case, the bands corresponding to the
“±” spins are degenerate or equivalently they are linearly
polarized with Sz = 0. This degeneracy can be lifted by
making ∆A = ∆B = ∆, which breaks the time-reversal
symmetry (TR) and shifts the bands corresponding to
the “±” spins in energy by 2∆ (see Fig. 2(d)). Next,
we make ∆T 6= 0 keeping ∆A = ∆B = 0. In this case,
the TR symmetry is restored and the bands become lin-
early polarized. One significant difference from the pre-
vious two cases is that the band structure is no longer
linear near the K and K ′ valleys (see Fig. 2(e)). Mak-
ing ∆T 6= 0 and ∆A = ∆B 6= 0 gives rise to the non-
trivial topological band structure with the system tran-
siting to a Chern insulating phase having Chern number
2 [35, 36, 42]. A nontrivial bulk band gap opens up due
to the band inversion, which can be identified by the op-
posite values of Sz of the second and third bands near
the valleys (see Fig. 2(f)). Finally, we introduce the an-
tichiral band structure in Fig. 2(g) by choosing ∆T 6= 0
and ∆A = −∆B 6= 0. Unlike the Chern insulator band
structure, the bulk bands are not gapped here. Instead
the states near the K and K ′ prime valleys shift in en-
ergy. The introduction of ∆A(B) breaks the TR symme-
try. However, unlike Figs. 2(d,f) the bulk bands do not

have any preferred spins and stay linearly polarized.
The antichiral system does not have a bulk band gap.

Consequently, it is not possible to assign a Chern number
to characterize the topology of the system. It is possible
to calculate a relevant winding number. However, un-
like all the previous antichiral systems, instead of one,
two bands are involved here. Consequently, one needs
to define the non-abelian Berry connection in order to
calculate the winding number (see appendix). This is
defined as [66]

Fm,n
k1

= i〈umk1
(k2)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂

∂k2

∣

∣

∣

∣

unk1
(k2)〉, (4)

where m,n = 1, 2 corresponds to the lowest two bands
as indicated in Fig. 2(g). unk1

(k2) is the Bloch wave func-
tion. k1 and k2 are the wave vectors along the a1 and
a2 directions, respectively (see Fig. 2(a)). The winding
number is given as

νk1 = ν+k1
+ ν−k1

=
1

π

∮

BZ

dk2Tr[Fk1 ], (5)

where νk1 is the total winding number of the system, ν±k1

correspond to the contribution from the two bands, and
the integration is taken over the Brillouin zone along the
k2 direction for each value of k1. In Fig. 2(h) the winding
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FIG. 3. Topological band structures for antichiral (a-b) and
Chern insulator (c-d) cases. The states are color coded with
respect to the contribution from the edges in (a,c) and with
respect to the contribution from the spins in (b,d). Antichiral
edge states are co-propagating having almost pure spins in a
certain energy window. The chiral edge states in the Chern
insulator case are counter-propagating and have mixed spins.
Here a is the periodicity along the x direction, 〈y〉 represents
of the mean position of the states along the y axis with −L
and +L being the boundaries. Sz is defined in Eq. (3). All
the parameters are kept the same as those in Fig. 2.

numbers are plotted as a function of k1, which shows

ν+k1
= −ν−k1

≈
{

0, for |k1| < kD
1, for |k1| > kD

(6)

where kD is the position of the Dirac point. The total
winding number of the system is always 0. However, ν±k1

deviates from 0 and becomes close to ±1 as shown in the
shaded region in Fig. 2(h). Non-zero winding corresponds
to the non-trivial topology and predicts the existence of
antichiral edge states [6]. Two non-trivial branches in
the winding number predicts two pairs of antichiral edge
modes. This is different from previously studied systems,
where only a pair of antichiral edge modes are obtained.

