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Nonreciprocal plasmonics plays a crucial role in enabling one-way light propagation at the
nanoscale and is a fundamental building block for photonic applications. Here, we investigate intrin-
sic nonreciprocity in bulk plasmon dispersion in systems that break both parity and time-reversal
symmetry. We demonstrate that both interband and intraband bulk plasmon modes exhibit in-
trinsically asymmetric dispersion depending on the sign of wavevector. Our study reveals that the
intrinsic nonreciprocity in interband plasmon dispersion is governed by quantum metric connection.
The nonreciprocity in the intraband plasmon dispersion is dictated by the quantum metric dipole
and a higher-order ‘Drude’ weight-like term. We corroborate our findings via explicit numerical
calculations for the two-dimensional Qi-Wu-Zhang model and demonstrate the existence of intrinsic
nonreciprocal intraband and interband plasmon modes in moiré systems such as twisted bilayer
graphene. Our findings offer new insights into the underlying physics of nonreciprocal plasmonics
and pave way for designing novel photonic devices.

I. INTRODUCTION

Plasmons are the collective density oscillation modes
of a charged fluid. In electron liquids in metallic sys-
tems, plasmons provide an efficient way of coupling elec-
tromagnetic waves with electrons via surface-plasmon
polariton at the nanoscale1–7. Plasmon allows manip-
ulating light beyond the diffraction limit8. For an un-
biased reciprocal plasmonic medium, the plasmon dis-
persion does not depend on the sign of the wave vec-
tor q i.e., ωp(q) = ωp(−q). Reciprocity is an intrin-
sic property of a linear and time-reversal invariant pho-
tonic system, which allows symmetric propagation of for-
ward and backward-moving light9. In optics, this is
known as the Lorentz reciprocity principle and is inti-
mately related to the invariance of Maxwell’s equations
under time-reversal symmetry10. So, the breakdown of
time-reversal symmetry is essential to observe a nonre-
ciprocal or asymmetric light propagation. In addition
to this, all nonreciprocal phenomena occur in systems
with broken inversion symmetry11. The breakdown of
reciprocity produces an asymmetry between forward and
backward propagating density oscillations for the same
magnitude of the wave vector giving rise to nonrecipro-
cal plasmons with ωp(q) 6= ωp(−q). These nonreciprocal
plasmons are promising for photonics applications like
optical communication12,13, oneway waveguiding14, opti-
cal transmission15, and optical isolators16 among others.

Generally, nonreciprocity in the plasmon dispersion
is induced i) through the plasmonic doppler effect via
an externally applied drift electric current17,18, or ii) in
the presence of a static magnetic field14,19–23. Addition-
ally, chiral edge plasmon has been proposed in a two-
dimensional gapped Dirac material illuminated with cir-
cularly polarized light24, and at the edges of anomalous
Hall metals25. In the absence of inversion (P) and time-
reversal (T ) symmetry, quantum materials are known
to exhibit different intrinsic nonreciprocal responses dic-
tated by different band-geometric quantities11,26.

Recently, intrinsic nonreciprocal bulk intraband plas-

mon has been explored in P and T symmetry broken
systems26. Motivated by this, we develop a theory of in-
trinsic nonreciprocity in interband plasmons in this pa-
per. An interband plasmon is formed by the Coulomb
interaction-induced collective oscillation of electrons un-
dergoing interband transitions between the nested bands
having singularity in the electron-hole joint density of
states (JDOS) spectrum27,28. Here, we demonstrate that
the interband plasmon becomes intrinsically nonrecipro-
cal when both P and T symmetries of the system are
broken. We calculate the asymmetry of the interband
plasmon dispersion, δωp(|q|) ≡ ωp(q)− ωp(−q), to be

δωinter
p (|q|) ∼ qaqbqcV (d)

|q|

∑
k

s′ 6=s∑
s,s′

fs,kΓabcs′s (k) , (1)

where a, b, c labels Cartesian directions, and s, s′ de-
notes band indices. Here, Γabcs′s (k) represents the quan-

tum metric connection29,30 defined in Eq. (K1), V
(d)
|q| is

the Fourier transform of Coulomb interaction in d- di-
mension, fs,k denotes Fermi-Dirac distribution function,
and sum over repeated indices is implied. The k-integral
in Eq. (1) is non-zero only when the system lacks both P
and T symmetries. This nonreciprocity in the interband
plasmon dispersion is dictated by the quantum metric
connection, which depends on the quantum geometry of
Bloch states.

In addition to demonstrating nonreciprocity in the in-
terband plasmon modes, we revisit the theory of intrinsic
nonreciprocal intraband plasmon. We show that for si-
multaneous P and T broken systems, the asymmetry of
intraband plasmon dispersion can be approximated as

δωintra
p (|q|) ≈ V (d)

|q| Qabcqaqbqc +
Cabc
Dmn

qaqbqc
qmqn

, (2)

in the long wavelength limit. Here, Qabc represents the
quantum metric dipole, Dab is Drude weight and Cabc
represents higher-order Drude weight like term27,31,32.
These quantities are explicitly defined below Eq. (10),

ar
X

iv
:2

21
2.

02
15

8v
2 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.m

es
-h

al
l]

  3
0 

M
ar

 2
02

3



2

Eq. (11), and Eq. (12), respectively. We explicitly
demonstrate the existence of these nonreciprocal plas-
mons in the Qu-Wu-Zhang (QWZ) model, and in moiré
superlattices such as twisted bilayer graphene (TBG).

Our manuscript is organized as follows: In section II,
we formulate the generic theory of nonreciprocity for in-
traband plasmon by calculating the density-density re-
sponse function and the dynamical dielectric function
within random phase approximation. In section III, we
formulate the general theory of intrinsic nonreciprocal
interband plasmons. We show the existence of nonrecip-
rocal intraband and interband plasmon modes in P and
T symmetry broken QWZ model in section IV. In sec-
tion V, we explore the nonreciprocity in the intraband
and interband plasmon modes in P and T broken small
angle TBG. Finally, we summarize our findings in sec-
tion VI.

II. THEORY OF INTRINSIC
NONRECIPROCAL INTRABAND PLASMONS

In this section, we first explore the intrinsic nonre-
ciprocity in intraband plasmon dispersion for metallic
systems. Plasmons are the isolated poles of the interact-
ing density-density response function33–38. The plasmon
frequency can be calculated from the zeros of the dy-
namical dielectric function - ε(q, ω)33,35,39,40. In random-
phase approximation (RPA), the dielectric function is ex-
pressed as27,33,41,42

ε(q, ω) = 1− V (d)
|q| Π(q, ω) . (3)

Here V
(d)
|q| denotes the Fourier transform of the Coulomb

potential in d-dimension (for more information, see Ap-
pendix A). We calculate the non-interacting density-
density response function or the electron polarization
function33,43 via,

Π(q, ω) = g
∑
k

∑
s,s′

(fs,k+q − fs′,k)F ss
′

k+q,k

Es,k+q − Es′,k − ω − iη
. (4)

Here,
∑

k sums over the Brillouin zone (BZ), s, s′ are the
band indices, Es,k denotes Bloch band energy with |us,k〉
being the periodic part of Bloch function in the sth band,
g denotes the degeneracy factor and η is the broadening
parameter. We set ~ = 1 in our calculation. The Fermi-
Dirac distribution function for a given chemical potential
µ is specified by fs,k = [1 + exp{(Es,k − µ)/kBT}]−1

.

