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While advances in electronic band theory have brought to light new topological systems, under-
standing the interplay of band topology and electronic interactions remains a frontier question. In
this work, we predict new interacting electronic orders emerging near higher-order Van Hove singu-
larities present in the Chern bands of the Haldane model. We classify the nature of such singularities
and employ unbiased renormalization group methods that unveil a complex landscape of electronic
orders, which include ferromagnetism, density-waves and superconductivity. Importantly, we show
that repulsive interactions can stabilize long-sought pair-density-wave state and an exotic Chern su-
permetal, which is a new class of non-Fermi liquid with anomalous quantum Hall response. This
framework opens a new path to explore unconventional electronic phases in two-dimensional chiral
bands through the interplay of band topology and higher-order Van Hove singularities.

Introduction– TheHaldanemodel [1] provides a minimal
description of Chern bands displaying quantized Hall
conductance albeit in zero magnetic field, which are re-
alized when Dirac fermions in graphene bands acquire
a time-reversal broken, inversion symmetric mass at the
twovalleys±K of the Brillouin zone (BZ). Besides the re-
alization of Haldane Chern bands in ultracold fermions
[2], new correlation-driven Chern bands recently iden-
tified [3–15] in moiré materials open new paths to ex-
plore interaction effects in topological bands. The role of
interactions in Haldane Chern bands has received sub-
stantial attention. In particular, in the strong coupling
regime obtained when the interaction scale U is much
stronger than the bandwidth W of a Chern band that
is separated from other bands by an energy gap ∆ such
that ∆ � U � W , electronic correlations can stabilize
rich fractionalized phases [16–19]. Furthermore, corre-
lated phases of the repulsive Haldane-Hubbard model
at commensurate 1/2 and 1/4 fillings have been investi-
gated using numerical methods and mean-field studies
[20–28].

On the other hand, defying expectations that theweak
coupling regime (U �W ) in Chern bands leads to a sta-
ble Fermi liquid (FL) fixed point, recent analysis [29, 30]
has uncovered newFL instabilities in partially filledHof-
stadter bands [31] (generally supporting non-zero Chern
number [32]) due to the interplay of repulsive interac-
tions and logarithmic Van Hove singularities (VHS). In
such fractal bands, the magnet flux per unit cell acts
a control knob changing the landscape of VHSs and
opening new interaction channels. A pressing question
then arises: Can VHS catalyze FL instabilities in Hal-
dane Chern bands in the absence of a magnetic field?
Notably, while the relation between VHS and electronic
correlations has been greatly emphasized in modern 2D
materials, from moiré [33–35] to kagomé metals [36, 37],
little is known about their influence in Chern bands.

In this Letter, we unveil a new scheme to investi-

gate correlation effects in Chern bands, focusing on the
Haldane-Hubbard model as a paradigmatic system to
address the confluence of band topology and electronic
correlations. Departing from previous studies [20–28],
we analyze a new regime characterized by incommen-
surate fillings reached when the Fermi energy lies near
VHS in theHaldaneChern bands. The diverging density
of states (DOS) near localized pockets in the BZ allows a
treatment of interactions at weak coupling regime using
unbiased RG methods. The main results of this work
are:
(1)Anovel classification of VHS inHaldane Chern bands: We
analytically identify new logarithmic [38] and higher-
order VHS (HOVHS) [39, 40] of Haldane Chern bands,
beyond the conventional VHSs in graphene [41]. These
new saddle points are controlled by the second neigh-
bor hopping amplitude t2 and the phase φ (see Fig. 1.),
which break time reversal symmetrywhile preserving spa-
tial inversion. Notably, we identify a pair of HOVHS
at ±K occurring throughout the boundary of regions
II and III of Fig. 1. Such HOVHSs yield diverging
DOS D(ε) ∼ |ε|−1/3, promoting strongly enhanced low
temperature susceptibilities in all particle-particle and
particle-hole channels, which, consequently, open a new
path to explore competing electronic orders in Chern
bands via these HOVHS.
(2) Novel FL instabilities through competing orders near
HOVHS: We employ perturbative RG [42, 43] to study
FL instabilities in the vicinity of such pair of HOVHS
related by inversion symmetry. While this HOVHS 2-
patch RG was analyzed in bilayer graphene [39] and
moiré systems [44, 45], the situation in Haldane Chern
bands is distinct in that band topology non-trivially con-
straints the RG flows. This occurs because the topologi-
cal winding (±1) of Haldane Chern bands is associated
with electronic wavefunctions on opposite ±K valleys
which have support on opposite sublattices. This entails
a form of sublattice interference (SI), which suppresses
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FIG. 1. (a) Lattice model. (b) Landscape of VHSs. The bound-
ary between II and III highlighted in red is where two higher
order VHSs located at ±K emerge. (c) Energy contours show
the evolution of VHSs for a fixed φ = π/2 but various t, which
are marked as the black dots in (b). The yellow dashed curves
are the Fermi surfaces at Van Hove filling.