III. TOPOLOGICAL BAND STRUCTURE

In this section, we provide topological band structures
by considering the system periodic along the x direc-
tion and truncated along the y direction with the zigzag
boundaries. In Figs. 3(a-b) the numerically calculated
band structure for the antichiral system (∆T = ∆A =
−∆B) is shown. As predicted from the non-zero wind-
ing numbers, indeed two pairs of antichiral edge modes
connecting the Dirac points appear and co-exist with the
bulk modes. Generally, the edge modes localized at the
opposite edges are degenerate. However, for better visu-
alization, we have lifted the degeneracy of the edge modes
by adding a inversion symmetry breaking term mσz ⊗σo
to the Hamiltonian in Eq. (2). Here σz is the z compo-
nent of the Pauli matrix, σo is a 2×2 identity matrix, and
⊗ represents the tensor product. We have chosen a small
m = 10−2 for Fig. 3(a-b), which does not alter any prop-
erty of the system. This is necessary for visualizing the
properties of the edge modes from the band structure,
otherwise the opposite edge modes in each pair would
overlap with each other making it difficult to distinguish
them.
To study the properties of the edge modes, we color

code the band structure as a contribution of localization
in Fig. 3(a) and as a contribution of Sz in Fig. 3(b).
All the edge modes have the same group velocity, which
makes them propagate in the same direction. Such one
directional propagation at the edges is balanced by the
counter propagating bulk modes. Although, the bulk re-
mains linearly polarized, the antichiral edge modes at the
two opposite edges have opposite values of Sz and in a
particular energy window Sz → ±1. As we show in the
next section, this leads to different spin channels in the
same sample, where opposite spins propagate along the
different edges of a finite sample in the same direction.
In Figs. 3(c-d), we provide the Chern insulating band

structure (∆T = ∆A = ∆B) for comparison. Unlike the
antichiral system, here the bulk bands are gapped and
two pairs of edge modes appear. Since the edge states at
the different edges have opposite group velocities, they
propagate in the opposite directions. Here the bulk bands
are not linearly polarized and have some preferred value
of Sz. Near the Dirac points, Sz → ±1. However, the
edge modes deviate from the pure spins and acquire some
mixed spins.

IV. SPIN PROPAGATION

In this section, we investigate the polariton propaga-
tion in the antichiral system and find out their robust-
ness by removing one site from each edge. We consider
a stripe lattice formed by 12 unit cells along the y direc-
tion and 20 unit cells along the x direction. The upper
(lower) edge of the system is “A” (“B”) type zigzag edge
(see Fig. 1). The evolution of the polaritons under the
coherent excitation is governed by the following time de-
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FIG. 4. (a-c) Polariton propagation under the effect of two
pulses. The arrows in (b) represents the positions of two
defects deliberately introduced by removing a site at each
edge. Polaritons can propagate around the defect without
significant backscattering. (d) Polariton propagation under
continuous coherent pumps. Polaritons with “−” spin prop-
agate along the upper edge, while the polaritons with “+”
spin propagate along the lower edge. The yellow stars cor-
respond to the positions of linearly polarized coherent pulses
(a-c) and pumps (d). Parameters: F0 = J , Γ = 0.002J , σ = 3,
τ0/~ = 50/J , ~ωp = −0.207J , tu = ~/J and akp = 3.42. All
other parameters are kept the same as those in Figs. 3(a-b).

pendent Schrödinger equation

i~
∂Ψ±

∂t
= HΨ± − iΓΨ± + F±(x, y, t) exp [i (kpx− ωpt)],

(7)

+ -+

FIG. 5. Schematic diagram of antichiral system arranged in
a triangle (a) and a parallelogram shape (d). The triangle
shaped system has only one type of edge. (b-c) Only spin “+”
polaritons can propagate around the bending without being
backscattered. (e-f) The parallelogram consists of two types
of zigzag edges and “±” spins propagate along those edges,
separately. (g) At the top left corner, where both edges meet,
polaritons scatter into the bulk. (h) For the Chern insulator
system, polaritons can propagate along the edges and do not
scatter into the bulk. Each arm consists of 15 sites in (a-c) and
25 sites in (d-h). The yellow stars represent linearly polarized
coherent pumps. Parameters: (a-g) All other parameters are
kept the same as those in Fig. 4. (h) ∆T = ∆A = ∆B = 0.3J ,
~ωp = 0.07J , and akx = 2.89.

where

F± = F0







exp
[

− [(x−x0)
2+(y−y0)

2]
2σ2 − t2

2τ2
0

]

, for pulse,

exp
[

− [(x−x0)
2+(y−y0)

2]
2σ2

]

, for pump
.

