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SmB6 is a mixed-valence compound with flat f -electron bands that have a propensity to mag-
netism. Here, using a realistic Γ8 quartet model, we investigate the dynamical spin susceptibility
and describe the in-gap collective mode observed in neutron scattering experiments. We show that
as the Sm valence increases with pressure, the magnetic correlations enhance and SmB6 undergoes a
first-order phase transition into a metallic antiferromagnetic state, whose symmetry depends on the
model parameters. The magnetic orderings give rise to distinct band topologies: while the A-type
order leads to an overlap between valence and conduction bands in the form of Dirac nodal lines, the
G-type order has a negative indirect gap with weak Z2 indices. We also consider the spin polarized
phase under a strong magnetic field, and find that it exhibits Weyl points as well as nodal lines
close to the Fermi level. The magnetic phases show markedly different surface states and tunable
bulk transport properties, with important implications for experiments. Our theory predicts that a
magnetic order can be stabilized also by lifting the Γ8 cubic symmetry, thus explaining the surface
magnetism reported in SmB6.

In the recent years, the fields of band topology [1]
and heavy fermions [2] have intertwined to form the
new research direction of topological heavy-fermion ma-
terials [3–13]. These materials exhibit topologically
nontrivial band structures together with a number of
strong-correlation effects, e.g. non-Fermi liquid behavior,
unconventional quantum criticality, and Kondo lattice
physics. The interplay between topology and electron
correlations creates various novel phenomena, whose ro-
bust nature makes them amenable for topological quan-
tum devices [14, 15]. Correlation induced topologi-
cal properties include exceptional points in quasiparti-
cle spectra [9], giant spontaneous Hall effects [11], and
helical magnetism induced by Weyl electrons [12]. Yet
another intriguing possibility is that the magnetism of
f -electrons may alter the band topology of the charge
carriers. This is what we study here in the context of the
mixed-valence, heavy-fermion material SmB6 [16–18].

The electronic structure of SmB6 is characterized by
strongly correlated 4f and itinerant 5d electrons, whose
hybridization opens up a gap at the Fermi level with
nontrivial topology [3, 6, 20]. The Sm valence fluctu-
ates between Sm2+ and Sm3+ states. Its average value
v can be tuned by pressure, in favor of magnetic Sm3+

with smaller ionic size, as sketched in Fig. 1(a). With
increasing Sm valence, SmB6 undergoes a discontinious
insulator-to-metal transition, accompanied by antifer-
romagnetic (AFM) order [1, 21–23, 25, 26]. Remark-
ably, this transition occurs at an intermediate valence,
vc ∼ 2.7 [1, 25], well before reaching the fully trivalent
state, such that valence fluctuations coexist with mag-
netism. This intriguing phase transition calls for a new
theoretical description. In particular, the tunable inter-
play between band topology and magnetism at interme-
diate valence may give rise to new types of topological

characteristics with interesting surface properties.

In this Letter, we address the above points based on
a realistic model which reproduces the insulating band
structure of SmB6, as well as gives rise to a low-energy
collective spin excitation below the charge gap, mani-
festing the proximity to magnetic order. In our theory,
which explicitly includes the Sm valence v as a tuning
parameter, the spin exciton softens and gains intensity
as v increases. At a critical value of vc, an insulator-
to-magnetic-metal phase transition of first order takes
place. The transition is driven by the exchange interac-
tions between magnetoactive Sm3+ ions, whose density
increases with pressure. Depending on the model param-
eters, different AFM states (such as A- or G-type orders)
can form. We found that the magnetic phases exhibit
band topologies that are markedly different from the in-
sulating nonmagnetic phase. While the A-type order has
nodal lines with surface states [27] at the Fermi level,
the G-type order shows an indirect negative band gap
with weak Z2 indices and corresponding Dirac surface
states. In the spin polarized phase under a strong mag-
netic field, SmB6 becomes a nodal-line Weyl semimetal.
We characterize these band topologies by use of mirror
Chern numbers, Z2 invariants, and a newly introduced
“glide-mirror-graded” Wilson loop.

The model.—The SmB6 crystal has cubic symmetry,
with B ions forming an octahedron at the cube center
and Sm ions at the cube corners, see Fig. 1(b). A hy-
bridization of the Sm 4f orbitals with conduction bands
leads to valence fluctuations between nearly degenerate
Sm2+(f6) and Sm3+(f5) states. The resulting wavefunc-
tion can effectively be expressed as a coherent superpo-
sition

√
1− n |f6; d0⟩ +

√
n |f5; d1⟩, where |d⟩ denotes

the Sm 5d band states admixed with B 2p orbitals, and
n = v − 2 is the density of the magnetic Sm3+ ions.
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FIG. 1: (a) Sketch of the Sm ionic states and phase behavior
of SmB6 under pressure. (b) Lattice structure of SmB6. (c)
Crystal field splitting of the J = 5/2 multiplet into Γ8 quartet
and Γ7 doublet. The Γ8 quartet has a two-fold orbital degen-
eracy, α and β Kramers doublets with elongated and planar
spatial shapes. (d) Low energy band structure of SmB6 show-
ing an insulating gap at the Fermi level. The black and red
colors indicate the contributions from the highly dispersive 5d
and quasilocalized 4f(Γ8) states, respectively.

The Sm2+(f6) ion has a J = 0 singlet ground state.
For Sm3+ with the f5 configuration, the lowest multiplet
is the J = 5/2 sextet, which is split by the cubic crystal
field into a Γ8 quartet and a Γ7 doublet, see Fig. 1(c). In
SmB6, the Γ7 level is about 20 meV higher in energy [3].
Moreover, the Γ7 and 5d states have a negligible wave-
function overlap. Hence we neglect the Γ7 excitation, and
focus on the Γ8 quartet, the J = 0 singlet of Sm2+, and
the 5d bands to construct a low-energy Hamiltonian.
By symmetry, the transitions between f6(J = 0)

and f5(J = 5/2; Γ8) states can be described as the re-
moval/addition of an f -electron with the angular mo-
mentum j = 5/2 and Γ8 symmetry. This mapping, which
re-scales the bare f -electron hopping amplitudes by the
coefficients of fractional parentage [29], leads to the fol-
lowing Hamiltonian:

H =Ed

∑
iσγ

d†iσγdiσγ +
∑
ij

∑
σγγ′

td,ijd
†
iσγdjσγ′

+Ef

∑
iσγ

f†iσγfiσγ +
∑
ij

∑
σσ′γγ′

tf,ijf
†
iσγfjσ′γ′

+
∑
ij

∑
σσ′γγ′

Vij(d
†
iσγfjσ′γ′ +H.c.) , (1)

where d†iσγ (f†iσγ) denote the creation operators of the

5d band (Γ8 quartet) states on site i with (pseudo)spin σ
and orbital index γ. The spin-orbital structure of the ma-
trix elements td, tf , and V follows from the symmetries of

the 5d and 4f(Γ8) wavefunctions [5, 6] (see Supplemental
Material for details [31]). The Γ8 quartet may be either
fully occupied (Sm2+) or host a single-hole (Sm3+). We
treat this constraint on a mean-field level, and vary the
energy levels Ed and Ef to control the f -hole density
n = v − 2. The hopping amplitudes, renormalized by
the correlation effects, are determined by a fit to experi-
ments [31].
The band structure near the Fermi level, calculated

at the valence v = 2.56 (i.e. at ambient pressure), is
shown in Fig. 1(d). We observe two flat bands originating
from the Γ8 states, and one highly dispersive band of 5d
character. Their hybridization opens up an insulating
band gap of ∼ 17 meV, consistent with experiment [32].
The band inversion between the Γ8 and d bands at the
X-point (π, 0, 0) leads to a nontrivial strong Z2 topology
with helical surface states [3, 6, 20].
Spin exciton and magnetic order.—Having the model

that reproduces the low-energy electronic states of SmB6,
we address now its magnetic properties. In SmB6, a
dispersive magnetic mode is formed inside the charge
gap [33]. This is a signature of strong correlations among
the J = 5/2 moments, which interact via the conduction
bands or various superexchange channels (e.g., via the B
orbitals). For simplicity, we model these interactions by
the isotropic exchange Hamiltonian,