certain interaction channels, profoundly modifying the
RG flows and the resulting orders. While this SI was first
noticed in the kagome lattice [46, 47], to our knowledge,
the existence of this important effect and its connection
to competing orders in Haldane Chern bands has not
received earlier consideration, and is one of the central
results of this work.

Incorporating this novel SI into RG analysis brings
forth a rich phase diagram, shown in Fig.3, contain-
ing a host of ordered phases including ferromagnetism
(FM), density-wave (DW), superconductivity (SC) and
pair-density-wave (PDW).Remarkably,we also identify a
mechanism whereby repulsive interactions can stabilize
an exotic interacting supermetal fixed point [48], which
arises here as a non-Fermi liquid with quantum anoma-
lous Hall response [49]. We coin this new phase a Chern
supermetal. While the supermetal in [48] relies on an iso-
lated HOVHS (see also [50]), we demonstrate that SI and
spontaneous generation of a staggered mass under the
RG flow in the Haldane Chern bands is pivotal in sup-
pressing interaction channels between the two HOVHS
that would normally drive the system towards an or-
dered phase [39, 51]. The same mechanism also allows
for a pair-density-wave (PDW) state [52] with momen-
tum ±K to emerge from purely repulsive interactions.
Our results thus constitute a new paradigm to explore
electronic in correlations topological Chern bands via
HOVHS.
Model. We investigate the spin-degenerate single particle
Hamiltonian [1]

H0 =
∑
σ=↑,↓

∑
k∈BZ

c†kσHkckσ , Hk = B0,kτ0 +Bk ·τ , (1)

where BZ is the first Brillouin zone, ckσ =
(cA,k,σ, cB,k,σ)T is the fermionic operator on sublattices
A and B; τµ (µ = 0, 1, 2, 3) represents the 2 × 2 identity
and three Pauli matrices acting on the sublattice degrees
of freedom, and

B0,k = 2t2 cosφ

3∑
i=1

cosk · bi ,

Bk =

3∑
i=1

 t1 cosk · ai
−t1 sink · ai

2t2 sinφ sink · bi

 , (2)

where a1 = a(1, 0), a2 = a
2 (−1,

√
3), a3 = a

2 (−1,−
√

3)
are vectors connecting A to nearest neighbor B sites
and b1 = a2 − a3, b2 = a3 − a1, b3 = a1 − a2. a is
the lattice constant that we henceforth set to one and
we define t = t2/t1. The single particle Hamiltonian
1 is diagonalized H0 =

∑
σ

∑
n=± εn,kψ

†
n,σ,kψn,σ,k by

the unitary transformation cs,k,σ =
∑
n=± usn(k)ψn,k,σ ,

(s = A,B) leading to spin degenerate energy bands
ε±,k = B0,k±|Bk| . In order to classify the critical points
∇kε±,k = 0, we analyse the determinant of the Hes-
sian Hn,k = det