(8)

HereH is the Hamiltonian representing the system which
can be written by repeating the Hamiltonian HAB, F±

represents the circularly polarized components of Gaus-
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sian shaped coherent pulses or pumps having amplitude
F0, energy ~ωp, and momentum kp; and Γ is the decay
rate of polaritons. The expression in Eq. (8) represents
the profiles of F± in space and in time. (x0, y0) represent
the position of F± having widths σ in space and τ0 in
time.

In Fig. 4 the polariton propagation under two linearly
polarized (F+ = F−) pulses positioned at the two edges
(represented by the yellow stars) are shown. As it can
be seen from the band structure in Fig. 3(a-b) the edge
modes have negative group velocity. Consequently, po-
laritons propagate from right to left along both the edges.
To check the robustness, we have removed one site at each
edge as indicated by the arrows in 4(b). As it can be
seen in Figs. 4(a-c) the polaritons can propagate around
the defect without significant backscattering. However,
the propagation around the defect is not perfect and in
the next section, we have shown that the backscatter-
ing is around 10%. Because of the presence of the decay
term Γ, the intensity created by the pulse decreases ex-
ponentially. Consequently, for visulization purpose the
intensity is renormalized at each time step in Figs. 4(a-
c). Next, to show that the edges are circularly polarized,
we use continuous pump instead of pulses. It should be
noted that we use linearly polarized pumps to inject both
± polaritons. However, the system only allows “ + ” po-
laritons to propagate along the lower edge and “− ” po-
laritons to propagate along the upper edge, creating two
spin channels.

The dynamics of the polaritons become more interest-
ing if instead of a strip geometry, triangular and paral-
lelogram shaped geometries are considered. In Fig. 5(a),
(d) schematics of triangular and parallelogram shaped
geometries are shown, respectively. For triangular geom-
etry, one of the edges of the system can be considered
as periodic while the other edge does not appear in the
structure. As a result, under a linearly polarized co-
herent pump, spin “+” polaritons can propagate along
the edges without being backscattered into the bulk (see
Figs. 5(b-c)). This scenario changes for parallelogram
shaped geometry as it consists of both type of edges.
Consequently, “± ” polaritons propagate along different
edges (see Figs. 5(e-f)). Due to the presence of Γ the
intensity of the polaritons decreases as they propagate
away from the excitation spot. It should be noted that in
both the structures, polaritons can go around the 60 de-
gree bends perfectly. At 120 degree bends the two types
of edge states meet (see the top left corner in Fig. 5(d)).
Since both the edge states propagate in the same direc-
tion, polaritons can not continue propagating along the
edges. Instead they scatter into the bulk. Such a situa-
tion is shown in Fig. 5(g), where the pump is positioned
at the top left corner, where the opposite edges meet.
For comparison, in Fig. 5(h) we have considered the case
for the Chern insulator, which understandably does not
scatter into the bulk and continues propagating along the
edges.

V. EFFICIENCY COMPARISON

To estimate the backscattering while going around the
defect, we consider the similar geometry as shown in
Figs. 4(a-c), where the edge contains a defect. Next, we
position a linearly polarized coherent pulse at the right
end of the strip and define the efficiency of the system as

η =
Il − Ir
Il + Ir

(9)

where Il is the total intensity of the sites situated at the
left of the defect (from both edge and bulk) and Ir is the
total intensity of sites situated at the right of the defect
(from both edge and bulk). The intensities are considered
at longer times when the polaritons pass the defect. In
Fig. 6 the efficiency of the antichiral system is plotted in
blue as a function of different system size N as defined in
the inset. For larger N , the efficiency stays near the 90%,
but never reaches 100%, which is an indication that there
is always around 10% backscattering when the antichiral
edge states go around a defect. This is understandable,
as the antichiral edge modes reside together with the bulk
modes in the same energy window, a defect can couple the
edge and bulk modes. However, Since the edge modes are
spatially separated from the bulk modes, the system still
shows fair robustness and the efficiency remains around
90 %. The efficiency decreases rapidly as N decreases.
For comparison with the Chern insulator edge states,