Hex =
∑
⟨ij⟩

JijJi ·Jj , (2)

and calculate the dynamical magnetic susceptibility us-
ing the random phase approximation:

χ(q, ω) =
χ0(q, ω)

1 + Jqχ0(q, ω)
. (3)

Here, Jq =
∑

R JReiq·R and χ0(q, ω) is the bare mag-
netic susceptibility, which can readily be evaluated using
the eigenstates and energies of the electronic bands ob-
tained above [31]. The major contribution to χ0(q, ω) is
due to the transitions between the flat bands in Fig. 1(d),
which give rise to a gapped Stoner continuum. Of our
prime interest is, however, a low-energy collective mode
that emerges as a sharp particle-hole bound state inside
the gap [33–35]. From Eq. (3), the energy ωq of this mode
is given by the condition Jq = −1/χ′0(q, ωq), and thus
sensitive to the exchange parameters.
Having no microscopic theory for exchange interactions

in SmB6, we consider a minimal set of the Jij couplings
up to third-nearest neighbors. Figure 2(a) shows the
spin-exciton peaks in χ′′(q, ω), calculated using the pa-
rameter set (J1,J2,J3) = (14.7, 6.5, 2.7) meV. The re-
sults for v = 2.56 qualitatively agree with the inelastic
neutron scattering data [33].
We find that the spin exciton mode is highly sensi-

tive to the valence state. It strongly softens and gains a
large spectral weight as v increases, see Fig. 2(a). Phys-
ically, increasing the density of magnetic Sm3+ ions tips
the balance between the exchange interactions and the
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f -electron delocalization energy, driving the system to-
wards a magnetic instability. SmB6 developes a long-
range AFM order at the critical valence vc ∼ 2.7 [1, 25].
To describe this transition, we perform a mean-field cal-
culation for the magnetic order parameter as a function
of v. We let the effective hopping parameters (td, tf , V )
vary as the valence increases under pressure, and rescale
them by a phenomenological factor [1+η(v−v0)], where
v0 = 2.56. Physically, the sign of the parameter η is de-
termined by two competing effects: on the one hand, the
effective hoppings are reduced (η < 0) by the correlations
that enhance with valence v; on the other hand, they in-
crease (η > 0) due to the increased wavefunction overlap
under pressure. With η = 0.6 [36], a magnetic solution
appears at vc ≃ 2.7 via a first-order phase transition, see
Fig. 2(b). Once the magnetic order is established, the
spin degeneracy is lifted and the band structure gets rear-
ranged, which induces a simultaneous insulator-to-metal
transition. The feedback effects between spin order and
band structure result in a discontinious transition, as ob-
served in SmB6 [21, 23].

It should be noted that the AFM ordering pattern
(not yet fully identified experimentally) is decided by the
choice of Jij parameters. While the above Jij values
(motivated by the spin-exciton dispersion fits) support
G-type (Néel) state, other structures, such as A-type or-
der suggested by a (π, 0, 0) peak in the bare susceptibility
χ0(q) [31], are possible. Future experiments are required
to quantify the exchange Hamiltonian in SmB6.

Since the Γ8 quartet is a spin-orbit entangled object,
magnetic order also affects the orbital shape of the f -
electron cloud and thus reduces cubic symmetry of the
paramagnetic phase. Alternatively, lifting the degener-
acy of the α and β states of the Γ8 quartet [Fig. 1(c)] by
uniaxial stress reduces the hybridization gap, triggering
thereby magnetic order and an insulator-to-metal transi-
tion (Supplemental Material [31]); this is an interesting
proposal for experiment. In fact, the Γ8 quartet split-
ting is naturally present near the surface as well as near
defects, and should be relevant for the analysis of the
surface states and transport properties of SmB6. For in-
stance, the surface magnetism reported in SmB6 [9, 10]
can be understood as a natural consequence of the cubic
symmetry breaking near the surface.

Topological properties.—Paramagnetic SmB6 is a topo-
logical insulator with strong and weak Z2 invariants and
mirror Chern numbers [3]. Here, we present a topologi-
cal analysis of the magnetically ordered metallic phases,
based upon the Γ8 quartet model of SmB6. Specifically,
we consider the two possible magnetic states, namely the
A-type and G-type AFM orders shown in Figs. 3(a,b).
Our topological analysis is based on symmetries, and
therefore applies also, at least qualitatively, to similar
antiferromagnetic systems.

In the magnetic phases, the symmorphic symmetries
Pm3̄m of the paramagnetic phase are lowered to non-
symmorphic magnetic space groups (MSG) [39]. For the
A-type order we find the tetragonal MSG P2c4/mm’m’,

M
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FIG. 2: (a) Dynamical magnetic susceptibility χ′′(q, ω) for
the valence v = 2.56 (black) and 2.67 (blue), for q values along
the high symmetry path from X = (π, 0, 0) to R = (π, π, π).
The particle-hole continuum (not shown) is above ≃ 17 meV.
(b) The G-type ordered magnetic moment M as a function of
v. The inset shows the metallic band structure at v = 2.72.

while for the G-type order the MSG is PI4/mm’m’, which
is body-centered. Here we adopt the OG convention [39],
for which the coordinate basis of the MSG coincides with
the parent SG. Both MSGs contain magnetic transla-
tions, namely TA = T t(0, 0, 1) along the z axis for the
A-type order and TG = T t(1, 0, 0) along the x axis for
the G-type order, where T = iσyK is the time-reversal
operator. We note that TG is equivalent to TA up to a
lattice vector of the G-type structure. Yet, the converse
is not true, i.e., TA is not equivalent to TG up to a lattice
vector of the A-type lattice.
To study the band topologies of the AFM phases, we

compute the surface states and the associated topolog-
ical numbers in our model, whereby we implement the
coupling of the charge carriers to the AFM texture by an
on-site Zeeman term. We find that for both AFM orders
the bands are Kramers degenerate, due to the presence
of both magnetic translations (TA, TG) and inversion (P )
with (PTA)

2 = (PTG)
2 = −1. Moreover, both A- and G-

type orders exhibit Dirac points below the Fermi level,
while the A-type order has in addition nodal lines [31].
We now discuss these two AFM orders in more detail.
(i) The A-type order exhibits Dirac nodal lines in the

kz = π
2 plane for a large parameter range (due to the wide

d-band), see Fig. 3(c). These nodal lines are classified as
type II [40], since they are strongly tilted. The appear-
ance of Dirac nodal lines upon entering the A-type order
defies the expectation that with less symmetries there are
less symmetry-protected crossings. These Dirac nodal
lines are protected by the mz mirror symmetry together
with PTA. In the kz = π

