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We examine the possible existence of Dirac semimetal with magnetic order in a two-dimensional system

with a nonsymmorphic symmetry by using the Hartree-Fock mean-field theory within the Hubbard model. We

locate the region in the second-neighbor spin-orbit coupling vs Hubbard interaction phase diagram, where such

a state is stabilized. The edge states for the ribbons along two orthogonal directions concerning the orientation

of in-plane magnetic moments are obtained. Finally, the effect of the in-plane magnetic field, which results in

the stabilization of the Weyl semimetallic state, and the nature of the edge states corresponding to the Weyl

semimetallic state for ribbon geometries are also explored.

I. INTRODUCTION

Significant progress, accomplished in the direction of topo-

logical band theories of insulators [1–6] and superconduc-

tors [7–12] in the last decade, has inspired parallelly the study

of gapless systems with nontrivial topology [13–18]. The

crucial band feature of the gapless topological systems, i.e.,

semimetals is the symmetry-protected band crossing at the

Fermi energy [19–26]. There exists a non-zero topological

charge associated with the flux of a curvature function such as

the Berry curvature along a closed loop in the Brillouin zone

enclosing the band-crossing point [27, 28]. These semimetals

exhibit a variety of electronic and transport properties includ-

ing the edge states [24, 29, 30], anomalous Hall effect [28],

large thermopower [31] etc., which make them important for

a variety of technological applications [32, 33].

Graphene, with a two-sublattice and honeycomb lattice

crystal structure, is one of the systems studied extensively

for its topological semimetallic state, which is protected by

time-reversal (T ) and parity (P) invariance in the absence

of spin-orbit coupling [34–36]. The quasiparticle dispersion,

in the vicinity of band crossings at the Fermi level, is lin-

ear in all the momentum directions of the Brillouin zone.

A linear energy dispersion near the band crossing points or

the Dirac points (DP) describes a pseudo-relativistic massless

Dirac fermion [26, 37]. However, a small spin-orbit coupling

(SOC) can destroy the Dirac cone, which results in an insu-

lating state with a topological origin [1, 14]. Intense effort is

underway to search for 2D material systems besides graphene,

which can support the symmetry-protected Dirac semimetal

(DSM), because of the tunability of the physical properties of

two-dimensional systems.

Recent studies [38–40] suggest that the symmetry-

protected two-dimensional topological semimetallic state

(TSM) may also exist in the presence of SOC unlike in the

case of graphene. However, such a TSM state requires the

presence of non-symmorphic crystalline symmetries. The two

successive symmetry operations, which may be associated

with non-symmorphic symmetry, belong to a point group such

as rotation about an axis or reflection in a plane together with

a fractional Bravais lattice translation [41–43].

DPs can also be stabilized in three-dimensional sys-

tems [39, 44]. 3D Dirac semimetal (DSM) was proposed

earlier in β-cristobalite BiO2 [26] and experimental signa-

tures were obtained later in materials such as Na3Bi [45],

Cd3As2 [46, 47] etc. There are two routes via which 3D

DSMs can be obtained [19]. First, such a state can appear as

an intermediate state, when a system is driven across a tran-

sition from the trivial to a topological insulating state in the

presence of band inversion. Here, the stability of DPs requires

inversion symmetry in addition to the time-reversal symme-

try and the removal of any of these two symmetries leads to a

semimetal with DPs being split into the Weyl points with non-

zero Chern number [48–53]. The other route is through the

touching of conduction and valence bands at discrete points

in the Brillouin zone, where the DPs are protected by the non-

symmorphic symmetries of the crystal-space group. 3D DSM

state may also exist in the absence of T or P with candidate

materials suggested to be CuMnAs and CuMnP with an an-

tiferromagnetic order (AFM) [54]. Protection of DPs in 2D

DSM state with AFM order, in the presence of glide mirror

symmetry consisting of reflection about a plane and half trans-

lation, was also explored, when both T and P are broken [39].