The coherence factor F ss
′

k+q,k = |〈us,k+q|us′,k〉|2 describes
the overlap between two eigenstates of the Hamiltonian
(Hk) at momentum k and k + q, for band indices s and
s′.

To examine the dependence of the plasmon dispersion
on momentum transfer q, we expand the polarization
function in the dynamical long wavelength limit (q → 0
and ω > qvF , where vF denotes the Fermi velocity) in

powers of 1/ω (see Appendix B for details)

Πintra(q, ω) =
A1(q)

ω
+
A2(q)

ω2
+
A3(q)

ω3
+ . . . . (5)

Here, the expansion coefficients are calculated to be

An(q) = g
∑
k

fs,k

[
F ssk+q,k∆En−1

k+q,k − F
ss
k,k−q∆En−1

k,k−q

]
,

(6)
with ∆Enk,k′ ≡ (Es,k − Es,k′)

n corresponding to nth
power of the energy difference of the same band at dif-
ferent momentum. Here, the important quantity is the
band coherence factor, F ssk±q,k. The intraband coherence

term can be Taylor expanded up to O(q3) as44

F ssk±q,k = 1− qaqbgabs ∓
qaqbqc

2
∂kag

bc
s +O(q4) , (7)

and the repeated indices are summed. Here, gabs (k) rep-
resents intraband quantum metric (also known as the
Fubini-Study metric)31,45. For Bloch bands, the quan-
tum metric gabs (k) defines the quantum distance between
two infinitesimally close Bloch states at momentum k
and k + dk46. This gauge-invariant quantum metric is
defined as44

gabs (k) = Re [〈∂kaus,k|∂kbus,k〉]−RassRbss , (8)

where Rass = i〈us,k|∂kaus,k〉 is the intraband Berry con-
nection.

The power series expansion of Eq. (5), specifically the
odd power of 1/ω, is crucial for describing the nonre-
ciprocal plasmons. By approximating the polarization
function, Π(q, ω) up to 1/ω3 order of terms, we can ap-
proximately evaluate the plasmon dispersion by solving
for the roots of ε(q, ω) in Eq. (3). This leads to a cubic
equation

ω3 − V (d)
|q|
[
A1(q)ω2 +A2(q)ω +A3(q)

]
= 0 . (9)

The solutions to this cubic equation aid in understand-
ing the origin of nonreciprocity in the plasmon disper-
sion. We first investigate the long-wavelength expansion
of each of these expansion coefficients. The first expan-
sion coefficient A1(q) can be calculated up to the third
order of q as

A1(q) = qaqbqcQabc +O(q4) . (10)

Here, Qabc = −g
∑

k fs,k∂kag
bc
s (k) represents the quan-

tum metric dipole; the dipole moment of the quantum
metric of occupied states in the momentum space. This
is analogous to the Berry-curvature dipole, which is the
origin of quantum nonlinear Hall effect47,48. Note that
in presence of T or P symmetry, Qabc → 0 as shown in
Appendix E 1.

Similarly, we can expand the second coefficient in the
small q limit to obtain,

A2(q) = qaqbDab +O(q4) . (11)
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Here, Dab =
[
−g
∑

k
∂fs,k
∂Es,k

vas,kv
b
s,k

]
represents the Drude

weight, and vs,k = ∇kEs,k is the band velocity. The
Drude weight27,49 is completely a Fermi-surface prop-
erty. In the presence of a finite Fermi surface, A2(q)
is non-zero regardless of whether the P or T symmetry
is present or absent. Interestingly, A2(q) does not con-
tain any odd power of q expansion coefficients. The third
term of Eq. (5) can be calculated as

A3(q) = qaqbqcCabc +O(q4) . (12)

Here, Cabc =
[
−2g

∑
k
∂fs,k
∂Es,k

vas,kv
b
s,kv

c
s,k

]
denotes the

higher order Drude-weight, arising due to the asymmetry
of the electron band velocity over the Fermi surface. In
absence of P and T symmetries, Cabc becomes finite, as
shown in Appendix E 2.

In the presence of P or T symmetry in the system,
the odd 1/ω power expansion terms of Π(q, ω) in Eq (5)
vanish and only even powers survive. This leads to recip-

rocal plasmon dispersion ω0
p(q) =

√
V

(d)
|q| qaqbDab on ac-

count of A2(q) being an even function of q. In contrast to
this, when both the P, and T symmetries are simultane-
ously broken, the odd 1/ω power expansion coefficients,
such as A1(q), A3(q) become finite and contribute to
the plasmon dispersion. The exact plasmon dispersion
can be solved from Eq. (9). However, generally we have
A2 > (A1, A3), and we can perturbatively solve Eq. (9)
up to first order of A3 and A2 in (see Appendix C for
detailed derivation)

ωintra
p (q) ≈ ω0

p +
1

2
V

(d)
|q| A1 +

A3

2A2
+O (A1, A3)

2
,

≈
√
V

(d)
|q| qaqbDab +

1

2
V

(d)
|q| qaqbqcQabc +

qaqbqc
qmqn

Cabc
2Dmn

.

(13)

Interestingly, for any finite values of Qabc and Cabc, the
plasmon eigenmode of Eq. (13) is an asymmetric function
of the wave propagation direction q, irrespective of the
dimensions. Hence, the second and third terms of Eq (13)
are the new sources of intrinsic plasmonic nonreciprocity
in P and T broken quantum systems. The second term
of Eq. (13) is dictated by the quantum metric dipole,
originating from the asymmetry of the quantum metric
over the Fermi surface. This term depends on the geo-
metric properties of the electronic wave function. The
contribution of nonreciprocity through the A3(q) term
is independent of the quantum metric and is governed
by the asymmetric velocities of the electron wave packet
over the Fermi surface in different directions.

Our analysis establishes that the simultaneous break-
ing of both P and T symmetry in the system gives rise
to nonreciprocity in the intraband plasmon dispersion.
This will manifest in noncentrosymmetric magnetic ma-
terials50,51. The plasmon modes appear as peaks in the
energy loss function spectrum, L(q, ω), which measures
the amount of energy a system can absorb from an exter-
nal perturbation with wavevector q and energy ~ω. The

energy loss function is related to the dielectric function
via52

L(q, ω) ≈ −Im

[
1

ε(q, ω)

]
. (14)

From an experimental point of view, we can measure
the difference in the loss function spectra; δL(q, ω) ≡
|L(−q, ω)−L(q, ω)|. This will capture two distinct plas-
mon peaks at different energies for the same q value, in
P and T broken materials52, highlighting the plasmonic
nonreciprocity.

Below, we discuss the nonreciprocity in interband plas-
mons in the next section. Following that, we explicitly
demonstrate the nonreciprocity in both the interband
and the intraband plasmon mode in two different sys-
tems in Sec. IV and Sec. V, respectively.