2 mirror plane PTA pairs iden-
tical representations of mz, such that two Kramers pairs
with distinct mz representations can cross in protected
nodal lines. These nodal lines can be thought of as gener-
alizations of lines protected by inversion and off-centered
mirror symmetry [41, 42].
By the bulk-boundary correspondence, one expects

that these nodal lines lead to states localized on the [001]
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FIG. 3: Band topology of SmB6 at valence v = 2.74 for
the A-type (left) and G-type (right) antiferromagnetic states.
(a),(b) Magnetic structures with moments indicated by the
red arrows. (c),(d) Nodal lines and Dirac points in the vicin-
ity (green) and below (red & purple) the Fermi level. (e-h)
Band structures of a 100-layer slab with [001] and [010] ter-
mination, respectively. The color scale represents the wave
function amplitude of the 10 topmost layers. The arrows mark
characteristic features of the different band topologies.

surface. Indeed, Fig. 3(e) shows nodal line surface states
for the red and green nodal lines of Fig. 3(c), which how-
ever partially merge with bulk bands. In order to char-
acterize the topology of these nodal lines and the asso-
ciated surface states, one might consider a mirror Berry
phase [13, 27]. However, this quantity is unsuitable, be-
cause the two orthogonal eigenspaces of the glide mir-
ror symmetries m̃x and m̃y exchange along the kz direc-

tion. Instead, we develop a “glide-mirror graded” Wilson
loop [31]. The spectrum of this quantity, which resolves
the band degeneracy caused by PTA, exhibits a qualita-
tive change at the nodal lines, i.e., the emergence of flat
bands. Finally, on the [001] surface there appears also a
gapped Dirac cone (blue arrow), which can be viewed as
a remainder of the paramagnetic surface states, gapped
by the magnetic order. While this is similar to an axion
insulator [24, 45], a half-integer Hall effect is not expected
because of the gapless band structure.

On the [010] surface, on the other hand, there appear
no nodal line surface states but only Dirac cones, indi-
cated by black arrows in Fig. 3(g). These Dirac cones,
found also in a band structure study [46] of the A-type
order, are protected by mirror-Chern numbers and weak
Z2 invariants defined within the kz = 0 plane [31].

(ii) The G-type order does not have any nodal lines,
but only Dirac cones on the Γ-Z axis protected by the
fourfold rotation, see Fig. 3(d). Similar to the A-type
order, the G-type order has weak Z2 invariants in two-
dimensional subsystems where T 2

G = −1 [1]. In particu-
lar, the three planes kx = 0, ky = 0, and kz = 0, which
each contain the time-reversal invariant momenta Γ, X,
and Z, have nontrivial weak invariants [31]. By the bulk-
boundary correspondence, these weak invariants lead to
Dirac cone surface states for the [100], [010], and [001]
terminations, see black arrows in Figs. 3(f) and 3(h).

Recent analysis of the quantum oscillation experiments
at high magnetic fields suggested the presence of asym-
metric nodal lines [47]. Motivated by this proposal, we
consider the possibility of nodal lines in the high-field
phase of SmB6, where the moments are aligned ferro-
magnetically. In this state, any mirror plane may con-
tain protected accidental nodal lines. Indeed, for the
[001] alignment of the magnetic moments we find such
nodal lines within the kz = 0 and kz = π mirror planes,
in close proximity to the Fermi level. These nodal lines
are protected by a quantized π-Berry phase [31].

In conclusion, we have developed a theory for the
insulator-to-magnetic-metal transition in SmB6. We de-
scribe this transition as the softening of an in-gap spin
exciton mode, which condenses into an AFM order at
the critical density of magnetic Sm3+ ions. The AFM
order induces a simultaneous insulator-to-metal transi-
tion as well as a change in the band topology. Within
the Γ8 quartet model, relevant to SmB6, we find that the
band structure is transformed from a cubic topological
insulator to a tetragonal magnetic metal with symmetry
protected Dirac points (G-type order) or Dirac points
and nodal lines (A-type order). From our theory, we ex-
pect that the magnetic metal exhibits interesting trans-
port characteristics, for example, light- or strain-induced
anomalous Hall currents in the A-type order [48–50]. We
hope that our findings will spur experimentalists to look
for these intriguing properties, and to further character-
ize the insulator-to-magnetic-metal transition which can
be induced in SmB6 by pressure or uniaxial strain.
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insulators, Nat. Phys. 13, 794 (2017).

[7] K. Kimura, T. Yoshida, and N. Kawakami, Topologi-
cal properties of magnetically ordered heavy-fermion sys-
tems in the presence of mirror symmetry, J. Phys. Soc.
Jpn. 87, 084705 (2018).

[8] L. Li, K. Sun, C. Kurdak, and J. W. Allen, Emergent
mystery in the Kondo insulator samarium hexaboride,
Nat. Rev. Phys. 2, 463 (2020).

[9] Y. Nagai, Y. Qi, H. Isobe, V. Kozii, and L. Fu, DMFT
reveals the Non-Hermitian topology and Fermi arcs in
heavy-fermion systems, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 227204
(2020).

[10] M. Klett, S. Ok, D. Riegler, P. Wölfle, R. Thomale, and
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Supplemental Material for
Correlation Induced Magnetic Topological Phases in Mixed-Valence Compound SmB6

Here we present the details of the electronic model (Sec. SI), calculation of the magnetic susceptibility (Sec. SII), and
consider tetragonal crystal field effect on the phase transition (Sec. SIII). In Sec. SIV, we discuss suitable topological
invariants and introduce a glide-mirror graded Wilson loop. Using these invariants, we analyze in Sec. SV the
topological properties of SmB6 in different phases.

SI. Valence states and the tight-binding model

SmB6 is a prototypical intermediate valence compound, where the ionic charge configuration fluctuates between
two different valence states, which are energetically close and coherently superposed in the ground state wavefunction.
As illustrated in Fig. S1, the average Sm valence in SmB6 is “in-between” the divalent and trivalent states, and it can
be tuned by external or chemical pressure thanks to the different radii of Sm2+(4f6) and Sm3+(4f5) ions, the latter
being smaller because of the smaller number of 4f electrons.

J = 0

Sm valence

J = 5/2

Sm2+  f 6 Sm3+  f 5

AF metal

Intermediate  valence  regime

PM insulator
pressure

SmB6

FIG. S1: Schematic of the lowest spin-orbit J multiplets of Sm2+ and Sm3+ ions in SmB6. These two valence states are almost
evenly presented in the ground state wavefunction, with the average densities 1 − n ≃ 0.44 and n ≃ 0.56, respectively. As
the density of magnetic ions Sm3+ is slightly increased (to n ∼ 0.7 [1]) under pressure, a first order phase transition from
nonmagnetic-insulator to magnetic-metal takes place.