The stability of the 2D DSM or Weyl semimetallic (WSM)

state with AFM order may require a rather stringent condi-

tion on the orientation of magnetic moments to be fulfilled.

Such a state is possible only when the magnetic moments are

aligned along the plane of the two-dimensional system in a

way that they are directed along the line joining nearest neigh-

bor atoms on a given sublattice [39]. However, it is yet to be

seen whether this type of state can be realized in a one-orbital

tight-binding model with Hubbard interaction. In this paper,

we examine the possible existence of DSM state with AFM

order within the Hubbard model in a setting, where both T
and P are broken, while their combination T P remains in-

tact. When the magnetic moments lie in the plane, a phase di-

agram is obtained in the SOC vs interaction parameter space

and the corresponding edge states are obtained. The conse-

quence of magnetic field on the DPs and the modified edge

states is studied.

This paper is organized as follows. Section II describes the

one-orbital Hubbard model with second-neighbor SOC in the

sublattice basis. With mean-field decoupled Hubbard interac-

tion, the Hamiltonian for magnetic moments pointing in ar-

bitrary directions is presented. Section III discusses the re-

sults including a phase diagram in order to identify the region,

where DSM with AFM order is stabilized, especially when

the magnetic moments are oriented along the crystal plane. In

addition, the edge states for ribbon geometry when the ribbon

http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.17101v3
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FIG. 1: AFM lattice arrangement with 2 atoms per unit cell (shown

in red square) having sublattices A and B with magnetic moments

aligned along x-direction whose lattice vectors are ~a1 = (1, 0, 0)
and~a2 = (0, 1, 0), respectively. The A(B) atoms are displaced along

+z(−z) directions by a tiny fraction of the lattice vector to make the

crystal non-symmorphic. The red (yellow) circles show the atoms

lying above (below) the plane.

is oriented along a direction in which the magnetic moments

are aligned and a direction perpendicular to it are studied. We

also discuss the consequence of magnetic field and possible

stabilization of WSM state. Finally, we present conclusions

in section IV.

II. MODEL AND METHOD

In order to study the antiferromagnetic DSM state, we con-

sider a tight-binding Hamiltonian in two-dimension with spin-

orbit coupling [1] and Hubbard interaction, which is given by

H = t
∑

〈i,j〉,σ

(a†iσajσ + h.c.) +
∑

i

Uni↑ni↓

+ iλ
∑

i

∑

σσ′

(νi,i+δ′a
†
iσai+δ′σ′σσσ′ + h.c.) (1)

The first term represents the delocalization energy gain aris-

ing because of hopping of an electron with the spin σ from the

site i to a nearest-neighbor site j, where a†iσ(aiσ) is the elec-

tron creation (destruction) operator. t is the hopping param-

eter, which is set to be the unit of energy throughout unless

mentioned otherwise. Here, only the nearest-neighbor hop-

ping is considered as the second-neighbor hopping will break

the particle-hole symmetry, which leads to two DPs appear-

ing at different energies. The second term denotes the onsite

Coulomb repulsion between the electrons of opposite spins,

where ni↑ = a†i↑ai↑. The third term denotes the next-nearest

neighbor SOC whereas the nearest-neighbor SOC is ignored.

δ′ = +x̂ or +ŷ. λ is the SOC parameter and νi,i+δ′ = -νi+δ′,i

= ±1 depending on the orientation of two next-nearest neigh-

boring bonds.

We consider a square lattice as shown in Fig. 1 with a single

orbital per site. The unit cell has two atoms placed in an AFM

arrangement with the lattice vectors denoted by ~a1 = (1, 0, 0)
and ~a2 = (0, 1, 0), respectively. In order to make the lattice

non-symmorphic, the atoms in the unit cell namely A and B

are displaced along +z and −z directions, respectively, by a

tiny but equal fraction of the lattice vector. This atomic ar-

rangement allows next-nearest-neighbor SOC [14].