III. INTRINSIC NONRECIPROCITY IN
INTERBAND PLASMONS

In this section, we study intrinsic nonreciprocity in in-
terband plasmons for multi-band systems. The interband
plasmon arises when the nested bands in the Brillouin
zone give rise to a large number of nearly parallel inter-
band electron-hole transitions at constant energy27,28,53.
This effect manifests as a prominent peak in the imagi-
nary component of the dielectric function, accompanied
by a corresponding root in the real part through Kram-
mer’s Kroning transformation33. The interband plasmon
is gapped in all dimensions at q = 0, a defining feature
that stems from the singularity of the joint-density-of-
states spectrum

JDOS(ω) =

s′ 6=s∑
k,s,s′

fs,k(1−fs′,k)δ(ω+Es,k−Es′,k) . (15)

To investigate interband plasmon dispersion, we start
from the interband polarization function in Eq. (4), con-
sidering only interband transitions. The interband co-
herence term is Taylor expanded in different powers of q
as (see Appendix H)

F ss
′

k,k±q = qaqbF
(2)
ab,ss′ ± qaqbqcF

(3)
abc,ss′ +O(q4) , (16)

where, a, b, c denotes Cartesian directions and s, s′ rep-
resents band indices. Here, the expansion coefficients are
calculated as,

F
(2)
ab,ss′ = Rass′Rbs′s ,

F
(3)
abc,ss′ = Re [〈us,k|∂kaus′,k〉〈∂kb∂kcus′,k|us,k〉] ,(17)

where Rass′(≡ i〈us,k|∂kaus′,k〉) represents band resolved

Berry connection. For a=b=c, F
(2)
ab,ss′ represents square

modulus of the Berry connection, and F
(3)
abc,ss′ equals to

the metric connection (Γabcs′s )29,30,– a quantum geometric
quantity defined in Eq. (K1) of Appendix K.
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FIG. 1. (a) Electronic band dispersion of the 2D Qi-Wu-Zhang model [see Eq. (24)] with the parameters set A=0.25u and
M=0.5u. The QWZ Hamiltonian breaks both the parity and the time-reversal symmetry of the Hamiltonian. We set the
chemical potential to be µ = 1.0u. (b) The variation of the quantum metric for the conduction band [gxx+ (k)] over the Brillouin
zone. It has a large value near the band edge around the Γ point. (c) Nonreciprocal intraband plasmon dispersion (solid green
line) for this system is obtained by solving for the roots of the dielectric function in Eq. (9). The black dashed line represents
reciprocal plasmon dispersion with the nonreciprocal terms switched off [A1 and A3 terms set to zero in Eq. (5)]. (d) The
colormap of the energy loss function L(q, ω), calculated numerically from the interacting polarization function (within the
random phase approximation). The nonreciprocity of the plasmon dispersion can be clearly seen. (e) The difference in the loss
function δL(q, ω) = |L(q, ω)−L(−q, ω)| for equal but opposite momentum transfer captures the nonreciprocity via two distinct
plasmon energies for each momentum. (f) Numerically calculated asymmetry of the intraband plasmon dispersion, δωintra

p (q)
as a function of wavevector.

For an approximate but insightful estimation of the
interband plasmon dispersion, we consider a pair of
nested or nearly flat bands over BZ and approximate
Es′,k+q − Es,k ≈ ∆0, where ∆0 is the peak in JDOS27.
This leads to (see Appendix J for more details),

Πinter(q, ω) ≈ 2

(ω2 −∆2
0)

[qaqbAab∆0 + qaqbqcBabcω] ,

(18)
where the different band-geometric contributions are ex-
pressed as,

Aab = g
∑
k

s′ 6=s∑
s,s′

fs,kRass′Rbs′s , (19)

Babc = g
∑
k

s′ 6=s∑
s,s′

fs,kF
(3)
abc,ss′ . (20)

Here, Aab is generally finite, independent of the presence
or absence of either P or T . But, Babc vanishes in pres-

ence of either P or T symmetries (see Appendix E 3 and
Appendix E 4 for details).

Now, the interband plasmons are simply the zeros of
the real part of the dielectric function, which yields

1− V|q|Πinter(q, ω) = 0 . (21)

We choose the constant wavevector q = qx̂, and
define A = g

∑
k

∑
(s 6=s′) fs,k|Rxss′ |2, and B =

g
∑

k

∑
(s6=s′) fs,kΓxxxs′s , respectively. Now, by solving for

the roots of Eq. (21), we obtain the interband plasmon
dispersion

ωinter
p (q) ≈ q3V

(d)
|q| B +

[(
q3V

(d)
|q| B

)2

+ ∆2
0

+2V
(d)
|q| ∆0Aq2

]1/2
. (22)

Owing to the q3 term with B, Equation (22) gives us
a nonreciprocal interband plasmon dispersion which is
asymmetric for +q and −q wavevector. So, in the ab-
sence of both P and T symmetry, the interband plasmon



5

dispersion becomes intrinsically nonreciprocal due to the
band geometric quantity, B. But, in the presence of ei-
ther P or T symmetry, B = 0, and Eq. (22) reduces to
the reciprocal interband plasmon dispersion27,

ωinter
0 (q) ≈ ∆0

√
1 +

2V
(d)
|q| A
∆0

q2 . (23)

This establishes that similar to the case of the intraband
plasmon, the nonreciprocity in the interband plasmon
also manifests in non-centrosymmetric magnetic systems
due to the quantum geometry of Bloch states.

Next, we investigate this nonreciprocity in the plasmon
dispersion in two different systems in section IV and sec-
tion V.

IV. PLASMONIC NON-RECIPROCITY IN P
AND T BROKEN 2D QI-WU-ZHANG MODEL

In this section, we study nonreciprocal plasmons for
the ‘Qi-Wu-Zhang’ model Hamiltonian32,54,55. It is spec-
ified on a 2D square lattice as

Hk = A sin(kxa)I + [M + 2u− u cos(kxa)− u cos(kya)]σz

+u sin(kxa)σx + u sin(kya)σy . (24)

For A = 0, and −4 < M < −2 or −2 < M < 0,
this model had been proposed to describe a chern in-
sulator phase55. For this fermionic system, the parity
(P) and time reversal (T ) operator have a definite rep-
resentation given by, P ↔ σz and T ↔ K, where K
is the anti-Hermitian complex conjugation operator56.
This model intrinsically breaks time-reversal symmetry,
i.e; T HkT −1 6= H−k. For A = 0, this model preserves in-
version symmetry, i.e; σzHkσ

−1
z = H−k, while for A 6= 0,

it does not. Below, we discuss the nature of intraband
and interband plasmon dispersion for the QWZ model in
the absence of both P and T symmetry.

A. Intraband plasmon

The band dispersion of the two-band QWZ model is
shown in Fig. 1 (a), for the choice of A = 0.25u and M =
0.5u. The upper band has a minimum at Γ and a maxima
at the BZ corner ka = (±π,±π). The distribution of the
quantum metric gxx+ (k) for the conduction band over BZ
is shown in Fig. 1(b). The quantum metric shows a peak
near the band edge at Γ point, which is the hotspot of
different geometrical quantities57.