Microscopically, the valence fluctuations are caused by hybridization of the 4f electrons with 5d conduction band
states, a process which can schematically be expressed as f6d0 ⇔ f5d1. Both valence states of the Sm ion, f6(L =
3, S = 3) and f5(L = 5, S = 5/2), have a number of spin-orbit multiplet levels with total angular momentum
J = 0, 1, ... and J = 5/2, 7/2, ..., respectively. The general Hamiltonian including all these states is obviously complex,
but the transitions between the lowest f6(J = 0) singlet and f5(J = 5/2) states of interest can be described as the
removal/addition of an f -electron with the angular momentum j = 5/2. In other words, thanks to the trivial J = 0
ground state of Sm2+ ion, we can express the valence fluctuations in terms of the hoppings of a single f electron, with
the effective amplitudes reduced by the coefficients of fractional parentage [2]. As we neglect the higher-lying Γ7 level
of Sm3+ [3] in our model, the f(j = 5/2) electron has to be in the Γ8 state as well.

The Γ8 quartet of f electron can be represented by two Kramers doublets, which we denote by α and β; their wave
functions, written in terms of the j = 5/2 angular momentum projections, read as follows:

|α±⟩ =
∣∣± 1

2

〉
, |β±⟩ =

√
5
6

∣∣± 5
2

〉
+

√
1
6

∣∣∓ 3
2

〉
, (S1)

where the subscript ± denotes the pseudospin-1/2 index. To calculate hopping integrals between these states and
d orbitals, one actually needs to express the above |jz⟩ functions in terms of the f orbital l = 3 and spin s = 1/2
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angular momentum projections |lz, sz⟩:∣∣ 5
2

〉
=

√
6
7

∣∣3,− 1
2

〉
−
√

1
7

∣∣2, 1
2

〉
,

∣∣− 5
2

〉
= −

√
6
7

∣∣−3, 1
2

〉
+
√

1
7

∣∣−2,− 1
2

〉
,∣∣ 3

2

〉
=

√
5
7

∣∣2,− 1
2

〉
−
√

2
7

∣∣1, 1
2

〉
,

∣∣− 3
2

〉
= −

√
5
7

∣∣−2, 1
2

〉
+
√

2
7

∣∣−1,− 1
2

〉
,∣∣ 1

2

〉
=

√
4
7

∣∣1,− 1
2

〉
−
√

3
7

∣∣0, 1
2

〉
,

∣∣− 1
2

〉
= −

√
4
7

∣∣−1, 1
2

〉
+
√

3
7

∣∣0,− 1
2

〉
. (S2)

Using the above Γ8 quartet and two 5d orbitals of eg symmetry (dz2 and dx2−y2), we first derive the spin-orbital
structure of the hopping integrals between these states up to second nearest-neighbour bonds. This is done following
the Slater-Koster tables for the f and d orbitals [4, 5]. Then we transform the Hamiltonian into the momentum space,
and represent it in the following matrix form, written in the basis of the {α+, α−, β+, β−, dz2↑, dz2↓, dx2−y2↑, dx2−y2↓}
states:

H =

[
EfI +Hff Hdf

H∗df EdI +Hdd

]
. (S3)

Here, Ef and Ed are the on-site energies for f and d orbitals, and I is the 4× 4 unit matrix. The 4× 4 block matrices
Hff = Hff1 + Hff2 and Hdd = Hdd1 + Hdd2 are the kinetic energies for f and d electrons, respectively, with the
subscripts 1 and 2 representing the nearest-neighbor (NN) and the next-nearest-neighbor (NNN) bonds; the 4 × 4
matrix Hdf = Hdf1+Hdf2 denotes the hybridization between d and f orbitals. The explicit forms of these submatrices
are introduced term by term below.

The NN hopping energy Hff1 for the Γ8 states {α+, α−, β+, β−} reads as:

Hff1 =


tf1ϕ1(k) + t′f1ϕ2(k) 0 (tf1 − t′f1)ϕ3(k) 0

0 tf1ϕ1(k) + t′f1ϕ2(k) 0 (tf1 − t′f1)ϕ3(k)
(tf1 − t′f1)ϕ3(k) 0 tf1ϕ2(k) + t′f1ϕ1(k) 0

0 (tf1 − t′f1)ϕ3(k) 0 tf1ϕ2(k) + t′f1ϕ1(k)

 , (S4)

where tf1 (t′f1) is an effective, i.e., rescaled by the coefficients of fractional parentage [2], hopping between α-α (β-

β) orbitals along the z-axis. The real functions ϕi are given by: ϕ1(k) = cx + cy + 4cz, ϕ2(k) = 3(cx + cy), and

ϕ3(k) =
√
3(cy − cx), with cj = cos kj (j = x, y, z).

For the NNN hopping terms between the f orbitals, we have

Hff2=

 tf2ϕ4(k) + t′f2ϕ5(k) 0 (tf2−t′f2)ϕ6(k)+it′′f2ϕ7(k) t′′f2ϕ8(k)
0 tf2ϕ4(k) + t′f2ϕ5(k) −t′′f2ϕ

∗
8(k) (tf2−t′f2)ϕ6(k)−it′′f2ϕ7(k)

(tf2−t′f2)ϕ6(k)−it′′f2ϕ7(k) −t′′f2ϕ8(k) tf2ϕ5(k) + t′f2ϕ4(k) 0
t′′f2ϕ

∗
8(k) (tf2−t′f2)ϕ6(k)+it′′f2ϕ7(k) 0 tf2ϕ5(k) + t′f2ϕ4(k)

 .

(S5)

Here, ϕ4(k) = cxcz+cycz+4cxcy, ϕ5(k) = 3cz(cx+cy), ϕ6(k) =
√
3(cx−cy)cz, ϕ7(k) = 4sxsy, ϕ8(k) = 4(sx+ isy)sz,

and sj = sin kj (j = x, y, z). tf2 (t′f2, t
′′
f2) is the effective hopping amplitude between in-plane NNN α-α (β-β, α-β)

orbitals.
Correspondingly, the matrix forms for NN hopping Hdd1 and NNN hopping Hdd2 between d orbitals, written in the

{dz2↑, dz2↓, dx2−y2↑, dx2−y2↓} basis, with ↑, ↓ representing the up and down spin states, are:

Hdd1 =

 td1ϕ1(k) + t′d1ϕ2(k) 0 (td1 − t′d1)ϕ3(k) 0
0 td1ϕ1(k) + t′d1ϕ2(k) 0 (td1 − t′d1)ϕ3(k)

(td1 − t′d1)ϕ3(k) 0 td1ϕ2(k) + t′d1ϕ1(k) 0
0 (td1 − t′d1)ϕ3(k) 0 td1ϕ2(k) + t′d1ϕ1(k)

 , (S6)

and

Hdd2 =

 td2ϕ4(k) + t′d2ϕ5(k) 0 (td2 − t′d2)ϕ6(k) 0
0 td2ϕ4(k) + t′d2ϕ5(k) 0 (td2 − t′d2)ϕ6(k)

(td2 − t′d2)ϕ6(k) 0 td2ϕ5(k) + t′d2ϕ4(k) 0
0 (td2 − t′d2)ϕ6(k) 0 td2ϕ5(k) + t′d2ϕ4(k)

 . (S7)

The NN hybridization term Hdf1 between d- and f -states reads as:

Hdf1 = i


V1ϕ9(k) −(V1 + 3V ′1)ϕ10(k) 0

√
3(V1 − V ′1)ϕ

∗
10(k)

−(V1 + 3V ′1)ϕ
∗
10(k) −V1ϕ9(k)

