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The growing skill in the synthesis processes of new materials has intensified the interest in explor-
ing the properties of systems modeled by more complex lattices. Two-dimensional super-honeycomb
lattices, have been investigated in metallic organic frameworks. They turned out as a significant
route to the emergence of localized electronic responses, manifested as flat bands in their structure
with topological isolating behavior. A natural inquiry is a complete analysis of their topological
phases in the presence of electronic correlation effects. Here we analyse of the electron-electron cor-
relation effects via Hubbard mean-field approximation on the topological phases of 2D and quasi-1D
graphene-Kagome lattices. The 2D spin conductivity phase’s diagrams describe metallic, trivial and
topological insulating behaviors, considering different energy coupling and electronic occupations.
Our results pave the way to smart-engineered nanostructured devices with relevant applications in
spintronics and transport responses.

I. INTRODUCTION

Kagome lattices have been largely explored within the
context of covalent frameworks [1]. Metallic-Organic
Frameworks (MOFs) appeared as a new generation of
ultrahigh porosity systems with a large and high internal
surface area [2], allowing fine-tuning of the structures and
their properties through, for instance, the adsorption of
molecules by the pores of the network[3, 4].

Different studies reveal interesting electronic
properties in 2D metal-organic materials, such
as superconductivity[5], Dirac cones [6] and half-
metallicity[7]. In particular, theoretical proposals
of 2D MOFs of Archimedean structure present gaps
induced by spin-orbit effects and non-trivial topological
phases[8]. Actually, topological properties of a variety
of 2D metal–organic Kagome-honeycomb lattice were
reported[9, 10], addressing the possibility of tuning
spin-orbit coupling intensities and the transport proper-
ties by a proper selection of vertices and bonds of the
hybrid systems. In that sense, Rashba and intrinsic
spin-orbit couplings provide additional tools for design-
ing 2D-Topological Insulator (TI) band structures. It
is important to mention that complex Kagome lattices
have also been reported as basic photonic crystals
leading to important higher-order topological phases
[11, 12].

In general, the synthesis of these materials occurs
through chemical polymerization protocols of organic
monomers[13–17], whose size and shape strongly depend
on the physicochemical parameters of the solution (sol-
vent, pH, concentration, temperature, pressure, etc.)[18].
Bottom-up and top-down methods[19] have been used
to sinthetize low-dimensional crystalline MOFs such as
nanoparticles (0D), nanoribbons and nanotubes (1D),
2D-nanosheets and -nanoflakes. The spatial geometry of
the metal-organic framework is highly dependent on the
geometry details of the binding organic molecules. There-
fore, a judicious choice of molecules and metal ions can

lead to the synthesis of two-dimensional crystalline struc-
tures with desired properties[20]. Non-trivial 1D topolog-
ical phases were addressed in experimental realization of
precise all-graphene nanoribbon hetrostructures, opening
new promising routes for band engineering based on con-
trolling their electronic topology [21]. Some of the appli-
cations for such materials involve energy storage devices
(batteries and supercapacitors) [22] and sensors [23].

A simplified theoretical description of such MOF sys-
tems may be addressed via tight-binding models on the
Kagome lattice. In general, they predict a dispersionless
band in the energy spectrum, not present in the hexago-
nal graphene lattices that has been extensively explored
[24–26]. When spin-orbit coupling are also taken into
account these flat bands may exhibit interesting topolog-
ical features[27–29], due to the occurrence of degeneracy
breaking. Magnetic ordering features in Kagome systems
with transition metals has inspired theoretical work on
standard Kagome lattices including strong electronic cor-
relations via Hartree-Fock approach [30]. Observation of
topological flat bands in frustrated kagome metal CoSn
were reported using angle-resolved photoemission spec-
troscopy and band structure calculations[31].

Here we explore the conjugated effects of electron-
electron interaction and spin-orbit coupling in the topo-
logical properties of hexagonal graphene-Kagome lat-
tices. We first analyze the topological emergence on the
isolated couplings, i.e., spin-orbit with null e-e interac-
tion and also electronic correlation without spin-orbit
coupling. We then consider both interactions. One of
the theoretical findings is that although topological tran-
sitions happen for high spin-orbit coupling, the incorpo-
ration of electronic correlation may reduce the transition
SOC value. We also observe that electronic correlation
alone promotes changes in the band topological charac-
terization that depends also on the filling band factor.
Further, we explore the topological nature of the edge
states by calculating the probability density of the elec-
tronic wave functions. The edge states are shown to
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FIG. 1. Schematic view of (a) a 2D graphene-Kagome lattice
composed of two different sites (orange and green) and (b) the
corresponding unit cell. (c) A quasi 1D asymmetric graphene-
Kagome nanoribbon with zigzag edges and width Lz.

counterpropagates with reverse spin in the opposite edges
of the graphene-kagome nanoribbon.