(
∂2εn,k

∂ki∂kj

)
, which yields the local min-

ima/maxima (Hn,k > 0), conventional saddle points
(Hn,k < 0) and higher order saddles (Hn,k = 0).
Henceforth we focus on the upper band ε+ with

analogous considerations holding for ε−. The model
at t = 0 reduces to graphene [41] whose critical points
are Γ = (0, 0), ±K = ±

(
2π
3 ,

2π
3
√

3

)
, M1 =

(
2π
3 , 0

)
,

M2 =
(
π
3 ,

π√
3

)
and M3 =

(
−π3 ,

π√
3

)
. Γ is the max-

imum point, the valleys ±K corresponds to minima
and Mi are saddle points. By tracking the behavior of
the Hessian at these points, we arrive at the diagram
displayed in Fig. 1-(b) (only the region φ = [0, π] is dis-
played since the Hessian is invariant under φ→ 2π−φ).
Analysis of critical points reveals:
Regions I, I’ and I”: In these, Mi are saddle
points. In I, Γ is a maximum and ±K are
minima; this pattern reverses in I’ and I”. The
boundary between regions I and II is defined by
t = τ12(φ) = 1

32 sin2 φ

[
cosφ+

√
cos2 φ+ 32 sin2 φ

]
,

along which the Hessian vanishes, signaling a HOVHS
as shown in the first panel of Fig. 1-(c) In particular, at
φ = π/2, ε+(M1 +p) ≈ ε+(M1)+(9/4)p2

x− (27/16)p2
xp

2
y

describes a HOVHS with D(ε) ∼ |ε|−1/4.
Region II: Crossing the boundary into region II, where
t > τ12(φ), each HOVHS splits into two conventional
VHS equidistant from Mi on the BZ boundary. As we
increase t and get closer to the boundary with region
III, the VHS tend towards the ±K (second panel of Fig.
1-(c)).
Region III: The boundary between II and III is defined
by t = τ23(φ) = 31/4[18

√
3 sin2 φ− 18| sinφ| cosφ]−1/2
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FIG. 2. (a) Band structure with HOVHS at φ = π/2. (b) Two
patch model of the HOVHS and the sublattice weight for the
upper band.

where the Hessian vanishes when evaluated at the
BZ zone corners ±K. We note that this curve has an
asymptote at φ = π/6. Along the curve τ23(φ), ±K are
HOVHSs with D(ε) ∼ |ε|−1/3 (third panel of Fig.1-(c)),
which separate region II and III where ±K are local
minima or maxima, respectively. As we cross the
boundary into region (III), the VHSs split from the ±K
points and move towards the center of the BZ (last panel
in Fig. 1-(c)). We note that regions IV and V are similar
to III and II, except for the existence of 2 groups of six
quasidegenerate VHS, but they are not the focus of this
work.

TwoHOVHS patches: Henceforth, we focus on the bound-
ary between II and III, where a pair of HOVHS are lo-
cated at ±K for each band. A typical band structure
for φ = π/2 is presented in Fig.2(a). Without loss of
generality, we focus on the upper band (orange band in
the figure). Close to HOVHS filling, we can effectively
expand the dispersion within small patches centered at
±K up to fourth order:

ε±K(p) = ε0 ± κ1(p3
y − 3p2

xpy)− κ2(p2
x + p2

y)2 , (3)

where ε0 is the energy at the HOVHS, κ1 =
9t cosφ

8 +
√

3| sinφ|(6t2+csc2 φ)
16t and κ2 = 27

64 t cosφ −
| sinφ|(162t4+27t2 csc2 φ−csc4 φ)