The meanfield decoupling of the Hubbard term of the

Hamiltonian given by Eq. 1 yields

Him = −U
2

∑

iσ

Ψ†
i (σ ·mi)Ψi +

U

4

∑

i

m2
i (2)

where Ψ†
i = (a†i↑, a

†
i↓). The j-th component of magnetic mo-

ment at the site i is mj
i = 1

2
〈Ψ†

iσ
jΨi〉 whereas mi is the

magnetic moment at site i. σj is j-th component of Pauli ma-

trices. When incorporated into the sublattice structure of the

system with AFM order under consideration, the meanfield

decoupled part with broken P and T becomes

Hmf = −
∑

iαβ

τa†iα(σ ·∆i)αβaiβ , (3)

where ∆i is the exchange field given by

2∆i = U(mixx̂+miy ŷ +miz ẑ). (4)

mix,miy , andmiz represent the components of magnetic mo-

ments, which are obtained self consistently. x̂, ŷ, and ẑ are the

unit vectors. The last term of Him does not appear in Hmf

as it is a scalar field and does not play any role in the self-

consistent calculation. τ = 1 on A sublattice and -1 on B
sublattice. Thus, after Fourier transforming Eq. 1 and com-

bining it with Eq. 3, the Hamiltonian in the k-space can be

written in the composite sublattice and spin basis as

H(k) = 4tτ1 cos
kx
2

cos
ky
2

+ (∆x − 2λ sin ky)σ1 ⊗ τ3

+ (∆y + 2λ sin kx)σ2 ⊗ τ3 +∆zσ3 ⊗ τ3, (5)

where σ and τ are Pauli matrices in the spin and sublattice

spaces. The two-fold degenerate eigenvalues of the Hamilto-

nian can be readily shown to be

Ek = ±
√

ε2k +∆′2
xk +∆′2

yk +∆2
z, (6)

where εk = 4t cos kx

2
cos

ky

2
, ∆′

xk = ∆x − 2λ sinky , ∆′
yk =

∆y+2λ sinkx. The eigenvector (φAk↑, φBk↑, φAk↓, φBk↓)
T of the

Hamiltonian H(k) is used to obtain the magnetic moments in

a self-consistent manner, where one electron per site is con-

sidered throughout. The components of magnetic moments at
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FIG. 2: Phase diagram in the λ−U space in the range 4 ≤ U ≤ 8 and

0 ≤ λ ≤ 1.0 at half-filling (n = 1.0). DSM state with AFM order is

obtained only for a very narrow range of λ which separates the DSM

state without magnetic order (DSM-NM) and the AFM insulating

state (AFM-I).

the sublattice A is

mz = nA
↑ − nA

↓

=
∑

k,l

(φA∗
k↑ φ

A
k↑Θ(Ef − E,̨↑,l)− φA∗

k↓φ
A
k↓Θ(Ef − E,̨↓,l))

mx =
∑

k,l

(φA∗
k↑ φ

A
k↓ + φAk↑φ

A∗
k↓ )Θ(Ef − E,̨↑,l)Θ(Ef − E,̨↓,l)

my =
∑

k,l

(−iφA∗
k↑φ

A
k↓ + iφA∗

k↑φ
A
k↓)Θ(Ef − E,̨↑,l)

× Θ(Ef − E,̨↓,l),

(7)

where l is the band index.

III. RESULTS

The energy dispersion given by Eq. 6 is gapped whenever

the magnetic moments have a component along z direction

or along a direction in the x-y plane other than x or y axes.

However, there exists a two-fold degenerate band crossing at

Ek = 0 provided that the magnetic moments are oriented ei-

ther along x or y direction. In these cases, the energy disper-

sions are linear in the vicinity of the band crossing which in-

dicates that these crossing points are DPs. These DPs are pro-

tected by glide mirror symmetry {Mx̂| 120} and {Mŷ|0 1

2
} de-

pending on whether the magnetic moments are oriented along

x and y, respectively [39].