we also perform the same steps and obtain the intensity
as shown in red. As expected, the Chiral edge modes
of the Chern insulators show near perfect transmission
around a defect and the efficiency remains around 100
%. Similar to antichiral system the efficiency decreases
rapidly for lowerN . The low η for lowerN is understand-
able from the fact that, being topological in nature, the
robustness of the edge modes in both the systems is as-
sociated with the bulk properties. However, if sufficient
bulk is not provided to the system, the system can not
show the expected robustness. We should notice that the
nature of backscattering is different for the antichiral and
Chern insulator case. For the antichiral system, the drop
in efficiency arises due to the coupling of co-propagating
antichiral edge states with the counter propagating bulk
states. However, for the Chern insulator case, when N is
small, a defect couples the two counter-propagating edge
states, reducing the efficiency.

VI. EXPERIMENTAL PROPOSAL

In this section, we discuss and propose a scheme to
realize the spin-polarized antichiral edge states in the ex-
periments. The key elements in our scheme are 1) hon-
eycomb lattice potential for the polaritons, 2) TE-TM
splitting, and 3) sublattice dependent Zeeman splitting.
Arranging exciton-polariton micropillars in a variety of
periodic lattices is a routine task in experiments. The
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N=1

N=2

N=3

N=4

N

FIG. 6. Transmission efficiency comparison between anti-
chiral edge states (in blue) and the Chern insulator edge states
(in red) with different number of layers N , as defined in the
inset. The Chern insulator can reach almost perfect transmis-
sion without backscattering when number of layers is larger
than 10. Understandably, the efficiency of antichiral edge
states remains lower than that of the Chern insulator, but
still reaches around 90%. Both types of system has a site
missing at the edge.

TE-TM splitting is known to occur naturally in micro-
cavities due to the polarization dependent reflection from
the cavity mirrors [67]. A Chern insulator was realized
based on these ingredients, when a honeycomb lattice was
subjected to a strong perpendicular magnetic field, which
induced a uniform Zeeman splitting [42]. In order to re-
alize the antichiral system, instead of a uniform Zeeman
splitting, the sign of the Zeeman splitting needs to be op-
posite for different sublattices. For this reason, the set up
with real magnetic field used for the realization of Chern
insulators seems challenging and requires an alternative
way. In Ref. [39], an additional layer of ferromagnetic
material was proposed to induced the Zeeman splitting.
Instead of one, two ferromagnetic material layers with
opposite predefined magnetic momentums may be used
and etched to make the Zeeman splitting opposite in dif-
ferent sublattices.
However, using the inherent nonlinearity of the po-

laritons seems to be the most straight-forward way. In
a honeycomb lattice under the nonpolarized incoherent
pump, it is possible to form polariton condensate in an
antiferromagnetic configuration, where different types of
sublattices attain opposite circular polarization [68]. In
such a scenario, due to the nonlinear interactions, po-
laritons with opposite spins will experience blueshifts in
different sublattices, giving rise to the necessary sublat-
tice dependent Zeeman splitting in our scheme.
Another approach could be using circularly polarized

incoherent pumps. It was recently verified experimen-
tally that in micropillar structures, a circularly polarized
incoherent pump can give rise to optically induced Zee-
man splitting up to 0.2 meV [69]. In what follows, we
implement this recent experimental finding in our scheme
and realize the spin-polarized antichiral edge states. Po-
laritons under the effect of external incoherent pump can

be described using the following Gross-Pitaevskii equa-
tion (GPE) [20]

i~
∂ψ±

∂t
=

[

−~
2∇2

2mo

+ V (x, y) + gP±(x, y)

]

ψ±

+
(

α1|ψ±|2 + α2|ψ∓|2 − iαNL|ψ±|2
)

ψ±

+ i [P±(x, y)− Γ]ψ± +∆T

(

i
∂

∂x
± ∂

∂y

)2

ψ∓.