√
3(V1 − V ′1)ϕ10(k) 0

0
√
3(V1 − V ′1)ϕ

∗
10(k) V ′1ϕ9(k) −(3V1 + V ′1)ϕ10(k)√

3(V1 − V ′1)ϕ10(k) 0 −(3V1 + V ′1)ϕ
∗
10(k) −V ′1ϕ9(k)

 , (S8)
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FIG. S2: Band structure along high-symmetry paths in the Brillouin zone, calculated with the parameters given in Eq. (S10).
Black and red colors are for d- and f -like band states.

where V1 (V ′1) represents an effective hybridization amplitude between α-dz2 (β-dx2−y2) orbitals, ϕ9(k) = −4sz and
ϕ10(k) = sx − isy.
Finally, the NNN hybridization Hamiltonian Hdf2 is:

Hdf2 = i

 [V2 + 3V ′
2 −

√
3(V ′′

2 + V ′′′
2 )]ϕ11(k) V2ϕ13(k) + [V2 + 3V ′

2 +
√
3(V ′′

2 + V ′′′
2 )]ϕ14(k)

V2ϕ
∗
13(k) + [V2 + 3V ′

2 +
√
3(V ′′

2 + V ′′′
2 )]ϕ∗

14(k) −[V2 + 3V ′
2 −

√
3(V ′′

2 + V ′′′
2 )]ϕ11(k)

[
√
3(V2 − V ′

2 )− 3V ′′
2 + V ′′′

2 ]ϕ12(k) V ′′′
2 ϕ∗

13(k) + [
√
3(V2 − V ′

2 ) + 3V ′′
2 − V ′′′

2 ]ϕ∗
14(k)

V ′′′
2 ϕ13(k) + [

√
3(V2 − V ′

2 ) + 3V ′′
2 − V ′′′

2 ]ϕ14(k) −[
√
3(V2 − V ′

2 )− 3V ′′
2 + V ′′′

2 ]ϕ12(k)

[
√
3(V2 − V ′2) + V ′′2 − 3V ′′′2 ]ϕ12(k) V ′′2 ϕ∗13(k) + [

√
3(V2 − V ′2)− V ′′2 + 3V ′′′2 ]ϕ∗14(k)

V ′′2 ϕ13(k) + [
√
3(V2 − V ′2)− V ′′2 + 3V ′′′2 ]ϕ14(k) −[

√
3(V2 − V ′2) + V ′′2 − 3V ′′′2 ]ϕ12(k)

[3V2 + V ′2 +
√
3(V ′′2 + V ′′′2 )]ϕ11(k) V ′2ϕ13(k) + [3V2 + V ′2 −

√
3(V ′′2 + V ′′′2 )]ϕ14(k)

V ′2ϕ
∗
13(k) + [3V2 + V ′2 −

√
3(V ′′2 + V ′′′2 )]ϕ∗14(k) −[3V2 + V ′2 +

√
3(V ′′2 + V ′′′2 )]ϕ11(k)

 , (S9)

where V2 (V ′2 , V
′′
2 , V ′′′2 ) is the hybridization between in-plane NNN α-dz2 (β-dx2−y2 , α-dx2−y2 , β-dz2) orbitals, and

ϕ11(k) = sz(cx + cy), ϕ12(k) = sz(cx − cy), ϕ13(k) = 4(sxcy − icxsy), and ϕ14(k) = cz(sx − isy). We note that the
spin-orbital structure of the hopping Hamiltonians obtained above is consistent with the previous works [6, 7].

For the valence state with v = 2.56, i.e., at ambient pressure, we use the following parameter set:

Ed = 1.6 eV , Ef = −0.02 eV ,

td1 = −0.32 eV , t′d1 = −0.4td1 , td2 = −0.6td1 , t′d2 = −0.4td2 ,

tf1 = 0.0036 eV , t′f1 = −0.4tf1 , tf2 = −0.2tf1 , t′f2 = −0.4tf2 , t′′f2 = 0.4tf2 ,

V1 = 0.036 eV , V ′1 = −0.4V1 , V2 = 0.1V1 , V ′2 = −0.2V2 , V ′′2 = −0.2V2 , V ′′′2 = 0.1V2 . (S10)

The resulting band structure is shown in Fig. S2. The 4f -dominated bands are located around the Fermi level, while
the 5d-like states disperse widely from −2 eV to 4 eV. A hybridization gap of ≃ 17 meV is consistent with the ARPES
data [8].

SII. Magnetic susceptibility and spin exciton mode

The bare magnetic susceptibility χ0(q, ω) in Eq. (3) of the main text is evaluated as follows:

χ0(q, ω)=
∑
klm

|⟨lk|Jz|mk+q⟩|2

ω+El,k−Em,k+q+i0+
(fEm,k+q

−fEl,k
). (S11)

Here, l and m run over the eight bands derived from the Γ8 and d(eg) states, as discussed in the previous section.
Momentum k runs over the first Brillouin zone. The z component of the angular momentum J = 5/2, projected onto
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(a)

χ' 0
(q

,ω
)  

 (1
/e

V
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(b)

ω (meV)R X M R Γ X

0
(q

)  
 (1

/e
V

)

=2.67

q = (π, π, π)

=2.56

FIG. S3: (a) Static magnetic susceptibility χ0(q, 0) at valence v = 2.56. (b) Frequency dependence of the real part of
the bare magnetic susceptibility χ′

0(q, ω) for R-point with q = (π, π, π), at valence v = 2.56 (black) and v = 2.67 (red).
Black and red dots determine the corresponding spin-exciton energies ωq following from Eq. (S14). The exchange couplings
(J1,J2,J3) = (14.7, 6.5, 2.7) meV are used as in the main text. Note that ωq is reduced by a factor of two as the Sm valence
v is slightly increased.

the Γ8 quartet, is given by Jz = szα + 11
3 szβ , where the pseudospins one-half sα and sβ operate within the α and β

Kramers doublets defined in Eq. (S1) above.
Figure S3(a) shows the static susceptibility χ0(q) for v = 2.56, calculated using the parameter set of Eq. (S10). Its

momentum dependence is decided by the heavy-band dispersions of Γ8 character, and has a maximum at the X-point
with q = (π, 0, 0). However, the exchange couplings between the Γ8 states must be considered to obtain the full
momentum and energy dependence of the magnetic response. Within the random phase approximation, one finds

χ(q, ω) =
χ0(q, ω)

1 + Jqχ0(q, ω)
. (S12)

Including the exchange couplings JR up to third-nearest neighbours, we obtain

Jq = 2J1(cx + cy + cz) + 4J2(cxcy + cycz + czcx) + 8J3cxcycz, (S13)

where cj = cos qj (j = x, y, z). In addition to particle-hole excitations from χ0(q, ω), Eq. (S12) contains a pole at
energy ωq, which satisfies the following equation:

χ′0(q, ωq) = −
1

Jq
. (S14)

The spectral weight Aq of this collective (“spin-exciton”) mode can be obtained by expanding Eq. (S12) near the
pole. It is proportional to the inverse of the derivative of the real part of bare susceptibility at the peak position ωq:

Aq =
1

J 2
q

(
dχ′0(q, ω)

dω

)−1
ω=ωq

. (S15)

As illustrated in Fig. S3(b), the susceptibility χ′0(q, ω) increases with the valence v, resulting in a strong softening of
the spin-exciton energy. Consequently, the spin-exciton peak gains a large intensity, see Fig. 2(a) of the main text.