Fig. 2 shows the self-consistently obtained phase diagram

in the λ-U parameter space when the magnetic moments are

aligned along the x direction. Three different phases are ob-

tained; DSM without magnetic order, DSM with AFM order,

and a normal insulator with AFM order. It may be noted
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FIG. 3: For U = 5, electronic dispersions are plotted when (a)

λ = 0.4, (b) λ = 0.7 and (c) λ = 1.0. For these three differ-

ent values, normal insulator, DSM state with antiferromagnetic order

and without any magnetic order are obtained, respectively. In each

case, the DPs are protected by the non-symmorphic symmetries.

that magnetic-order parameter vanishes in the DSM-NM state

found in the small U but large λ region. Thus, there is no

order parameter associated with this phase and both inversion

and time-reversal symmetry are intact and DPs are protected

by the nonsymmorphic symmetries. However, the magnetic-

order paramater is non zero and time-reversal symmetry is

broken in the DSM state with AFM order (AFM-DSM) as

well as in the normal insulator with AFM order (AFM-I).

The latter two are differentiated only by condition based on

the relative strength of magnetic-moment dependent exchange

coupling and SOC, which is discussed later in this paragraph.

Unlike in the symmorphic system, there is no further reduc-

tion in the translational symmetry originating from the sublat-

tice structure associated with AFM ordering of magnetic mo-

ments. This is because the atoms in the sublattices A and B
are displaced by a tiny fraction of lattice vector in a direction

perpendicular to the plane of two-dimensional system in the

original model itself (Fig. 1). The DSM state with AFM order

is obtained only for a very narrow window of SOC centered

around λ ∼ 0.8, which is sandwiched in between the DSM

state without magnetic ordering and the AFM insulating state

(AFM-I). The DPs occur at the momenta k = (π, ky0) and

(π, π − ky0) with sin ky0 = ∆x/2λ [39]. Therefore, when-

ever the self-consistently obtained exchange field satisfies the

condition 0 < ∆x ≤ 2λ, the AFM-DSM state is obtained,

∆x = 0 corresponds to DSM-NM state, and ∆x ≥ 2λ is

satisfied in the AFM-I state.

Fig. 3 shows the electronic dispersion in the three phases for

a fixed Coulomb interaction parameter U = 5.0 and different

values of SOC parameter λ. In Fig. 3(a), the bulk dispersion is

obtained for λ = 0.4 corresponding to the normal insulating

state with AFM order indicated by a gap opening at the Fermi

level. The gap opening disappears when SOC is increased and

two DPs appear along X1-M but they are located away from
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the high-symmetry points X1 and M (Fig. 3(b)). The energy

dispersion in the vicinity of DPs can be obtained from Eq. (6),

which is

Ek = ±2
√

(λ2 + t2 cos2 ky0/2)q2x + (λ2 cos2 ky0)q2y. (8)

These DPs are protected by glide mirror plane symmetry

{Mx̂| 120} while the dispersion in their vicinity is indepen-

dent of magnetic moment. For λ = 1.0 (Fig. 3(c)), the mag-

netic moment vanishes, therefore, three DPs are obtained at

the time-reversal invariant momenta, i.e., X1(π, 0), M(π, π)
and X2(0, π) of the Brillouin-zone boundary. These DPs are

protected by either of the screw axes {C2x̂| 120} and {C2ŷ|0 1

2
}

or by glide mirror plane symmetry {Mẑ| 12 1

2
} as the system

has now both T and P symmetry intact in the absence of any

magnetic moment [14]. The topological charge i.e. the Chern

-π

-π/2

 0

π/2

π

-π -π/2  0 π/2 π

D1

D2

k y

kx

-π -π/2  0 π/2 π

D1

D2

kx

FIG. 4: Berry connection plotted for the two individual bands in the

whole Brillouin for the AFM-DSM state. The two DPs shown in

Fig. 3(b) are denoted by D1 and D2. The Berry connection for the

different bands has opposite signs as indicated by the clockwise and

counterclockwise rotations in the two plots.