II. MODEL

The graphene-Kagome systems are modeled by a
single-orbital Hubbard like tight-binding Hamiltonian
written as

H =
∑
i,α

εic
†
i,αci,α +

∑
〈i,j〉,α

ti,jc
†
i,αcj,α +

∑
i,α

Ui〈ni,ᾱ〉ni,α +

+ iλSO
∑

〈〈i,j〉〉,α,β

νi,jc
†
i,ασ

z
α,βcj,β + h.c., (1)

where the first two terms are the usual on-site, and first-
neighbor hopping terms, respectively, with the site en-
ergy given by εi and the hopping parameter by ti,j . α
and β denote the spin projections along the z-direction,
perpendicular to the graphene-Kagome lattice. The sec-
ond term is the mean-field Hubbard term, where ni,α
is the mean-occupation number of site i for spin pro-
jection α, up to the Fermi energy (EF ). Here the
mean-occupation number is obtained self-consistently via

ni,α =
∫ EF

−∞ ραi (E)dE, with ραi being the local density

of state. The last term is a Kane-Mele term[32], where
νi,j = ±1, depending on the orientation of the two sec-
ond neighbor bonds [33], σzα,β is the Pauli matrix element,
and λSO is the intensity of the intrinsic spin-orbit cou-
pling (ISOC). All the energies are given in terms of the
hopping parameter ti,j = t.

FIG. 2. Electronic band structure of a 2D graphene-Kagome
lattice projected on both K (left) and H (right) sublat-
tices along the symmetric lines of the Brillouin zine, with
ε = ±0.25t and null e-e and spin-orbit interactions.

A 2D graphene-Kagome lattice is schematically dis-
played in Fig.1 (a) with its corresponding unit cell in
Fig.1 (b). We also consider graphene-Kagome nanorib-
bons with zigzag edges displayed along the x-direction
(ZGKNRs), with symmetric and asymmetric edges con-
figurations. We call symmetric edged nanoribbons those
with equal bottom and top edge configurations, differ-
ently from the asymmetric geometry shown in Fig. 1 (c)
where the central conductor is connected to two perfectly
matched leads composed of the same nanoribbon nature.
The symmetric (asymmetric) nanoribbon width is given
by LZ = 10p − 1 (LZ = 10p), being p the number of
transversal hexagon units in the ribbon unit cell.

In the case of the 2D system, a N × N eigenvalue
problem defined by a matricial Hamiltonian is solved self-
consistently, using a standard definition of the discretized
local density of states, with N being the number of atoms
in the unit cell. Alternatively, for the graphene-Kagome
nanoribbons the electronic density of states is derived via
real-space renormalization techniques and standard re-
cursive methods within the Green function formalism[34–
36]. The local density of states is given as a function of
energy and the local mean occupation number for the
zigzag nanoribbon is also obtained selfconsistently[37].

Results of the electronic band structure of a 2D
graphene-Kagome lattice projected on K and H sublat-
tices are shown in Fig.2 (a) and (b), respectively, for an
uncorrelated 2D lattice and considering a null ISOC, i.e.,
U=0 and λSO=0. The electronic band structure gather
features from both sublattices, i.e., a flat band and two
pairs of graphene-like bands. The band gap at the Γ
point is given by |εK − εH |, where εK(H) are on-site en-
ergies of K(H) sublattice. The comparison between the
two sublattice projected band structures reveals a flat
band built essentially by K-lattice states.

A topological characterization of the electronic states
is also performed by calculating the spin Chern number,
by simply integrating the Berry curvature for each en-
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ergy band in the system’s Brillouin zone [38]. The Berry
curvature may be expressed as

Bn,α = i
∑
n′ 6=n

〈n, α|[∇Ĥ]|n′, α〉 × 〈n′, α|[∇Ĥ]|n, α〉
(En,α − En′,α)2

(2)

with Enα being the energy eigenvalue of the nth band.
The spin Chern number is obtained directly from the
Berry curvature Cn,α = 1

2π

∫
Bn,αd

2k, with n indicat-
ing the different valence bands. The spin-dependent Hall
conductivity is directly obtained via

σα =
e2

h

N∑
n=1

Cn,α . (3)

III. RESULTS

We first present the electronic band structure of an
uncorrelated 2D graphene-Kagome lattice with a spin-
orbit coupling λSO/t=0.05, as shown in Fig.3(a) and null
electron-electron correlation. For comparison we have
also included the case of zero SO coupling. The SO cou-
pling is responsible for important gap opening at K and
Γ points, named here as Eg1, Eg2 and Eg4. The gaps are
marked by colored shadow regions. Near the Γ point the
flat band acquires an energy dispersion, modifying the
gap size at E = 0 (Eg3). The gap evolution as a function
of the SO coupling for the different gaps are shown in
Fig.3(b).