To demonstrate intraband plasmonic nonreciprocity,
we compute the various expansion coefficients A1(q),
A2(q) and A3(q) numerically using Eq. (5). The plasmon
dispersion is then calculated by solving for the zeros of
the dielectric function ε(q, ω). We choose q = (qx, 0) and
the dimensionless parameter e2/(κε0ua) = 50 for our nu-
merical calculation. In Fig. 1(c), we present the nonrecip-
rocal plasmon dispersion by solving Eq. (9). The intrin-
sic nonreciprocity is dominated by the combined effect of

the quantum metric dipole (Qabc) and the higher order
Drude weight(Cabc). This treatment is approximate and
valid for a small q limit compared to the Fermi wavevec-
tor. Going beyond the small q limit, we also compute
the exact polarization function Π(q, ω) by using Eq. (4)
and the RPA dielectric function ε(q, ω). In Fig. 1(d), we
have shown the colormap of the loss function spectrum
in the q-ω plane. The nonreciprocity of the bulk plas-
mon spectrum, which lies outside the particle-hole con-
tinuum (PHC) region33, can be clearly seen in Fig. 1(d).
In Fig. 1(e), we present the difference in the loss func-
tion spectrum in the q-ω plane. This shows two peaks in
loss function for the same magnitude of wavevector but
pointing in opposite directions. The asymmetry of the
dispersion; δωintra

p (q) monotonically increases with wave
vector as shown in Fig. 1(f).

B. Interband plasmon

To demonstrate interband plasmon and intrinsic non-
reciprocity, we choose a P and T broken QWZ model
with A = 0.1u and M = −1.0u as input parameters
in Eq. (24). We present the corresponding electronic
band dispersion in Fig. 2(a). The conduction and va-
lence bands are almost flat along the Γ−X path, giving
rise to VHS peaks in the DOS spectrum. Both the con-
duction and valence bands are dispersive around M , as
shown in the colormap of eigenvalues of the conduction
band (E+(k)) over BZ in Fig. 2(b).

The nearly flat valence and conduction bands induce
nearly parallel electron-hole transitions in momentum
space, resulting in a singularity in the JDOS spectrum.
This effectively gives rise to an interband plasmon mode,
as shown in the colorplot of L(q, ω) in Fig. 2(c). The
small nonreciprocity in the interband plasmon dispersion
is not visibly clear from loss function spectrum. To re-
solve this, we present the numerically calculated plasmon
dispersion for +q and −q in Fig. 2(d). This shows dis-
tinct interband plasmon poles in ω- plane for the same
magnitude of wavevector (|q|) with opposite directions.
The origin of the interband nonreciprocity is associated
with the non-zero value of B [see Eq. (20)] in the absence
of both P and T symmetries. In the presence of either of
these symmetries, B turns out to be zero and leads to re-
ciprocal interband plasmon as described in Sec. III. This
has been illustrated in Appendix D. This highlights the
presence of intrinsic nonreciprocal interband plasmon in
P and T broken systems. We present another example of
interband nonreciprocity in a one-dimensional magnetic
bipartite lattice model in Appendix I.

Below, we discuss the possibility of intrinsic nonrecip-
rocal intraband and interband plasmon modes in realistic
moiré superlattices of twisted bilayer graphene.



6

FIG. 2. (a) Electronic band dispersion and density of states
of the Qi-Wu-Zhang model [see Eq. (24)] with A = 0.1u and
M = −1.0u. With these parameters, the QWZ model breaks
both parity and time-reversal symmetry. (b) Colormap of
the conduction band, E+(k) over Brillouin zone, which cap-
tures constant energy dispersion. (c) Colormap of L(q, ω)
captures the gapped interband plasmon. The plasmon gap
(∆0) is specified by the peak of the joint density of states
spectrum. (d) To highlight the small nonreciprocity in the
interband plasmon dispersion, we have numerically solved for
the plasmon poles of the dielectric function ε(±q, ωp) = 0.
The interband plasmon dispersion in (d) clearly shows the
small but finite difference in the plasmon energy eigenmode
for ±q wave vectors.

V. INTRINSIC NONRECIPROCAL PLASMONS
IN TWISTED BILAYER GRAPHENE

In quest of a more realistic example, we explore the
existence of nonreciprocal plasmon modes in moiré sys-
tems27,48,58–66. Twisted graphene heterostructures are
fabricated by stacking multiple free-standing graphene
monolayers on top of each other with small relative ro-
tations. These moiré systems generally host slow (dis-
persionless) and highly tunable plasmon modes due to
substantial interband transition between the nested sub-
bands27,43,53. Motivated by the recent experimental ver-
ification of the theoretically proposed novel interband
plasmon mode of TBG through mid-infrared near-field
optical microscopy28, we specifically focus on the na-
ture of plasmon modes for magic angle TBG. These
novel plasmon modes can enable strong light-matter in-
teractions within the highly sought-after mid-wave in-
frared spectral range67,68. In this section, we explore
intrinsically nonreciprocal interband and intraband plas-
mon modes in TBG with broken P and T .

To construct the low energy model of TBG system,
we have adapted the continuum model Hamiltonian ap-
proach (see Appendix F and Appendix G) originally pro-

posed by Santos-Peres-Neto58 and later also reported
by Bristizer and Macdonald59. In reality, the pristine
twisted bilayer graphene exhibit structural chirality and
intrinsically breaks inversion symmetry60,62,63. However,
the adapted valley-specific low energy continuum model
Hamiltonian with enforced spin degeneracy fails to cap-
ture the information of the overall inversion symmetry
breaking of the system69,70. So, to mimic the breaking of
inversion symmetry, we use a staggered sublattice poten-
tial term, similar to that generated by the hBN substrate
on the graphene layer, which is known to break the in-
version in single-layer graphene71.

To satisfy the second criterion of breaking time-
reversal symmetry to achieve nonreciprocity of plasmons,
we have introduced a valley asymmetry between the K
and K ′ valleys. This lifting of valley degeneracy, some-
times referred to as orbital ferromagnetism, is known to
break the effective time-reversal symmetry of the sys-
tem72. The valley splitting can arise due to either an
externally applied weak magnetic field or intrinsic strong
electron-electron interaction induced spontaneous time-
reversal symmetry breaking in twisted graphene multi-
layers73,74.

To investigate the nature of plasmonic dispersion, we
choose h-BN aligned TBG with magic angle twist (θ ≈
1.05◦). The h-BN substrate, essential to fabricate TBG
devices, induces finite strain in TBG. To capture the re-
alistic experimental scenario, we have introduced a uni-
axial strain (εs) along the zigzag direction of TBG (see
Appendix G for details). This interfacial strain breaks all
the spatial symmetries except the C2z rotational symme-
try [see Fig. 5 (c)]. The band-dispersions of K and K ′

valley, including the effect of the sublattice symmetry
breaking (∆ =17 meV), uniaxial strain (εs = 0.1%), and
finite valley splitting of ∼15 meV, are shown in Fig. 3(a)
and (d). The flat bands near the Fermi energy give rise
to VHS in the DOS. Utilizing the obtained energy eigen-
values and eigenfunctions, we numerically calculate the
RPA dielectric function and energy loss function spec-
trum, L(q, ω) including all intra (s = s′) and interband
(s 6= s′) transitions. The 2D coulomb potential of the

form V
(2)
q = 2πe2/κ|q| is used in our calculations where

κ = 3.03 being the static background dielectric constant
for hBN/TBG/air interface43.