number associated with the DPs should vanish as the degen-

erate bands have opposite chirality. The Chern number can be

calculated with the help of the Berry flux, which is same as

the line integral of the Berry connection along the boundary

of a cross-section S in the k space, which includes one of the

DPs. Thus, the Berry flux is given by

φn =

∫

S

Bn(k) · dS (9)

where n is the band number. The berry curvature can be writ-

ten in terms of Berry connection An(k) as

Bn(k) = ∇×An(k) (10)

or equivalently as a line integral due to Stoke’s theorem. The

Berry connection for the nth band is

An(k) = i〈ψn|∇k|ψn〉. (11)

Fig. 4(a) and (b) show the Berry connection plotted for the

AFM-DSM state in the entire Brillouin zone. The rotation

of the Berry connection for the two degenerate bands around

each of DPs are opposite to each other whereas the chirality

of one of the bands is -1 while for the other it is 1. Thus, the

Chern number vanishes,
∑

nBn(k) = 0, φ =
∑

n φn = 0
for each DPs.

The edge states, in the topological insulators, are pairs of

states with opposite spins propagating in directions opposite

to each other. The dispersion of the edge state crosses the

Fermi level and appears as a bridge between the bands cor-

responding to valence and conduction electrons. They are

also supported in systems such as Dirac and Weyl semimet-

als. There are numerous examples including the localized flat

edge states in the quasi-one-dimensional graphene ribbons of

zigzag shape [55–58]. While the edge states in graphene are

attributed to the Dirac cones, these states may even be found

in their absence when degeneracy occurs at high symmetry

points [59–61]. Recent studies have explored the edge states

in the Weyl semimetals without any magnetic order when the

time-reversal symmetry is broken in the nonsymmorphic sys-

tem [40].

Here, we examine the edge-state dispersion in the Dirac

semimetallic state with AFM order in quasi-one dimensional

system. It may be noted that the nature of the edge state may

depend on how the in-plane magnetic moments are oriented

with respect to the ribbon length, as the four-fold rotation

symmetry is broken. First, we consider a ribbon of width W
lying along the y direction so that ky becomes a good quan-

tum number. The ribbon Hamiltonian HRby with dimension

2W × 2W , where W is the number of atomic chains in the

ribbon, is given by

HRby(k) =















H1+ H2 H3 O · · ·
H†

2
H1− H2 H3 · · ·

H†
3 H†

2 H1+ H2 · · ·
O H†

3 H†
2 H1− · · ·

...
...

...
...

. . .















, (12)

where

H1± =

(

0 ±(−2λ sinky +∆x)
±(−2λ sinky +∆x) 0

)

,

H2 =

(

2t cos(ky/2) 0
0 2t cos(ky/2)

)

and

H3 =

(

0 −λ
λ 0

)

.

H1± is the element in a matrix form of Hamiltonian corre-

sponding to a single chain while H2 and H3 matrices connect

a chain to the nearest and the next-nearest neighbor chains.

Fig. 5 shows the edge states obtained for three different

cases when the number of chains is even. The results are same

also for an odd number of chains. In the DSM state without

AFM order, when the Hubbard interaction U = 0, the edge

states cross the Fermi energy at ky = 0, π and 2π. However,
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FIG. 5: Edge-state dispersions and bulk bands for a ribbon of width

W = 50 lying along y direction and projected onto one dimensional

Brillouin zone for λ = 0.7 and (a) U = 0.0, (b) 5.0 and (c) 8.0.