128
√

3t3
are two coefficients that vary

continuously along the boundary between II and III,
determined by the curve t = τ23(φ). κ2 6= 0 quanti-
fies the deviation from perfect nesting, which occurs at
(φ, t) = (π/6, τ23(π/6)).
This two patch model admits three momentum con-

serving interactions g1, g2 and g3 (see Fig.2(b)) defined
as

HI = g1ψ
†
αψ
†
αψαψα +

∑
α6=β

g2ψ
†
αψ
†
βψβψα + g3ψ

†
αψ
†
βψαψβ

(4)
where we leave the spin structure and spin summa-
tion implicit, which should be σ, σ′, σ′, σ for the four
fermions operators in each term, and denote the patches
by α, β = ± with ψ± = ψ±K+p. These interactions are
obtained from projecting the lattice fermion interactions
onto band fermions. Quite interestingly, as long as we

focus onpatches around±K, the SI effect always associates
each valley with a distinct sublattice index. We show this
effect by plotting the sublattice weights (for the upper
band) |uA+(k)|2 (red) and |uB+(k)|2 (blue) in Fig.2(b).
Crucially, fermions near +K (−K) are solely from A (B)
sublattice, so there is a one-to-one correspondence be-
tween ci∈A/B and ψα. An important consequence is that
the onsite Hubbard interaction HU = U

∑
i c
†
i↑c
†
i↓ci↓ci↑

only contributes to g1 and the nearest neighbor inter-
action HV = V

∑
〈ij〉 c

†
iσc
†
jσ′cjσ′ciσ only contributes to

g2. Note that if there were no SI, HU would con-
tribute to all gi. Moreover, the SI also implies that g3

only arises from the more exotic bond-bond interactions
HW = W

∑
〈ij〉 c

†
iσc
†
jσ′ciσ′cjσ [53–55]. In the extended-

Hubbard model with additional bond-bond interactions
(HU +HV +HW ) the bare interactions before renormal-
ization are therefore

g1(0) = U, g2(0) = V, g3(0) = W. (5)

Note that this initial condition is robust against imper-
fect nesting, as long as the two HOVHS are located at
±K. The bond-bond interactions are typically orders of
magnitude smaller than other interactions [56, 57], and
so we will neglect them below.
RG equations: To identify the potential electronic instabil-
ities resulting from these interactions in Eq.(5), we note
that in the presence ofHOVHS the bare particle-hole and
particle-particle bubbles at zero momentum or ±K all
diverge in the same power-law manner. These bubbles
constitute the renormalization of gi’s at one-loop level,
resulting in the following RG flow equations [39, 45]:

ġ1 = εg1 + (d2 − d3)g2
1 − 2d2g

2
2 ,

ġ2 = εg2 + (d1 − 1)g2
2 − 2d2g1g2.

(6)

Here we defined the running parameter as y = Πpp(q =
0), and the nesting parameters are defined as d1 ≈
Πph(K)/y, d2 ≈ Πph(0)/y and d3 ≈ Πpp(K)/y. Within
our patch model, these bubbles are calculated via

Πpp(0) ,Πpp(K) =

∫
p

1− f [εK(p)]− f [ε∓K(−p)]

εK(p) + ε∓K(−p)
,

Πph(K) =

∫
p

f [ε−K(p)]− f [εK(p)]

εK(p)− ε−K(p)
, Πph(0) =

∫
p

−∂f [ε]

∂ε
(7)

where
∫
p

=
∫
|p|<Λ

d2p
4π2 with Λ being the high energy cut-

off, and in the first line ‘+’ is for Πpp(K) while ‘-’ is for
Πpp(0). In the perfect nesting case when κ2 in Eq.(3) van-
ishes, Eq.(7) can be evaluated analytically, which leads to
d1 = 1, d2 = d3 ≈ 1

3 . But in general di’s are determined
by both the energy scale and the parameter φ and can
strongly deviate from their perfect nesting values. The
tree-level term ε results from rescaling the field opera-
tors, with ε = 0 for the Gaussian fixed point and ε = 1/3
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for the supermetal fixed point, which occurs at g2 = 0,
g1 = 1

3(d3−d2) . Note that the strong coupling fixed points
are the same for both choices.