(10)

Here ψ± is the polariton wave function corresponding to
the “±” spins, mo is the polartion effective mass, and
V (x, y) is the underlying honeycomb lattice potential.
gP± is the spin dependent potential experienced by the
polaritons due to interaction with the excitonic reservoir
created by the circularly polarized incoherent pumps P±

with g being a dimensionless parameter. ∆T is the TE-
TM splitting. α1(2) is the polariton-polariton interaction
coefficient between same (opposite) spins. αNL is the
nonlinear loss and Γ is the linear decay.
The incoherent pump can be patterned into a lattice

shape. One way is to use a spatial light-modulator, which
has been used to make lattice potentials in a variety of
works [70–73]. An alternative technique is to interfer-
ence plane waves with different in-plane wavevector com-
ponents which has been demonstrated experimentally in
[74]. Here in this work, we use superposition of four waves
to prepare the incoherent pumps, such that the resultant
wave has maxima at one type of sublattice, while minima
at the other type of sublattices. Here we emphasize that
the four waves we are using here come from the same
laser by using additional external optics devices. In this
case, P+ can be expressed as

P+(x, y) = P0f(x, y), (11)

where

f(x, y) = cos (K1 · R) + cos (K2 ·R) + cos (K3 · R)
+ cos (K4 ·R) (12)

with K1 = 4π(0, 1/
√
3)/a, K2,3 = 2π(1,±1/

√
3)/a,

K4 = (0, 0). In the above a is the periodicity of the
lattice along the x direction, P0 controls the amplitude
of the pump, f is the superposition of four waves that
creates the maxima at a particular type of sublattices,
and the last term is a wave which has zero in-plane wave
vector that fixes the minima of P+ to zeros. In Fig. 7(a)
the spatial profile of P+ is plotted, which shows that in-
deed the maxima of P+ coincide with only one type of
sublattices. P− also has a similar spatial form, however,
one needs to shift f spatially such that the maxima now
coincide with the other type of sublattice.
We choose the pillar diameter to be 2 µm, the lattice

periodicity around a = 2.95 µm [75–77], effective mass
m0 = 5 × 10−5me, where me is the free electron mass,
and the potential depth of the micropillars to be around
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FIG. 7. (a) Spatial profile of P+ with peaks occurring in only one type of sublattices. The green circles represent the micropillars.
(b-e) Band structure of the system. All four of them corresponds to the same system. For presentation purpose, upper edge
states are omitted in (b-c) and lower edge states are omitted in (d-e). The bulk is linearly polarized, while the opposite edge
states have opposite spins.

4 meV with 0 meV being the minimum. We also fix
∆T = 0.12 meV.µm2 [42, 78, 79] and Γ = 5.9 µeV [80],
which corresponds to a polariton lifetime around 55 ps.
By fixing P0 = 2.3 µeV we stay near the condensation
threshold, such that |ψ±|2 ≈0. This allows us to be in
the linear limit and calculate the band structure of the
system using the Bloch theorem. We also set g = 2.3,
which induces optical Zeeman shift of the lower energy
modes around 0.2 meV, which is consistent with experi-
ment [69].

Now that we have all the ingredients, by applying the
Bloch theorem to the linear Hamiltonian corresponding
to the Eq. (10), we calculate the band structure of the
system corresponding to a strip geometry with zigzag
edges as shown in Figs. 7(b-e). Similar to the tight
binding model, our continuous model also predicts the
antichiral band structure, where the Dirac points shifts
in energy and two pairs of edge states appear. As al-
ready discussed, the opposite edge states in our system
are degenerate. Consequently, to clearly show that op-
posite edge states have opposite spins, we plot the same
band structure four times. In Figs. 7(b-c) we have omit-
ted the edge states located at the upper edge of the
strip (〈y〉 = +L), while in Figs. 7(d-e) we have omit-
ted the edge states located at the lower edge of the strip
(〈y〉 = −L). Indeed, the opposite edge states attain op-
posite spins, while the bulk remains linearly polarized.
Although, the topological properties of the continuous
model band structure is the same with those from the
tight-binding band structure, there are a few differences.
For example, the upper of pair edge states does not have
similar dispersion as the lower pair. This may arise due to
the next nearest neighbour hopping, which is naturally
present in the continuous model as well as due to the
continuous nature of the effective Zeeman and TE-TM
splittings.