The edge-state dispersion crosses each other at the same points as

the bulk bands at the Fermi level and disappear beyond Us, which

indicates appearance of a normal insulator.

in the DSM state with AFM order, the crossing points shift

away towards a point in between ky = 0 and π. There exists

a special Us for a given value of λ, where the crossing coin-

cides. Beyond that Us, i.e. in the insulating state, there are no

states crossing the Fermi energy, indicating the appearance of

a normal insulator.

Next, we consider a ribbon of width W lying along the x-
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FIG. 6: Edge-state dispersions for a ribbon of width W = 50 ori-

ented along x direction compared to the bulk bands, which are pro-

jected onto one dimensional Brillouin zone for λ = 0.7 and (a)

U = 0.0, (b) 5.0 and (c) 8.0.

direction. The Hamiltonian matrix corresponding to this rib-

bon also has size 2W × 2W and it is given by

HRbx(k) =















H ′
1+ H ′

2 H ′
3 O · · ·

H ′†
2 H ′

1− H ′
2 H ′

3 · · ·
H ′†

3
H ′†

2
H ′

1+ H ′
2 · · ·

O H ′†
3 H ′†

2 H ′
1− · · ·

...
...

...
...

. . .















, (13)
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Γ X1 M Γ X2 M

E
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FIG. 7: Electronic dispersion is plotted along the high symmetry

directions (a) when the magnetic field is applied along the x axis for

the parameters U = 3.0, λ = 0.7, and Bx = 0.6. The Dirac points

are split into Weyl nodes along X1-M and an additional pair of Weyl

nodes emerge along Γ-X2 as a result of perturbation.

where

H ′
1± =

(

0 ±(−2iλ sinkx +∆x)
±(2iλ sinkx +∆x) 0

)

,

H ′
2 =

(

2t cos(kx/2) 0
0 2t cos(kx/2)

)

and

H ′
3 =

(

0 iλ
iλ 0

)

.

H ′
1±, H ′

2 and H ′
3 are matrices as described before except that

now they are part of Hamiltonian for a ribbon oriented along

x axis.

Fig. 6 shows the edge states obtained when the chains as

well as the magnetic moments are oriented along the x direc-

tion. In the DSM state without any AFM order, the nature of

the edge state, as expected, is the same as the case when the

ribbon was oriented along the y axis. However, we find that

the edge state crosses the Fermi level at kx = π in the DSM

state with AFM order. The location of the crossing does not

change upon increasing U , which is not unusual as the DPs

are found along high-symmetry direction for kx = π although

the size of the magnetic moments increases with interaction.

Finally, the crossing disappears at Us and beyond.

Next, we address the question of whether a semimetallic

state can be stabilized in the presence of a magnetic field.

A magnetic field applied along the positive x axis may sup-

port the AFM order with magnetic moments along the x axis.

However, the symmetry PT effected by iσyKτ1 is preserved,

where K is the complex conjugation operator. The conse-

quence of magnetic field on the electronic dispersion can be

obtained by incorporating the term

Hm = Bxσx ⊗ τ0 (14)

into the Hamiltonian (Eq. (3)), whereBx is the magnetic-field

-2

 0

 2

-π -π/2 0 π/2 π

E
k/

2t

ky

kx = π(b)

M- M+
X1+ X1-

-2

 0

 2

E
k/

2t kx = 0.0

(a)

X2+
X2-

FIG. 8: To highlight the Weyl points, the dispersion in Fig 7 is re-

plotted for (a) kx = 0 and (b) kx = π separately when ky is varied

from −π to π. In addition to the two DPs, which are split into two

Weyl points, an additional pair of Weyl points may also be noticed.

intensity. Then, the electronic dispersion is given by

Ek =

±
√

±2
√

B2
x(ε

2
k +∆′2

xk) +B2
x + ε2k +∆′2

xk +∆′2
yk +∆2

z .