The color plot of the loss function distribution L(q, ω),
arising from the low energy intraband contribution, is
shown in Fig. 3(b) for both positive and negative mo-
mentum transfer parallel to Γm − Mm high symmetry
direction. The asymmetry of the plasmon dispersion be-
tween the +q and −q clearly suggests the clear signature
of nonreciprocity. For visual clarity, we also show the line
cut of L(q, ω) for fixed q =40.51µm−1 in Fig. 3(c). The
nonreciprocity is further substantiated by the distinct ze-
ros of the real part of the dielectric function, ε(q, ω) for
+q and −q wavevectors (see Fig. 3(c)). Moreover, we
have found that while the substrate-induced strain can
increase the degree of nonreciprocity of plasmons, it is
not a necessary criterion to observe this phenomenon. In
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FIG. 3. (a) Band dispersion of magic angle (θ = 1.05◦) twisted bilayer graphene with strain (εs = 0.1%) and in the presence
of a gap of 17 meV. The spontaneous time-reversal symmetry breaking is introduced via valley polarization by shifting the K′

valley by ∆vs = 15 meV. (b) The energy loss function L(±q, ω) for q along Γm-Mm clearly showing the nonreciprocity in the
intraband plasmon propagation for −q and +q direction. The chemical potential is set to µ=3.5 meV at K-valley, and we
work at zero temperature. This nonreciprocity is also captured by the distinct zeros of the real part of the dielectric function
in (c). (d) Band dispersion of TBG in higher energy window. The interband plasmon arises due to the vertical electron-hole
transitions from flat bands to higher moiré minibands as marked by arrows in panel (d). (e) The nonreciprocal interband
plasmons can be seen in the color plot of the loss function or in the distinct roots of the dielectric function for ±q (marked by
vertical lines) in panel (f).

Appendix F, we show that P and T broken TBG also
exhibits small but finite nonreciprocity in plasmon dis-
persion even without strain (see Fig. 6).

In addition to the intraband plasmon, TBG also sup-
ports interband plasmon mode due to the collective mo-
tion of interband transitions from flat band to moiré
minibands. In Fig. 3(d), we show the band-dispersion
within a broad energy range marking the interband
electronic transitions by vertical arrows. The energy
loss function corresponding to the interband plasmon is
shown in Fig. 3(e). Due to the absence of both P and T
symmetry, this propagating interband plasmon mode also
shows nonreciprocal nature. The magnitude of nonre-
ciprocity of interband modes is relatively smaller (though
finite), due to smaller interband coherence. The existence
of this nonreciprocity on the propagation direction is eas-
ily visualized from the line cuts of the dielectric function
and energy loss function of Fig. 3(f) for q =74.3 µm−1.

Our calculations predict intrinsic nonreciprocal intra-
band and interband plasmon modes in TBG arising from
the band geometric terms. This nonreciprocal dynam-

ics of the bulk plasmon opens a new avenue to explore
direction-specific magneto-chiral optical effects in moiré
superlattices.

VI. CONCLUSION

Nonreciprocity in plasmon propagation manifests as
the different frequencies of the plasmon modes propagat-
ing in opposite directions. In this work, we present an
analytical formulation for understanding intrinsic non-
reciprocal bulk plasmon modes depending on the under-
lying symmetries of the system. We highlight the role
of band geometric quantities in generating intrinsic bulk
plasmonic nonreciprocity even without external bias. We
show that in the absence of P and T symmetry, the in-
terband plasmon mode, as well as the intraband plasmon
mode, will be intrinsically nonreciprocal. For the inter-
band plasmon mode, the k- integral of the Fermi distri-
bution function weighted metric connection [see Eq. (22)]
is the primary quantity which dictates the nonreciprocity.
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For the intraband plasmon modes, the quantum metric
dipole (Qabc) and higher order Drude weight-like term
(Cabc) are responsible for the nonreciprocity. We explic-
itly demonstrate intrinsic intraband and interband non-
reciprocity in the two-dimensional ‘Qi-Wu-Zhang’ model
and twisted bilayer graphene moiré systems in the ab-
sence of both P and T symmetries. We hope our theoret-
ical study will stimulate further investigations on unidi-
rectionally propagating plasmons in noncentrosymmetric
magnetic systems and pave the way for designing novel
photonic devices.
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Appendix A: Coulomb potential in d-dimension

The Fourier transform of the Coulomb interaction
v(r) = e2/(4πκε0r), in d-dimension is given by

V
(d)
|q| =

4πe2

4πκε0q2
, d = 3 ,

=
2πe2

4πκε0q
, d = 2 ,

= − e2

4πκε0
eq

2R2

Ei(−q2R2), d = 1 . (A1)

Here, κ is the background-material-dependent static di-
electric constant, ε0 denotes free space permittivity, and
Ei(x) is the exponential-integral function33. In one di-
mension, R represents the characteristic of the lateral
confinement size (say, the radius of 1D nanoribbon).

Appendix B: Expansion of polarization function in
small q limit

We start with the definition of density-density response
or polarization function in Eq. (4). To proceed further
analytically, we first rewrite Eq. (4) by performing a stan-
dard replacement k→ k−q and s→ s′ to the first term

containing fs,k+q
18. Then, the total response function

can be divided into two parts depending on the direction-
ality of momentum transfer q (parallel or anti-parallel to
the wavevector k)18

Π(q, ω) = g
∑
k

∑
s,s′

fs,k

[
F ss

′

k,k−q

Es,k − Es′,k−q − ω − i0

−
F s
′s

k+q,k

Es′,k+q − Es,k − ω − i0

]
. (B1)

Here, the total polarization function has two contribu-
tions, Πintra(q, ω) for s = s′ summation, and Πinter(q, ω)
for s 6= s′ summation. We define ∆Ek,k′ ≡ (Es,k −
Es,k′). We can expand eigenvalues up to O(q3) as,

Es,k±q ≈ Es,k ± qavas,k +
qaqb

2

∂2Es,k
∂ka∂kb

± qaqbqc
6

∂3Es,k
∂ka∂kb∂kc

, (B2)

where vs,k = ∇kEs,k. For substantially small q, the en-
ergy associated with the intraband transitions ∆Ek,k′ are
always smaller than ω. Besides, the interband transition
energy will be larger than ω. So, in small q limit, we can
expand the intraband polarization function in powers of
1/ω33

Πintra = g
∑
k

fs,k

[
F ssk,k−q

∆Ek,k−q − ω
−

F ssk+q,k

∆Ek+q,k − ω

]
,

= g
∑
k

fs,k
ω

 F ssk+q,k(
1− ∆Ek+q,k

ω

) − F ssk,k−q(
1− ∆Ek,k−q

ω

)
 ,

≈ A1(q)

ω
+
A2(q)

ω2
+
A3(q)

ω3
+ . . . . (B3)

Appendix C: Derivation of Eq. (13)

We perturbatively solve Eq. (9) as

ω2
p = V

(d)
|q| A2 + V

(d)
|q| ωpA2 +

V
(d)
|q| A3

ωp
,

ω2
p ≈ (ω0

p)2 + V
(d)
|q| A1ω

0
p +

V
(d)
|q| A3

ω0
p

,

ωp ≈ ω0
p

1 +
A1

ω0
p

+
V

(d)
|q| A3

q(ω0
p)3

1/2

,

ωp(q) ≈ ω0
p +

1

2
V

(d)
|q| A1 +

A3

2A2
+O (A3, A1)

2
. (C1)

Appendix D: Reciprocal interband plasmon in QWZ
model in the presence of inversion symmetry

This appendix conveys that interband plasmon will be
reciprocal when the system has inversion symmetry but
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broken time-reversal symmetry. So, we set the parame-
ters, A = 0 and M = −1u in Eq. (24). We calculate the
band dispersion in fig. 4(a). These bands are nearly flat
over BZ, exhibiting VHS in the JDOS spectrum. How-
ever, due to the presence of inversion symmetry, B turns
out as zero and leads to reciprocal interband mode as
shown in Fig. 4(b).