A comment is in order concerning the spin susceptibility calculations. It is essential to use a realistic Γ8 quartet
model, because it contains an additional flat band near the Fermi level, in comparison with a simple f -doublet model
often used in the literature. Our Γ8 quartet model calculations, however, still underestimate the χ0(q, ω) values,
because we neglected transitions to the Γ7 and higher levels. While the corresponding Van Vleck-type contributions
would not affect the momentum dependences of χ0(q, ω), thus not changing the qualitative picture, the exchange
parameter values JR, required to generate the spin-exciton peak positions consistent with the experimental data, will
decrease accordingly.

In the magnetic phases, we treat the exchange interactions in Eq. (2) of the main text in a standard molecular field
approximation, and calculate the mean-field value of ⟨Jz⟩ in a self-consistent way. The ordered magnetic moment M ,
shown in Fig. 2(b) of the main text, is defined as M = gJ⟨Jz⟩, with the g-factor of gJ = 2/7.
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FIG. S4: (a) Critical valence vc for magnetic ordering in SmB6 as a function of tetragonal crystal field, which splits the Γ8

quartet into α and β doublets by ∆ (inset). (b) Band structure for the valence state with v = 2.56 (corresponding to ambient
pressure), calculated at different ∆ values. The blue and red colors indicate the contributions from the α and β doublets,
respectively. Tetragonal splitting reduces the band gaps as indicated by double arrows.

SIII. Tetragonal crystal field effect on the phase transition

SmB6 becomes magnetically ordered metal when the exchange field is strong enough to overcome the hybridization
gap. This is realized under pressure, which increases the Sm valence hence the density of magnetoactive Sm3+ ions.
The present Γ8 quartet model suggests that there is an alternative way to stabilize magnetic order even at ambient
pressure, by reducing the cubic symmetry to tetragonal one, that is, by splitting Γ8 quartet into the α and β doublet
states. In practice, such a tetragonal crystal field is induced by an external strain. It is important to notice, however,
that cubic symmetry is actually broken at the surface of crystal even without any strain, and also near the defects in
the bulk, so the tetragonal field effect considered here is generic and essential to understand the precise structure of
the surface and defect states in mixed-valence compounds of cubic symmetry such as SmB6.

To substantiate the above physical picture, we have calculated the critical valence vc, at which the magnetic
order and concomitant metal-insulator transition should appear in SmB6, by including the tetragonal crystal field
Hamiltonian ∆(nβ − nα)/2. The result shown in Fig. S4(a) tells that the tetragonal splitting as small as ∆ ≃ 4.5
meV is sufficient to reduce the critical vc to 2.56, i.e., to the Sm valence in SmB6 at ambient pressure, thus driving
this mixed-valence compound into a magnetically ordered state. The origin of this effect is simple and explained in
Fig. S4(b). Namely, splitting of the Γ8 quartet modifies the band structure near the Fermi level and reduces the
hybridization gap. This enhances the magnetic response, given by Eqs. (S11) and (S12), resulting in the spin-exciton
softening and magnetic order. Physically, strong impact of the tetragonal field is due to the proximity of SmB6 to
a magnetic order, which can be controlled by strain and/or uniaxial pressure as suggested by our work. In fact, the
tetragonal distortion which supports magnetic order is naturally present at the surface of crystal. We believe that
this provides a natural explanation for the surface magnetism observed in SmB6 at ambient pressure [9, 10].

SIV. Topological invariants for materials with glide mirror symmetries

For the paramagnetic as well as the antiferromagnetic phases of SmB6 the combination of inversion symmetry P
with time-reversal symmetry (with the operators T , TA, and TG, respectively) leads by Kramers theorem to twofold
degenerate bands. Note that despite the translations included in TA and TG the prerequisite (PTA)

2 = (PTG)
2 = −1

of the Kramers theorem holds. Due to the degeneracy for each electronic band, one can freely choose a basis of
the corresponding two-dimensional eigenspace of the Hamiltonian. To describe the topology of gapped subsystems,
besides using the conventional Z2 invariant [11], it is possible to resolve the internal structure of the degenerate bands
by considering eigenspaces of the crystalline symmetries. One example of this is the mirror Chern number, which
refines the Z2 invariant [12]. Hereby, one considers a mirror plane in reciprocal space, where the Hamiltonian is
completely gapped. Using the mirror symmetry one may block-diagonalize the Hamiltonian into two blocks, one for
each mirror eigenvalue. Each matrix block is found to exhibit a non-zero Chern number, whereas the total Chern
number vanishes due to time-reversal symmetry (or the corresponding anti-unitary symmetry of an antiferromagnet).
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A non-zero mirror Chern number is defined as the difference between the Chern numbers of the two matrix blocks.
In order to describe the topology of nodal lines, which are gapless features unlike the previously discussed gapped

systems, one might try to define a mirror Berry phase in an analogous fashion [13]. However, it turns out that this is not
a viable approach for the A-type antiferromagnetic phase of SmB6. The reason is that in the A-type antiferromagnetic
phase the available mirror symmetries are nonsymmorphic, e.g., m̃x is a glide mirror symmetry, since it comprises
a translation t(0, 0, 1) along the z direction. As a result the projection into a m̃x symmetry eigenspace leads to a
block-diagonal Hamiltonian that is not periodic in the Brillouin zone anymore. Instead, at kz = −π/2 the eigenstates
of each block become pairwise orthogonal to those at kz = +π/2. To see this, consider the glide mirror eigenvalues
{±ieikz} of m̃x, which exchange over the course of the Brillouin zone. Note that we describe the Brillouin zone of
the doubled magnetic unit cell with the original lattice constants, hence the Brillouin zone extends over the interval
kz ∈ [−π/2, π/2) for the A-type antiferromagnetic phase. The exchange of mirror eigenvalues is independent of the
unit cell convention and makes it impossible to consider a mirror Berry phase or, more generally, a Wilson loop in a
single mirror subspace. Nevertheless, we will show below that a mirror-graded Wilson loop over twice the length of
the Brillouin zone captures the band topology.

A non-Abelian Berry connection is needed to treat a system with degenerate bands [14]. Hence, we consider the
non-Abelian Wilson loop in a tight-binding formulation [15]

[W(L)]mn =
〈
Um
k(0)+G

∣∣W (k(0) +G← k(0))
∣∣Un

k(0)

〉
, (S16)

W (k(γ) ← k(β)) =

k(γ)←k(β)∏
α

Pocc
k(α) , (S17)

Pocc
k =

nocc∑
i=1

∣∣U i
k

〉 〈
U i
k

∣∣ , (S18)

where G is the reciprocal lattice vector that relates two equivalent starting points k0. The Wilson matrix W (L),
Eq. (S16), is given by the product of the projectors Pocc

k on the nocc occupied eigenstates |U i
k⟩ of the Hamiltonian

along a closed loop L. The k-points along the Wilson loop L are {k(0) + G,k(N),k(N−1), . . . ,k(0)} with N > 1,
where a periodic gauge is assumed, i.e., |Un

k(0)+G
⟩ = |Un

k(0)⟩. For an arbitrary, not necessarily closed, segment of

the loop L we denote the corresponding tight-binding Wilson matrix by W (k(γ) ← k(β)). While the eigenspectra of
the continuum Wilson loop and the tight-binding Wilson loop matrix, Eq. (S16), may differ, they coincide in their
real eigenvalues, and in their complex eigenvalues up to a phase [15]. This turns out to be sufficient to qualitatively
capture the flow of the Wilson loop spectrum as a function of k0, which in turn characterizes the topology of the
surface bands [16].