The parameters that we have used are flexible. How-
ever, the TE-TM splitting and effective sublattice depen-

dent Zeeman splitting are the crucial parameters. For
the present parameters, the energy window, where the
antichiral edge states resides is around 0.12 meV. This
is similar to the topological bandgap obtained experi-
mentally for the polariton Chern insulator [42]. Being
topological in nature, a slight change in the parameters
will not hamper the antichiral modes. However, the case
where the Zeeman splitting decreases will result in a de-
crease in the energy window of interest.
For simplicity, we have only considered only the neces-

sary terms in the GPE in Eq. (10) to obtain the desired
effect. For example, we have ignored the spin relaxation
of the excitonic reservoir and assumed it to preserve their
circular polarization perfectly. Although this is not en-
tirely true, experiment has shown that under circularly
polarized incoherent pump the reservoir can have up to
17% preferred Sz [81], which should be enough as long as
the blueshift difference between opposite circularly po-
larized polariton modes in a pillar is around 0.2 meV.

VII. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

The spin degree of freedom of exciton-polaritons makes
them suitable for optical spintronic devices. Devices
based on polariton spins have been realized experimen-
tally, which includes spin switches [82], logic gates [83],
etc. However, for the realization of a complete opti-
cal network, it is important to be able to communicate
among different elements without losing the spin informa-
tion. Unfortunately, the Chiral polaritonic edge modes
do not preserve spins while propagating. Our proposed
antichiral edge states could be useful in this purpose. Be-
sides all the edge modes in our system propagate in one
direction, which may be helpful in transferring oneway
information through both the edges, unlike in the Chern
insulator where only one edge can be used.
We note that antichiral edge states for exciton-
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polaritons were proposed in a previous work [7]. The
present work is significantly different from the previous
one in many ways. First, in the previous work the an-
tichiral edge modes were not coherent polaritonic states.
Instead, those were fluctuations on top of a steady state.
Second, in Ref. [7] the antichiral edge states located at
opposite edges did not have opposite spins. Last, in the
previous work, the antichiral edge states were shown to
propagate only in a straight strip, while their propagation
around different types of bendings was not discussed.
To conclude, we have presented a theoretical scheme

to obtain spin-polarized antichiral edge states for the
first time. We use the naturally present TE-TM split-
ting and sublattice depend Zeeman splitting in a honey-
comb lattice of exciton-polariton micropillar, where the
Dirac points shift in energy and two pairs of antichiral
edge states appear that propagate in the same directions.
While the bulk of the system is linearly polarized, states
located at the opposite edges have opposite spins. Al-
though the antichiral edge states reside together with
the bulk modes, we found that they show fair robust-
ness and can go around 60 degree bend without being
reflected. Our work may be useful in transferring spins
and connecting different spin dependent polariton logic
elements.
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IX. APPENDIX

Here in the appendix we discuss how to calculate the
winding number in detail. Different from the model
considered in [6], which has only one band below the
Dirac points, our present model involves two bands. This
makes the Hamiltonian complex and restricts us from cal-
culating the winding number analytically. Additionally,
because of the presence of two bands the Berry connec-
tions becomes non-Abelian (a matrix instead of a scalar)
and one must rely on numerical techniques to calculate

the winding number.

To make the integral Gauge invariance, we use the Wil-
son loop approach [84]. We first transform the hexagonal
BZ to a rhombic shape with its axes aligned with the k1
and k2 direction as shown in Fig. 8.We notice that such a
choice of the BZ is not unique, and the directions (k1, k2)
used in [6] is related to ours by a rotation of π/12. How-
ever, we choose such a BZ as the Dirac points are situated
at the central of the BZ when projected on any of the two
directions. The Wilson loop operator along k2 for a fixed
value of k1 can be defined as:

FIG. 8. A rhombic shape Brillouin zone with its axis aligned
with the k1 and k2 direction.

W (k1) =F (k1, k2 + (N − 1)∆k)F (k1, k2 + (N − 2)∆k)...

F (k1, k2 +∆k)F (k1, k2), (13)

where F is a matrix whose elements are given by

[F (k1, k2)]
mn

= 〈um(k1, k2 +∆k)|un(k1, k2)〉 . (14)

Here ∆k is the grid spacing in the reciprocal space, the
integral is over the unit cell, u is the Bloch state and
m,n = 1, 2 corresponds to the lowest two bands. Next
we define a Wannier Hamiltonian HW (k1) as

W (k1) = eiHW (k1) . (15)

The eigenvalues of HW (k1) gives the winding numbers for
each k1 as shown in Fig. 2(h) in the main text.
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