FIG. 4. (a) Electronic band dispersion and DOS of the QWZ
model with parameters A = 0 and M = −1u. This Hamilto-
nian preserves P but breaks T . (b) The interband plasmon
dispersion for this system is obtained by solving for the roots
of the dielectric function. This shows symmetric (or recip-
rocal) plasmon dispersion for +q and −q propagation in the
presence of inversion symmetry.

Appendix E: Symmetry properties of different
geometric quantities

In this section, we present the symmetry properties
of various geometric quantities, like Qabc, Cabc and Babc
under P and T operation.

1. Symmetry of Qabc

In the presence of T or P symmetry, the quantum met-
ric obeys the relation32 gabs (−k) = gabs (k). In presence
of P or T , Es,k = Es,−k. The Fermi function (fs,k) is
also an even function of k, i.e. fs,k = fs,−k in presence
of P or T because it is the only function of Es,k. As a
result, change of the integration variable from k to −k in
Eq. (10), owing to the T or P symmetry, the k- integrant
of Qabc becomes an odd function of k and vanishes as we
sum over Brillouin zone. Thus, one need to break both
P and T symmetries to get Qabc non-zero.

2. Symmetry of Cabc

In the presence of T or P, the Fermi function (fs,k)
is also an even function of k i.e. fs,k = fs,−k. Now,
either in presence of P or T , the velocity operator, vas,k =
−vas,−k. So, as we change the integration variable from

k to −k in Eq. (12), owing to the T or P symmetry, the
overall k- integrant of Cabc becomes an odd function of

k, and vanishes as we sum over the whole Brillouin zone.
Thus, one need to break both P and T symmetry to get
Cabc non-zero.

3. Symmetry of Babc

In main text, We have defined Babc =∑
k

∑
s,s′ fs,kF

(3)
abc,ss′ , where F

(3)
abc,ss′ =

Re [〈us,k|∂kaus′,k〉〈∂kb∂kcus′,k|us,k〉]. Now, let us
investigate the inversion and time-reversal operations
one by one.

Parity (P): In presence of parity symmetry, the
Bloch Hamiltonian Hk satisfy; PHkP−1 = H−k. The
eigenfunction changes as Pus,k(r) = us,−k(−r). So,
under parity operations, we get

F
(3)
abc,ss′(k) = Re [〈us,−k|∂kaus′,−k〉〈∂kb∂kcus′,−k|us,−k〉] ,

= −F (3)
abc,ss′(−k). (E1)

The Fermi function (fs,k) is also an even function of k
i.e. fs,k = fs,−k under parity operation. So, owing to
P symmetry, the overall k- integrant of Babc is an odd
function of k. Therefore, in presence of P, Babc turns
out as zero.

Time-reversal (T ): For a spinless system, the time-
reversal symmetry operator (T ) can be expressed by
complex conjugation operation T = K. In presence of
time-reversal symmetry, the Bloch Hamiltonian; Hk sat-
isfy; T HkT −1 = H−k. The eigenfunction changes as
T us,k(r) = u∗s,−k(r). So, under time-reversal trans-

formation, the interband Berry connection Rass′(k) (=
〈us,k|∂kaus′,k〉) modifies as,

Rass′(k) = 〈u∗s,−k|∂kau∗s′,−k〉 ,
= −〈us′,−k|∂kaus,−k〉 ,
= Ras′s(−k) (E2)

Therefore, under time-reversal operations, we have

F
(3)

abc,ss′(k) = Re
[
Rs′s(−k)〈∂kb∂kcu

∗
s′,−k|u∗s,−k〉

]
,

= Re [〈∂kaus′,−k|us,−k〉〈us,−k|∂kb∂kcus′,−k〉] ,
= −Re [〈us,−k|∂−kaus′,−k〉∗〈∂−kb∂−kcus′,−k|us,−k〉∗] ,

= −F (3)

abc,ss′(−k) .

So, owing to T symmetry, the overall k- integrant of Babc
is an odd function of k. Therefore, in presence of P, Babc
turns out as zero. Therefore, to get the non-zero value of
Babc, we need to break both P and T simultaneously.

4. Symmetry of Aab

In Eq. (19), We have defined Aab =

g
∑

k

∑s′ 6=s
s,s′ fs,kRass′Rbs′s. In the presence of inver-

sion symmetry, we have Rass′(k) = −Rass′(−k), and in
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FIG. 5. (a) Twisted hexagonal graphene Brillouin zones (cyan and purple lines) and folded moiré mini Brillouin zones (black
lines) of moiré superlattice. The red, green, and blue arrows represent the nearest neighbors between the two layers. The
orientation of the arrows on the right-hand side represents K-valley (ξ = +1) and the left-hand side represents K′ valley
(ξ = −1). (b) Schematic illustration of time-reversal symmetry breaking through finite valley splitting between the K and the
K′ valley. Panel (c) represents the effect of uniaxial strain on the moiré Brillouin zone. Strain breaks all spatial symmetries
of twisted bilayer graphene except C2z.

presence of TRS we have, Rass′(k) = Ras′s(−k). The
Fermi-distribution function also follows, fs,k = fs,−k in
presece of P or T . So, owing to P or T symmetry, the
overall k- integrant of Aab is an even function of k and
turns out as non-zero under k integrations.

Appendix F: Continuum model Hamiltonian for
Twisted Bilayer Graphene

The successful formulation of a rigorous TBG band
theory for small twist angle θ can be obtained from
the continuum model originally proposed by Santos-
Peres-Neto58 and later also reported by Bistritzer-
MacDonald59,75. In this section, we discuss the construc-
tion of the TBG model Hamiltonian. For the band struc-
ture calculation, we assume that the top bilayer (l = 1) is
rotated by an angle −θ/2 and the bottom bilayer (l = 2)
is rotated by an angle θ/2. The modified reciprocal lat-

tice vectors are b
(l)
i = R(∓θ/2)a∗i , where R is the two-

dimensional rotation matrix. The reciprocal primitive
vectors , follow the relation a∗i · aj = 2πδi,j . Here the
primitive lattice real space vectors are a1 = a(1, 0), and

a2 = a(1/2,
√

3/2) with a = 2.46 Å being the lattice
constant. The reciprocal lattice vectors for the moiré su-

perlattices are given as gi = b
(1)
i −b

(2)
i . The effective low-

energy Hamiltonian for valley ξ = ± can be expressed as

Hξ(k) =

(
h−θ/2,ξ + ∆Iσz Tξ(r)

T †ξ (r) hθ/2,ξ + ∆Iσz

)
(F1)

hθ.ξ = −~vFR(θ)(k−Dl,ξ).[ξσx, σy] where kl are the mo-
mentum space location of the Dirac points of lth layer.
ξ = ±1 represents the K and K ′ valley respectively. vF is
the Fermi velocity of our system. We choose ~vF = 5.96
eV.Å76 for our continuum model calculations. σi with
(i = 1− 3) is the sublattice Pauli matrices of the single-
layer graphene Hamiltonian. ∆I dictates the inversion
breaking sublattice potential difference that promotes a
gap at K and K ′, similar to that in graphene-hexagonal

Boron Nitride system71. This gap can be introduced in
the system in the presence of the finite external elec-
tric field, substrate effect, etc. The inter-layer coupling
Hamiltonian in the BM model is given by

Tξ(r) =

(
u0 u1

u1 u0

)
+

(
u0 u1e

−iξ 2π
3

u1e
iξ 2π

3 u0

)
eiξg1·r+ (F2)

(
u0 u1e

iξ 2π
3

u1e
iξ 2π

3 u0

)
eiξ(g1+g2)·r.