To probe possible symmetry breaking orders, we in-
troduce the following order parameters in both particle-
particle and particle-hole channels:

∆s
SC = 〈ψ†+ψ

†
− + ψ†−ψ

†
+〉, ∆t

SC = 〈ψ†+ψ
†
− − ψ

†
−ψ
†
+〉

∆PDW = 〈ψαψα〉, ∆CDW = 〈ψ†+ψ−〉, ∆SDW = 〈ψ†+ŝψ−〉

∆FM1 =
∑
α

〈ψ†αszψα〉, ∆FM2 =
∑
α

α〈ψ†αszψα〉

∆PI1 = 〈ψ†+ψ+ + ψ†−ψ−〉, ∆PI2 = 〈ψ†+ψ+ − ψ†−ψ−〉 .
(8)

These are singlet and triplet uniform superconductivity
∆
s/t
SC , finite momentum superconductivity (pair density

wave)∆PDW, charge- and spin-density wave∆C/SDW, fer-
romagnetism with different parities ∆FM1/2 and Pomer-
anchuk instabilities with different parities ∆PI1/2. Note
that ∆PI1 amounts to shift the chemical potential by an
overall constant, while ∆PI2 corresponds to shifting the
chemical potentials at±K oppositely. In other words, in
the presence of ∆PI1/2, the system can still remain metal-
lic but is shifted away from the Van Hove filling. When
the energy scale is reduced, the order parameters flow
as

∆̇
s/t
SC = −g2∆

s/t
SC , ∆̇PDW = −d3g1∆PDW,

∆̇C/SDW = d1g2∆C/SDW, ∆̇FM1/2 = d2g1∆FM1/2,

∆̇PI1 = d2(−g1 − 2g2)∆PI1, ∆̇PI2 = d2(−g1 + 2g2)∆PI2.
(9)

Lastly, we will use the renormalized susceptibilities to
identify the leading order, which obey χ̇i = di|∆i|2,
where di is the corresponding nesting parameters while
for the uniform SC we have di = 1. Close to the onset of
the instability, χi ∼ (yc − y)γi , thus the most negative γi
corresponds to the leading instability.
Phase diagram and two-step RG: In Fig.3 (a) we present
the phase diagram for the bare couplings gj(0) with tree
level contribution for φ = π/2 and T = 0.001t. The RG
flows are also shown by the stream lines. There are three
regions in the phase diagram: two regions with strong
coupling instabilities (blue for g2 > 0 and red for g2 < 0)
in which orders develop, and a region (green) within
whichno instability of theHOVHSdevelops andno sym-
metry is broken, resulting in a supermetal phase. Note
that the slopes of the boundaries between the regions are
functions of φ and T , but all phase diagrams are qualita-
tively similar. In particular, the boundaries are given by
g2 =

(
1− d1 ±

√
(1− d1)2 + 8(3d2 − d3)

)
g1/(4d2) for

g1 > 0.
The symmetry broken phases within each region for

different values of φ and temperature are shown in
Fig.3(b). For g2 < 0 (region B), singlet and triplet su-
perconductivities are the leading symmetry-breaking

FIG. 3. (a) g1(0) = U, g2(0) = V phase diagram and RG flow
trajectories. Fixed points are shown by red dots, fixed trajecto-
ries are shownby red lines that also form the phase boundaries.
All trajectories in the green region flow to the supermetal fixed
point, while all trajectories in the blue regionAwith g2 > 0 (red
region B with g2 < 0) flow to some symmetry-broken strong
coupling fixed point. The corresponding phases depend on
temperature T and φ, as shown in (b): the PI2 instability is al-
ways leading in Awith a subleading PDW (purple) or C/SDW
(yellow, labeled DW) instability; either a leading PI1 with sub-
leading s/tSCor a leading s/tSCoccur in B. The fixed trajectory
along g2 = 0 is unstable but can become stabilized at y = y∗

due to a staggered mass generated by the PI2 instability be-
coming comparable to the RG cutoff Λ, as shown in (c), which
also shows the RG flows of g1 and g2 starting in region A with
repulsive bare interactions. Depending on whether g1 changes
sign or not at y∗ (y∗2 and y∗1 labeled in (a)), either an instability
in region C (PDW or FM) or a supermetal phase is realized
respectively.