The bulk-boundary correspondence that relates surface bands to the bulk topology [16] requires the use of the
cell-periodic basis convention as introduced in Ref. [17]. In the paramagnetic phase, Eq. (S3), the convention plays no
role, because there is only one site per unit cell, whereas in the antiferromagnetic phases there are two lattice sites per
unit cell. For the latter the cell-periodic convention corresponds to a Fourier transform using the real atomic positions,
instead of the coordinates of the unit cell. In this convention the surface spectrum can be continuously deformed
to the Wilson loop spectrum [16]. Here, we only argue for the existence of surface states from the bulk-boundary
correspondence, while quantitative statements on the shape of surface states rely on direct calculations, cf. Fig. 3 in
the main text.

We implemented the Wilson loop matrix W(Lky ) according to Eq. (S16) for loops Lky parametrized by (π, ky, kz)

for kz ∈ [−π/2, π/2], i.e, k(0) = (π, ky,−π/2) and G = (0, 0, π), and at all even-integer fillings up to the Fermi energy.
To describe the flow of the Wilson loop spectrum as a function of ky, one considers the complex phases θ(ky) of the
eigenvalues of the Wilson loop matrix W(Lky

), see Fig. S5(a). We find that these complex phases reach all possible
values, i.e., −π to +π, within the Brillouin zone, which due to their relation to the Wannier charge centers implies
the presence of surface states, see Fig. S5(a,b) [16]. Additionally, in this geometry signatures of the Dirac nodal lines
are expected, once ky is close to the position of the nodal lines. Indeed, we find jumps in θ(ky) once the loop Lky

passes through one of the nodal lines. Yet, this approach is not optimal to capture the topology of Dirac nodal lines.
The fourfold degenerate Dirac nodal lines exhibit twice the Berry phase that a twofold degenerate nodal line carries.
In other words, the Berry phase, which is the total of all θ(ky) for loops enclosing the nodal line, is trivial. Thus, we
propose in the following a mirror-graded Wilson loop, which makes the topological quantization evident.

To refine the concept of non-Abelian Wilson loops, we use the glide mirror symmetry m̃x to block-diagonalize the
Hamiltonian before we define the mirror-graded Wilson loop. We project the Hamiltonian into the occupied subspace
belonging to the mirror eigenvalue +ieikz of m̃x with the corresponding projector P+

k and obtainH+(k) = P+
k H(k)P+

k .

The eigenvalues {±ieikz} of m̃x exchange over the course of the Brillouin zone, which implies the eigenspace belonging
to the eigenvalue +ieikz at kz = π/2 has no overlap with the same eigenspace at kz = −π/2, whereas the eigenspaces
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FIG. S5: Comparison of Wilson loop spectra for the A-type antiferromagnetic phase. All loops Lky are taken at constant
kx = π and along the kz axis. The red arrows highlight the positions where ky cuts a Dirac nodal line. (a) Spectrum of the
Wilson loop calculated according to Eq. (S16) at two filled, degenerate bands. (b) Corresponding band structure of a slab in
[001] termination with highlighted surface states, see also Fig. 3 in the main text. (c) Spectrum of the mirror-graded Wilson
loop calculated according to Eq. (S19) for two filled bands, where the number of different values of θ(ky) at each ky is half of
that in (a), due to the projection on one eigenspace of the glide mirror symmetry m̃x in Eq. (S19). Purple arrows mark the
regions where θ(ky) has an exact degeneracy and a flat dispersion with θ(ky) ≡ 0.

at kz = +π and kz = −π are isomorphic. Thus, we propose to extend the loop L from the interval kz ∈ [−π/2, π/2] to
kz ∈ [−π, π]. Analogously to Eq. (S16) we then define a mirror-graded Wilson loop W+ using the eigenstates

∣∣∣U+,i
k

〉
of H+(k),

[W+(L)]mn =
〈
U+,m
k(0)+2G

∣∣∣W+(k(0) + 2G← k(0))
∣∣U+,n

k(0)

〉
, (S19)

W+(k(γ) ← k(β)) =

k(γ)←k(β)∏
α

P+,occ
k(α) , (S20)

P+,occ
k =

nocc∑
i=1

∣∣∣U+,i
k

〉〈
U+,i
k

∣∣∣ , (S21)

where P+,occ
k projects onto occupied eigenstates of H(k) with mirror eigenvalue +ieikz . The reciprocal lattice vector

to close the loop is now 2G, i.e., for the A-type antiferromagnetic order 2G = (0, 0, 2π) in units of the inverse lattice
constant of SmB6. We are going to argue that Eq. (S19) is not missing terms appearing in Eq. (S16). Yet, since the
order in which the factors are considered differs between Eqs. (S16) and (S19), the spectrum of the mirror-graded
Wilson loop is different. First, note that in the cell-periodic basis convention the representation of the mirror symmetry
comprises a k-independent matrix and a k-dependent prefactor. As a result all eigenstates of m̃x are constant, which
implies in turn that the mirror eigenstates of different eigenvalues at k(α+1) and k(α) are pair-wise orthogonal. This
allows us to simplify the overlap terms, which occur in the conventional tight-binding Wilson loop, Eq. (S16), in

the form of ⟨U i
k(α+1) |U j

k(α)⟩ for occupied states i and j. This overlap ⟨U i
k(α+1) |U j

k(α)⟩ is only non-zero within each

mirror subspace and therefore the projection P+
k does not remove any non-vanishing terms in the Wilson loop. But,

as mentioned before, the glide-mirror operator eigenvalues exchange and we cannot meaningfully close our Wilson
loop at kz = π/2. In other words, the Hamiltonian H+(k) projected on the eigenspace of +ieikz evolves into the
Hamiltonian H−(k) projected on the eigenspace of −ieikz , i.e, H+(k + (0, 0, π)) = H−(k). In conclusion, Eq. (S19)
captures both eigenspaces of m̃x, as does Eq. (S16), but the mirror-graded Wilson loop does so not simultaneously
but consecutively in a longer loop. This leads to Wilson loop matrices W+(L) with half the number of rows and
columns for the same number of occupied bands.

The mirror-graded Wilson loop, as introduced in Eq. (S19), remedies the issues of the conventional Wilson loop
defined in Eq. (S16). We use the new definition and find the Wilson loop spectrum shown in Fig. S5(c). A rapid
change in the spectrum of the mirror-graded Wilson loop occurs at the position of the nodal line. It appears that in
the vicinity of the Dirac nodal line there is a slope that is too step for the chosen resolution but not a discontinuity
as it is seen in Fig. S5(a). Notably, at the ky value where the band structure exhibits a nodal line, the mirror-graded
Wilson loop θ(ky) has a kink, (red arrow) which separates a dispersive region from a nondispersive flat region (pink
arrows). We will discuss the reason for this behavior in more detail below. Furthermore, the presence of small avoided
crossings in the band structure does not lead to unphysical jumps in the mirror-graded Wilson loop spectrum. Finally,
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as far as the plot resolution permits, the Wilson loop spectrum spans the full range of complex phases, see Fig. S5(c),
and thus there is still a connection between the Wilson loop and the surface spectrum Fig. S5(b).