(15)

It is plotted in Fig. 7 for self-consistently obtained antifer-

romagnetically ordered state for U = 3.0, λ = 0.7 and

Bx = 0.6. Note that the magnetic moments are allowed to

choose any direction in the self-consistent scheme and they

choose x direction for the above set of parameters. All the

three DPs in the presence of any exchange and magnetic field

are split into Weyl points. One pair of Weyl points X2± are

located along kx = 0 at ky0 determined by the condition

16 cos2 ky/2 + (∆x − 2λ sinky)
2 = B2

x (16)

provided that the solution exists. On the other hand, two pairs

of Weyl points X1± and M± are found at ky0s given by ky0 =
arcsin(±Bx+∆x)/2λ and ky0 = π−arcsin(±Bx+∆x)/2λ
along X1-M for kx = π ((Fig. 8(a) and (b)). The Weyl points

along kx = 0 and π are accidental as they are not protected

by any symmetry, particularly, the nonsymmorphic symmetry

{C2y|0 1

2
} is already broken. Whether the DPs are split into

Weyl points or the state turns into a normal insulator is deter-

mined by the Hubbard on-site interaction U . The WSM state

is stabilized, when U is small and the magnetic field is com-

parable to SOC, which forces the magnetic moments to orient

along the x direction. Moreover, the accidental degeneracy

expected to occur along X2-M in the absence of AFM order

is absent [40]. Formation of Weyl points is accompanied by
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FIG. 9: Edge-state dispersion for a ribbon extended infinitely along

y direction and having a finite width W = 50 in the presence of

magnetic field. The parameters are U = 3.0, λ = 0.7, and Bx =
0.6.

the edge states, which are shown in Fig. 9 for a ribbon of infi-

nite length along the y axis and having a finite width W = 50
along x axis. The edge states are the projections of the Weyl

points which are accompanied by the flat bands connecting the

Weyl nodes with opposite Chern numbers. They are distinctly

seen to be present for each pair of Weyl points.

In order to compute the Chern number, the Hamiltonian in

the presence of magnetic field can reduced to a simple form

by the following unitary transformation

U =
1√
2

(

σ0 σx
σz −iσy

)

. (17)

After the transformation, the Hamiltonian becomes

H′

= U−1HU =

(

H− Bxσ0
Bxσ0 H+

)

. (18)

Here, H+ = H†
− = d · σ with d = {∆′

xk,∆
′

yk, ǫk} and σis

are the Pauli matrices. The above Hamiltonian H′

reduces to

the block diagonal form in the absence of any external mag-

netic field. This form of the Hamiltonian can be used to calcu-

late the Chern number for the various Weyl points. The Berry

connection for a pair of Weyl points X2+ and X2− is shown

in Fig 10. Each Weyl point has a winding number as -1 or

+1 depending on the clockwise or counterclockwise rotations

of the Berry connection. As expected, the total rotation of a

single pair of Weyl point vanishes.

Here, we focused on the role of interaction in stabilizing

the magnetically ordered topological semimetallic state within

the one-band Hubbard model at half-filling. In particular, we

showed that such a state is realized when an in-plane magnetic

field is applied along (1, 0) or (0, 1) direction. The conse-

quence of band fillings other than half, the presence of more

than one orbital, and nearest-neighbor spin-orbit coupling are

issues of significant interest which we discuss below.

IV. DISCUSSION

In the current work, the second-neighbor spin-orbit cou-

pling was considered instead of the first-neighbor [26]. As

originally proposed, the topologically-protected DSM state

may exist in a non-magnetic state when the second-neighbor

spin-orbit coupling and the nonsymmorphic symmetry are

present. It may be noted that the direction of magnetic mo-

ments depends on the nature of spin-orbit coupling. The self-

consistently obtained magnetic moments are oriented in plane

when only the first-neighbor spin-orbit coupling is consid-

ered in contrast to their out of plane alignment when only

the second-neighbor spin-orbit coupling is considered. It may

also be noted that a gap is opened at the Fermi level for half-

filling in the case of the former.