The diagonal and off-diagonal hoppings are considered
u0 =79.7 meV and u1 = 97.5 meV61. The matrix dimen-
sion used in all of our calculations is equivalent to moiré
periodicity 3G where G is the reciprocal lattice vector.
The moiré BZ, together with the high symmetry points,
are shown in Fig. 5(a). To break the T symmetry of the
system, a finite valley splitting (∆vs) is included between
the two valleys as schematically shown in Fig. 5(b).

Appendix G: Implementation of strain in moiré
Hamiltonian

In this section, we describe the details of the strain
implementation in the TBG continuum model Hamilto-
nian. Strain generally appears in 2D moiré systems while
fabricating on the h-BN substrate. In the case of TBG, a
strain may appear on both of the layers when sandwiched
between the substrates 69,77. However, for simplicity, in
our calculation, we assume uniaxial strain (E) acts only
on a single (bottom) layer78 [see Fig. 5(c)]. In the pres-
ence of strain, the primitive lattice vectors and hence the
reciprocal lattice vectors get distorted. For a given strain
matrix E , (which satisfies ET = E with T denoting the
transpose), the real space vectors distort as r → (1+E)r
and the reciprocal vectors as k→ (1− ET )k. We obtain

the strained moiré lattice vectors as Gi
m = b

(1)
i − b

(2)
i

where b
(l)
i represents the modified reciprocal lattice vec-

tors due to combined effect of rotation and strain. The
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FIG. 6. Band dispersion of magic angle TBG (a) without strain (εs) and (d) with 0.1% uniaxial strain. We have introduced
a staggered potential ∆=17 meV to mimic hBN-aligned TBG. The black dashed horizontal line represents the position of the
chemical potential. To set chemical potential (µ) at flat band region, we choose µ =3.5 meV and 4.5 meV for εs = 0% and
without strain cases, respectively. RPA dielectric function (for +q and -q wavevector) with finite valley splitting (∼16 meV)
εs=0 and εs=0.1% are shown in (b) and (e) respectively. We observe finite nonreciprocity due to the absence of parity and
time-reversal symmetry, even in the absence of strain in the system. (c) and (f) show the colormap of the loss function in q−ω
space. The inclusion of strain enhances the magnitude of nonreciprocity of the plasmon dispersion.

impact of strain on the nonreciprocity of the TBG plas-
monic modes is summarized in section V.

To calculate the strained band structure, we consider
the uni-axial strain of strength E at an angle φ relative
to the zigzag direction as69,77,79

E = εs

(
− cos2 φ+ ν sin2 φ (1 + ν) sinφ cosφ
(1 + ν) sinφ cosφ − sin2 φ+ ν cos2 φ

)
. (G1)

Equation G1 represents the system when it is more
stretched in one direction, and less stretched in the per-
pendicular direction. With this strain matrix, εs = 0.1%
strain (with φ = 0) is used to calculate the electronic
structure and plasmon dispersion of TBG. In the pres-
ence of strain, the Dirac Hamiltonian of Eq. (F1) modifies
to

h∓θ/2,ξ = ~vFR(∓θ/2) [(I + ET )](k −Dξ) · (ξσx, σy)
(G2)

Here, the strain matrix operates over the position of the
twisted Dirac points given by

Dξ = (I− ET )Ki
ξ − ξA , (G3)

with A representing the gauge field that has the dimen-
sion of reciprocal lattice vector. The sublattice potential
difference is included in the Hamiltonian through a gap
of ∼17 meV. The appearance of the gauge field can be
attributed to the fact that the strain causes the inter-
atomic distance in each layer to become different in dif-
ferent directions. This results in the difference of hop-
ping parameters which displaces the Dirac point from its
original position. The gauge potential A in terms of the
elements of the strain matrix is given by

A =

√
3

2a
β(Exx − Eyy,−2Exy) . (G4)

Here, β = 1.57 and Eij are the elements of the strain
matrix [see (G1)].

Strain also modifies the lattice vectors and, conse-
quently, the hopping matrices and the hopping vectors.
We calculate the strained moiré vectors starting from
un-rotated and un-strained lattice vectors. Following
Refs.78, we obtain the lattice vectors using G1,st

m =
R− θ2

(1−ET )b1−R θ
2
b1 and G2,st

m = R− θ2
(1−ET )b2−R θ

2
b2

which yields
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G1,st
m =

kθ
4

(
2
√

3− 3Exy −
√

3Eyy − (3Exx +
√

3Exy) cot
θ

2
, − 6 + 3Exx +

√
3Exy − (3Exy +

√
3Eyy) cot

θ

2

)
, (G5a)

G2,st
m =

kθ
4

(
2
√

3 + 3Exy −
√

3Eyy + (3Exx −
√

3Exy) cot
θ

2
, 6− 3Exx +

√
3Exy + (3Exy −

√
3Eyy) cot

θ

2

)
. (G5b)

Implementing the strained Hamiltonian, we have cal-
culated dielectric function and loss function spectra as
shown in Fig. 6. The band dispersions without and with
strain (εs = 0.1%) are shown in Fig. 6 (a) and (d), re-
spectively. Effect of strain makes the band-geometric
effect more pronunced69,80. Even, without strain, we
also observed nonreciprocal intraband plasmon in TBG
as shown in Fig. 6 (b) and (c). We have found that incor-
poration of strain, enhanced the nonreciprocity in TBG
for long-wavelength limit. This is shown in Fig. 6.

Appendix H: Derivation of Eq. (16)

We expand the interband coherence term
|〈us,k|us′,k+q〉|2 up to third order of q. First, we
Taylor expand for small q as

|us′,k+q〉 = |us′,k〉+ qa|∂kaus′,k〉+
qaqb

2
|∂ka∂kbus′,k〉

+
qaqbqc

6
|∂ka∂kb∂kcus′,k〉+O(q4) .(H1)

The overlap between two states is calculated as,

〈us,k|us′,k+q〉 = qa〈us,k|∂kaus′,k〉+
qaqb

2
〈us,k|∂ka∂kbus′,k〉

+
qaqbqc

6
〈us,k|∂ka∂kb∂kcus′,k〉+O(q4) .(H2)

The overall interband coherence term is computed as,

F ss
′

k,k+q = 〈us,k|us′,k+q〉〈us,k|us′,k+q〉∗

= qaqbF
(2)
ab,ss′ + qaqbqcF

(3)
abc,ss′ +O(q4) . (H3)

Here the expansion coefficients are given by

F
(2)
ab,ss′ = 〈us,k|∂kaus′,k〉〈∂kbus′,k|us,k〉 , (H4)