instabilities (PI1, corresponding to a chemical poten-
tial, is generally the leading vertex correction but does
not break any symmetry and does not gap out the
Fermi surface). The degeneracy is lifted by the ne-
glected bond-bond interaction giving a non-zero W =
g3, with positive (negative) values favoring triplet (sin-
glet) SC. For g2 > 0 (region A), the leading instability is
the inversion-symmetry breaking valley-order PI2, with
subleading PDW or C/SDW as shown in Fig.3 (b); ob-
serve that C/SDW are Kekulé-type bond orders due to
the sublattice-valley polarization. These are consistent
with the phases found in [45].
We note, however, that the PI2 instability does not gap

out the HOVHS, but yields an interaction-driven stag-
gered mass in the Haldane model. Once the generated
staggered massM is sufficiently large, the RG equations
Eq. 6 are no longer valid, as only a single HOVHS at
a single valley can be tuned to at a time, resulting in
the situation considered in [50]. In that case the g2 and
g3 processes become forbidden by momentum conser-
vation. This results in a particularly interesting scenario
for the most relevant case of completely repulsive inter-
actions (positive gj). The instabilities in RG generally
occur at some finite critical value y = yc, but it is pos-
sible that at some point the running M(y) grows larger
than the cutoff Λ = Λ0e

−y (Λ0 being the bare cut-off
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prior to starting the RG flow) for some y∗ < yc, in which
case the RG should be done in two steps as illustrated in
Fig.3(c). When y∗ is reached, Eq. 6 has to be modified
with g2 → 0, with the new RG flow continuing along
the g2 = 0 line in the phase diagram (region C), which
is otherwise an unstable fixed trajectory of the RG flow,
until yc is finally reached.

Depending on whether g1(y∗) is positive or negative,
this mechanism can realize a Chern supermetal or a bro-
ken symmetry phase, respectively. The possible sym-
metry broken phases are shown in the third panel of
Fig.3(b), and include either a FM or PDW instabilities.
We emphasize that these phases would be unstable in
the absence of the interaction-generated staggered mass
which projects out the g2 and the previously neglected
g3 interactions. For the supermetal, g3 in principle leads
to a further instability [39, 45] due to multiple HOVHS
[51]. As the bond-bond interactionsW = g3(0) are pre-
sumed very small, however, the resulting instabilitymay
only occur at exceedingly low temperatures making the
supermetal stable at finite temperature even in the ab-
sence of a generated staggered mass, thanks to the SI
mechanism. The PDW phase is similarly stabilized once
g2 and g3 are projected out, but importantly g1 changes
sign before the projection, with attraction in the PDW
channel thus generated by purely repulsive bare interac-
tions. This scenario contrasts with models with a single
HOVHS [45, 50], where thePDWinstability requires bare
attractive interactions.

In summary, we have classified the manifold of VHSs
in inversion symmetric Haldane bands, uncovering a
new framework to investigate electronic correlations in
Chern bands. The identification of a pair of HOVHS
at BZ valleys provides a route to study the interplay
of interactions and band topology once the Fermi
energy lies in the vicinity of these higher-order saddles.
Beyond a host of exotic ordered phases including
long-sought pair-density waves, we identified a novel
Chern supermetal displaying non-Fermi liquid behavior
and quantum anomalous Hall response, which are
salient features observable in transport and tunneling
experiments. Expanding this framework to other Chern
systems realized either in ultracold fermions or in 2D
Van der Waals materials is a promising future direction.

-Note: During the completion of this work, Ref. [50] ap-
peared analyzing a single HOVHS in theHaldanemodel
with a staggered mass that explicitly breaks inversion
symmetry. Our approach, conversely, starts with an in-
version symmetric model with two HOVHSs and leads
to different Fermi liquid instabilities.
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