There is no significant qualitative change in the phase dia-

gram when the temperature is varied. This is because, in the

static meanfield theoretic approach, a phase transition from

magnetic to non-magnetic order occurs through the melting

of magnetic moment, i.e., the magnetic moment for a given

set of parameter decreases with increase in temperature and

vanishes at the critical temperature. Therefore, the effect of

increase in temperature is expected to shift the phase bound-

aries, i.e. both the phase boundaries, separating DSM-NM

and DSM-AFM, and separating DSM-AFM and AFM-I will

shift downwards in the λ vs U phase diagram. Secondly, for

large U , a more refined treatment for the phase diagram can

be obtained with Gutzwiller approximation (GA). The main

consequence of GA is to renormalizeU , which leads to the re-

duction in the range of U for which the magnetically ordered

phase will be stabilized [62]. The effect of renormalization

may get enhanced when the frustration in the hopping process

is incorporated. A similar effect is expected to take place in

the presence of second-neighbor SOC.

A magnetically ordered DSM state within the Hubbard

model exists only when two of the four bands (n = 2) are

completely filled and the spin arrangement is of checkerboard

type. Not much is known about a magnetically ordered DSM

state for other band fillings. A recent work suggests that a

X2+
X2-

FIG. 10: Berry connection plotted for a pair of Weyl points X2+

and X2− obtained when an external magnetic field is applied along

x-direction. The Weyl points for the given pair possess winding num-

bers -1 and +1 depending on the clockwise and anticlockwise rota-

tions.
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DSM state with stripe-like magnetic order and integer band

fillings other than n = 2 can also be realized when the band

filling n = 6, i. e., six out of eight bands are completely

filled. While n = 2 corresponds to one electron per site in

the checkerboard case, n = 6 for stripe order corresponds

to an average electronic occupancy of three-quarter for each

site [63]. It will be interesting to see whether the DSM state

with striped magnetic order in the presence of both the first-

and second-neighbor spin-orbit coupling is stable within the

self-consistent mean-field theory.

The DSM state in the multi-band correlated electron sys-

tem is of strong current interest and the existence of DPs have

been reported in a variety of systems though often far from the

Fermi surface. A large volume of studies have focused on the

electronic-band structure and system without any magnetic or-

der. However, one widely studied multi-orbital systems with

moderate correlations is iron pnictide, which exhibits a striped

spin-density wave (SDW) order. The DPs in the SDW state of

iron pnictides are not far away from the Fermi level and they

are believed to play an important role in the transport proper-

ties. Although the symmetries which protect the DPs are dif-

ferent. In particular, the stability of the Dirac cones and nodes

in the SDW state without any nonsymmorphic symmetry is

a consequence of three symmetries, (i) collinear arrangement

of magnetic moments, (ii) inversion symmetry about an iron

atom, and combined time reversal and inversion of magnetic

moments [49]. Since the the DPs are not far away from the

Fermi surface, there is a possibility of tuning the location of

these DPs by parameters such as orbital-splitting by applying

mechanical pressure [64].

V. CONCLUSION

To conclude, we have examined the possible existence

of Dirac semimetallic state with AFM ordering within one-

orbital Hubbard model with second-neighbor spin-orbit cou-

pling and nearest-neighbor hopping. In the non-symmorphic

symmetry, when the magnetic moments are directed along the

x axis in the antiferromagnetic arrangement, we obtain the

phase diagram in the interaction vs spin-orbit coupling param-

eter space. The nature of edge states is uncovered for differ-

ent relative orientations of magnetic moments with respect to

ribbon geometry. Our findings also suggest that the topologi-

cal semimetallic state with AFM order may not be stabilized

unless the magnetic moments are forced to align along the

line segments joining nearest neighbor atoms in a particular

sublattice. On the other hand, Weyl semimetal is stabilized

when magnetic field is applied along a direction same as that

of magnetic moments.
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