F
(3)
abc,ss′ = Re [〈us,k|∂kaus′,k〉〈∂kb∂kcus′,k|us,k〉] .(H5)

Appendix I: Nonreciprocal plasmon in 1D bipartiate
lattice model

To illustrate the possibility of intrinsic nonreciprocal
bulk plasmons, we consider another 1D model system
of a magnetic bipartite lattice described in Ref.26. The
intra- and inter-cell nearest-neighbor hopping amplitudes
are u and v, respectively. In addition, a complex third-
neighbor hopping amplitude w = |w|eiφ, with phase φ
has been considered here. The on-site energy is set to

FIG. 7. (a) The electronic band dispersion and density of
states of the 1D magnetic bipartite lattice model with broken
parity and time-reversal symmetry. We have used the param-
eters v = 0.4u, w = 0.5u, and φ = 1. (b) Colormap of the
RPA loss function spectrum showing the nonreciprocal intra-
band and interband plasmon. The interband plasmon starts
from ∆0, which is the energy difference between two VHS as
marked in panel (a). We also used the lateral confinement
R = 0.2a and dimensionless constant e2/(4πκε0ua) = 18 in
Eq. (A1).

zero. The k−dependent tight-binding Hamiltonian, in
basis {|A〉, |B〉}, is given as

Hk =

(
0 J∗(k)

J(k) 0

)
. (I1)

with J(k) = ue−ika/2 + veika/2 + |w|e−i3ka/2eiφ, where a
is the lattice constant. This model described two bands
with eigenvalues Esk = s|J(k)|, with eigenvector

|k, s〉 =
1√
2

(
1

seiθk

)
(I2)

where s = −1 (+1) denotes valence (conduction) bands
and θk = arg[J(k)]. The band dispersion and DOS spec-
trum are shown in Fig. 7.

Considering that the spin-degree of freedom is not in-
volved, the inversion (P) and time-reversal (T ) operator
is defined in the basis of Hk as P → σx and T → K,
where K is complex conjugation. This model breaks
both P and T for non-zero value of phase φ, because
AHkA

−1 6= H−k, for A = P, T .
Next, we numerically compute the total electron

polarization function and RPA dynamical dielectric
function by using Eq. (4) and Eq. (3). From the color
plot of the loss function spectrum in Fig. 7, we have
found gapless nonreciprocal intraband mode and as
well as gapped interband mode starting from ∆0 [the
energy difference between two VHSs in Fig. 7 (a)]. This
model provides another example where both intrinsic
nonreciprocal intraband and interband plasmon can be



13

observed.

Appendix J: Derivation of Eq. (18)

We calculate the interband polarization function start-
ing from Eq. (B1) as

Πinter = g
∑
k

s′ 6=s∑
s,s′

fs,k

[
F ss

′

k,k−q

∆Ess
′

k,k−q − ω
−

F s
′s

k+q,k

∆Es
′s

k+q,k − ω

]
,

(J1)

where ∆Ess
′

k,k′ ≡ (Es,k−Es,k′). We consider that a pair of
bands are nearly flat over BZ and Es′,k+q − Es,k ≈ ∆0,
where ∆0 denotes peak in JDOS. So, we can approxi-
mately calculate the interband polarization function as

Πinter ≈
2g

(ω2 −∆2
0)

∑
k

s′ 6=s∑
s,s′

fs,k

[
qaqbF

(2)
ab,ss′∆0

+ωqaqbqcF
(3)
abc,ss′

]
,

≈ 2

(ω2 −∆2
0)

[qaqbAab∆0 + qaqbqcBabcω] .(J2)

Here, Babc and Aab are defined in main text.

Appendix K: Connection of F
(3)

abc,ss′ with metric
connection

The metric connection Γabcs′s is a third-rank tensor. It
is defined as the real part of the quantum geometric con-
nections, Gabcs′s as,

Γabcs′s = Re
[
Gabcs′s

]
= Re

[
Rass′Dbs′sRcs′s

]
. (K1)

Here, Dbs′s = ∂kb − i(Rbs′s′ − Rbss) is the co-
variant derivative, and Rass′ = i〈us,k|∂kaus′,k〉 de-
notes Berry connection29,30. In this appendix, we

will show that the third rank tensor F
(3)
abc,ss′ =

Re [〈us,k|∂kaus′,k〉〈∂kb∂kcus′,k|us,k〉] is identical to with
the metric connection Γabcs′s , for a = b = c. We can
simplify Eq. (K1) as

Rass′Dbs′sRcs′s = i〈us|∂aus′〉 [∂b − i (i〈us′ |∂bus′〉 − i〈us|∂bus〉)] i〈us′ |∂cus〉 ,
= −〈us|∂aus′〉∂b [〈us′ |∂cus〉]− 〈us|∂aus′〉〈us′ |∂bus′〉〈us′ |∂cus〉+ 〈us|∂aus′〉〈us|∂bus〉〈us′ |∂cus〉 ,
= −〈us|∂aus′〉 [〈∂bus′ |∂cus〉+ 〈us′ |∂b∂cus〉]− 〈us|∂aus′〉〈us′ |∂bus′〉〈us′ |∂cus〉+ 〈us|∂aus′〉〈us|∂bus〉〈us′ |∂cus〉 .

(K2)

Here, we removed the k index in the subscripts. Now starting from the identity, ∂b∂c〈us′ |us〉 = 0, we have

〈us′ |∂b∂cus〉 = −〈∂b∂cus′ |us〉 − 〈∂cus′ |∂bus〉 − 〈∂bus′ |∂cus〉 . (K3)

Substituting Eq. (K3) in Eq. (K2), we have

Rass′Dbs′sRcs′s = 〈us|∂aus′〉〈∂b∂cus′ |us〉+ 〈us|∂aus′〉 [〈∂cus′ |∂bus〉 − 〈us′ |∂bus′〉〈us′ |∂cus〉+ 〈us|∂bus〉〈us′ |∂cus〉] .
(K4)

We know that Γabcs′s = Re
[
Rass′Dbs′sRcs′s

]
. This leads to

Γabcs′s = F
(3)
abc,ss′ + Re [〈us|∂aus′〉 [〈∂cus′ |∂bus〉 − 〈us′ |∂bus′〉〈us′ |∂cus〉+ 〈us|∂bus〉〈us′ |∂cus〉]] . (K5)

Now by inserting the complete basis set to the term 〈∂cus′ |∂bus〉, we can arrive at,

Γabcs′s= F
(3)
abc,ss′ + Re [〈us|∂aus′〉〈∂cus′ |us〉〈us′ |∂bus′〉+ 〈us|∂aus′〉〈∂bus′ |us〉〈us′ |∂cus′〉] . (K6)

= F
(3)
abc,ss′ +Re[iRass′Rcs′sRbs′s′ + iRass′Rbs′sRcs′s′ ] . (K7)

Here, the intraband Berry connection (Rass) is purely a real quantity. For the longitudinal response, a = b = c, the
product of the interband Berry connection terms, Rss′Rs′s is also a purely real quantity. Thus, the second term of

Γabcs′s in Eq. (K7) vanishes to zero. Thus, we can show that, Γaaas′s = F
(3)
aaa,s′s.
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B 80, 245435 (2009).

3 A. Reserbat-Plantey, I. Epstein, I. Torre, A. T. Costa,
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