The distinct behavior of the Eg1 to Eg4 gap curves
put in evidence that intrinsic spin-orbit coupling breaks
the electron-hole symmetry. In particular, the depen-
dence with increasing λSO values for both Eg1 and Eg4
gap shows oscillatory-like features. Differently, the finite
central gap (Eg3), presented at λSO = 0, closes for small
values of the spin-orbit interaction but evolves increasing
it again, similarly to the features exhibited by the new
SO-dependent gap Eg2 emerged when the flat band allow
energy dispersion.

In Fig.4 we display the electronic band structures for
2D graphene-Kagome lattices considering null electronic
correlation and different spin-orbit interaction, including
the case at which the central gap is closed (λSO/t =
0.100, 0.144 and 0.200). The spin-up Chern numbers for
each band are depicted, highlighting the changes as a
function of increasing λSO values as the spin-orbit inter-
action is switched on. Also, the flat band is distorted
at the Γ point leading to a graphene-Kagome transition
from a trivial to a topological insulator, that is inter-
mediated by the situation of closed gap shown in figure
4 (b) for λSO = 0.14435. Electronic energy bands for
an asymmetric 60-ZGKNR are displayed in figure 4(d)-
(f) for the same λSO values used in the example of the
the 2D graphene-Kagome. The spin degeneracy is clearly
lifted for finite λSO values giving rise to surface states at
the corresponding energy gap regions of the 2D counter-
part system.

FIG. 3. (a) Band structure of 2D graphene-Kagome for
λSO/t = 0 (black curves) and λSO/t = 0.05 (pink curves).
(b) Energy gap Egi evolution as a function of intrinsic spin-
orbit coupling parameter.

FIG. 4. Electronic band structures for 2D graphene-Kagome
lattices considering ε = ±0.25t and (a) λSO/t = 0.100, (b)
0.144 and (c) 0.200. Spin-up Chern numbers for each band
are depicted. Electronic energy bands for a 61-ZGKNR (d)-
(f) for the same λSO values as the 2D, and a filling factor
equal to 3/5.
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FIG. 5. Electronic band structures for 2D graphene-kagome
lattice with λSO/t = 0.0 and (a) U/t = 0.4, (b) U/t = 0.8
and (c) U/t = 1.2. The electronic filling factor is 3/5 filling.

Coming back to the 2D lattice we show in Fig. 5
the effect on the electronic band structures by including
electron-electron correlation in the Hamiltonian. All the
results refer to the case of zero spin-orbit coupling and
considering an electronic filling factor ζ=3/5 for differ-
ent values of U/t. Other ζ values may also be explored,
mainly those related to energy gap regions, as 1/5, 2/5
and 4/5. No split of the spin bands are observed, im-
posing nonmagnetic solutions. As the e-e interaction in-
creases the system suffers a semiconductor-metal tran-
sition. Interestingly, the gap changes from the top of
the valence band to the bottom of the conduction band,
guided by the position of the flat band. We have also
analyzed the changes induced by the e-e correlations on
the electronic properties of the zigzag ZGKNRs. The
main feature found was the degeneracy lift of the flat
band, highly pronounced for increasing values of elec-
tronic correlation and more notable in the case of asym-
metric nanoribbons (not shown here). As in the 2D case,
no spin degeneracy was manifested.

The dependence of the spin-polarized conductivity on
the spin-orbit coupling, calculated via Eq.(3), is pre-
sented in Fig.6 for null e-e correlation (left panel) and
for U/t = 1.0 (right panel), considering different values
of ζ. For null e-e correlation, three cases emerge de-
pending on the filling factor: (i) normal semiconductor
to topological insulator transition (ζ=3/5), and no tran-
sition from trivial to topological (and vice-versa) with (i)
spin-polarized conductivity changes or with (ii) fixed spin
polarization for all the SO coupling range studied. How-
ever, for the particular case of U=1.0t, only situations (ii)
and (iii) are manifested, i.e., no topological transition is
achieved as the spin-orbit is increased. Actually, while
for ζ equal to 1/5, 2/5 and 4/5 there are not great dif-
ferences between the spin-polarized conductivity results

FIG. 6. Panels of spin polarized conductivity as a function
of the energy of the spin-orbit coupling (λSO) for different ζ
values, considering U =0.0 and 1.0t.

FIG. 7. Diagrams of spin polarized conductivity maps as a
function of the spin-orbit and e-e interaction energies, for (a)
1/5, (b) 2/5, (c) 3/5 and (d) 4/5 filling factors.

with and without the electronic correlations, the doped
case corresponding to a filling equal to 3/5 marks a phase
transition at a particular SO coupling value. It should
be interesting, therefore, to investigate the dependence
of the spin-polarization conductivity on both correlation
and coupling energies.

The spin Chern number changes as the electron-
electron interaction and the spin-orbit coupling are con-
sidered are illustrated on the colored diagrams displayed
in Fig.7 via the conductivity results. We used Eq. (3),
taking into account that the number of edge metallic
states corresponds to the sum of the spin Chern num-
ber of the occupied bands. Depending on the filling fac-
tor, the transition from topological insulators to trivial
insulator, and vice-versa, occurs (or not) for particular
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FIG. 8. Band structure of an asymmetric 50-ZGKNR with
U/t = 0.2 and (a) λso/t = 0.05 and (b) λso/t = 0.2, for the
case of ζ = 3/5. The Fermi level is marked with green dashed
line. Red and blue curves denote up and down spin compo-
nents, respectively. Band structures of the corresponding 2D
Kagome lattices are displayed at right. (c) Probability den-
sity of metallic states for λso/t = 0.2 at E/t = 0.5, along the
transversal direction, given in units of H-K NN distance, dHK

combinations of spin-orbit coupling and e-e interaction
values. This is revealed by the color change in the dia-
grams. In the case of ζ =3/5, such transition is promoted
for the lowest coupling energy values; λSO < 0.2t and
U < 0.7t, green to yellow changes in the diagram. This
is particularly considered an interesting case because of
the relative low value of the spin-orbit coupling necessary
to promote the topological insulator transition.

Both interaction effects (e-e correlation and spin-orbit
coupling) are also explored on the ZGKNR’s. The elec-
tronic structures of asymmetric 60-ZGKNR with ζ = 3/5,

U/t = 0.2, and λso/t = 0.05 and 0.20t are shown in Fig.
8(a) and (b), respectively. The Fermi level for both cases
are marked with green dashed lines. The band structures
of the corresponding 2D lattices with the same energy
parameters (U and λSO) are shown at right. When the
spin-orbit coupling is small [see case (a) in Fig. 8] the
Fermi level clearly marks the presence of a normal gap,
typical of a trivial insulator. Contrary, for λso/t = 0.2,
two groups of crossing bands emerge, each for one k-
direction, separating the opposite spin states within the
topological gaps. The presence of such edge states reveals
the topological insulator nature of the graphene-Kagome
nanoribbon systems. To highlight this feature, we display
in Fig.8(c) the spatial distribution of the wave function
associated to an energy state close to the Fermi level
(0.5t) corresponding to the Hamiltonian parameter used
in Fig.8(b). The position from one edge to the other was
given in terms of the distance between two sites H and K
in the unit cell, dHK . The probability density associated
with the different combinations of momentum and spin
directions, denoted by distinct symbols, reveals the edge
localization of the states typical of a topological insulator
phase. It is important to mention that the emergence of
topological phases does not depend on the spatial symme-
try but entirely on ISO effect. Symmetric nanoribbons
also exhibit edge localizations but differently, the spin
degeneracy lift is a subtle effect.

IV. CONCLUSION

A topological insulator characterization of metal-
organic frameworks, described by 2D graphene-Kagome
systems and quasi 1D graphene-Kagome nanoribbons,
were addressed by using a Hubbard like tight-binding
Hamiltonian with spin-orbit coupling and the invariant
Chern number per spin. Hall conductance diagram maps
were derived, for different electronic occupation and com-
bined e-e correlation and SO coupling intensities. Triv-
ial to non-trivial insulator phase transitions were ob-
tained for 2/5 and 3/5 filling factors. For the case of
the graphene-Kagome nanoribbons the topological insu-
lator phases were analyzed from the emergence of metal-
lic states at the central bulk gap, and the corresponding
edge spatial localization of such states.

As the effects of considering both interaction couplings
on the electronic responses of metal-organic systems, and
their consequent topological nature, are so far little ex-
plored, we believe that our findings are quite relevant for
future applications, taking into account the wide vari-
ety of MOFs already existing, synthesized and theoreti-
cally proposed. Actually we have shown that graphene-
Kagome is a topological insulator and depending on the
spin-orbit considered topological transitions may occurs.
Moreover, such topological transitions are also modu-
lated by the electron-electron interaction intensities. The
study of such lattices as describing real materials is fun-
damental for their applicability as possible spintronic de-
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vices and as a source of possible routes of exotic material
states.
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