To understand the (mirror-graded) Wilson loop spectra, we consider the symmetries that constrain its spectrum.
The sum over the band index i of the complex phases θ(ky)i in the Wilson loop W(Lky

) spectrum corresponds to
the usual Berry phase, which in the present case is identically zero due to inversion and time-reversal symmetry
[15]. An inversion sends ky → −ky and inverts the direction of the Wilson loop, which implies that the phase fulfills
θ(ky)i = −θ(−ky)j for one pair i and j of band indices. The application of the time reversal operator does not only
invert the vector k but also adds a complex conjugation, which leads to θ(ky)i = θ(−ky)i. Together inversion and
time reversal imply a symmetric spectrum around θ = 0 with θ(ky)i = −θ(ky)j and thus a vanishing Berry phase.

After this preliminary discussion of symmetries we can return to the question, why there are flat bands in the
spectrum of the mirror-graded Wilson loop in Fig. S5(c). We are going to connect the Dirac nodal lines, which are
protected by a second mirror symmetry, namely the symmorphic operation mz, and show under which circumstances
the mirror-graded non-Abelian Wilson loop is exactly determined by the mirror eigenvalues λmz

∈ {±i} of mz.
While the latter is generally the case for Wilson loops of non-degenerate bands perpendicular to a mirror plane,
for degenerate bands this is not the case, cf. Fig. S5(a). Nevertheless, the mirror-graded non-Abelian Wilson loop
partially recovers this connection between the Berry phases θ(ky)i and the mirror eigenvalues λmz

. The action of
mz on eigenstates |Un

kz
, λm̃x

⟩ of m̃x is given by mz|Un
kz
, λm̃x

⟩ ∝ |Un
−kz

,−λm̃x
⟩, where the eigenvalue λm̃x

denotes the
mirror subspace used in the mirror-graded Wilson loop, Eq. (S19). Here, the kx and ky dependence is not shown
explicitly. By using that the mirror m̃x eigenvalues and eigenstates are related due to their kz dependence, one may
rewrite |Un

−kz
,−λm̃x

⟩ ∝ |Un
π−kz

, λm̃x
⟩. Because all appearing proportionality factors have a unit modulus, and thus

drop out in the tight-binding Wilson loop, one finds the relation mzW (k
(β)
z ← k

(α)
z )m†z = W (π − k

(β)
z ← π − k

(α)
z ).

To be specific, this can be obtained by introducing 1 = m†zmz in each inner product contained in W (k
(β)
z ← k

(α)
z ), cf.

Eq. (S20). In the following we will split the full mirror-graded Wilson loop into two parts, which then can be related
by the relation above, yielding

[W+(Lky
)]mn =

〈
U+,m
−π/2

∣∣∣W+( 3π2 ← −
π
2 )

∣∣∣U+,n
π/2

〉
=

〈
U+,m
−π/2

∣∣∣W+( 3π2 ←
π
2 )W

+(π2 ← −
π
2 )

∣∣∣U+,n
π/2

〉
(S22)

=
〈
U+,m
−π/2

∣∣∣m†z W+(−π
2 ←

π
2 )mzW

+(π2 ← −
π
2 )

∣∣∣U+,n
π/2

〉
(S23)

=
∑
opq

〈
U+,m
−π/2

∣∣∣m†z ∣∣∣U+,o
−π/2

〉〈
U+,o
−π/2

∣∣∣W+(−π
2 ←

π
2 )

∣∣∣U+,p
π/2

〉
×
〈
U+,p
π/2

∣∣∣mz

∣∣∣U+,q
π/2

〉〈
U+,q
π/2

∣∣∣W+(π2 ← −
π
2 )

∣∣∣U+,n
π/2

〉
, (S24)

where in the last step identity operators have been introduced that can be directly reduced to summations over
occupied bands by the projectors in W+(. . .). In principle the second and fourth term of Eq. (S24) cancel if they are
multiplied as matrices. Hence, one finds again the result obtained from inversion and time-reversal symmetry, i.e.,
ln detW(Lky ) = 0 meaning the Berry phase vanishes. Furthermore, one may now understand the emergence of flat
bands in Fig. S5(c). If all occupied bands have the same mz mirror eigenvalue at kz = ±π/2 one finds that〈

U+,p
π/2

∣∣∣mz

∣∣∣U+,q
π/2

〉
= λmz

δpq, and thus [W+(Lky
)]mn =

〈
U+,m
−π/2

∣∣∣W+(−π
2 ←

π
2 )W

+(π2 ← −
π
2 )

∣∣∣U+,n
π/2

〉
= 1

mn.

(S25)

For a Wilson loop equal to the identity matrix all Berry phases are exactly θ(ky)i = 0. Indeed, we see in Fig. S5(c)
that the Wilson loop spectrum is generally dispersive, but is (partially) constant wherever λmz

exchange at a Dirac
nodal line. Note, more complex ways in which Eq. (S24) may reduce to a diagonal matrix can also occur.

To summarize our method, it is possible to characterize a Dirac nodal line in the presence of a glide mirror symmetry
by introducing a mirror-graded Wilson loop. We also find that once we consider one eigenspace of the mirror symmetry
with the doubled Brillouin zone, the nodal line appears twice and each occurrence is characterized by a π Berry phase
on a small loop encircling the nodal line. Nevertheless, the full information about the surface state topology is only
found in the flow of the Wilson loop spectrum. Furthermore, we have shown that the mirror-graded Wilson loop
spectrum is not smooth, but instead is expected to exhibit regions with constant eigenvalues in the presence of a
second mirror symmetry mz.

SV. Band topology of SmB6

In this section we give a comprehensive topological analysis of our proposed SmB6 model, both in the paramagnetic
and magnetic phases. To do so we begin with the already known topological properties of the paramagnetic phase
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and apply the methodology to our model (see Sec. SVA). We then analyze the band topology of both the A-type and
G-type AFM phases (see Sec. SVB and SVC). Furthermore, we discuss the properties of the high-field phase, where
all moments of SmB6 are aligned (see Sec. SVD).
Our aim is to work out the key differences in the band topology between the paramagnetic and different magnetic

phases of SmB6. The topological invariants, surface states and possible symmetry protected crossings are considered
for the A-type and G-type phases, as well as for the high-field spin-polarized phase.

For the A-type phase we apply the previously introduced method of the mirror-graded Wilson loop (Sec. SIV). By
the bulk-boundary correspondence, this relates the topology of the nodal lines in the bulk to the drumhead states at
the surface. Since the formation of a magnetic order gives rise to a significant reorganization of the electronic bands,
we begin each discussion with an analysis of the spatial symmetries and the back folding of the bands. This is a
prerequisite for the subsequent discussion of band structures and topological invariants.

As the details of the magnetic structure are not yet experimentally determined, we have analyzed our proposed
model for the possible magnetic structures with ordering vector q = (π, 0, 0) and q = (π, π, π), corresponding to A-
and G-type orderings, respectively. We introduce the magnetic order to our model H, Eq. (S3), by appropriately
enlarging the unit cell and including the exchange Hamiltonian as Zeeman terms on a mean-field level. For the
antiferromagnetic phases, we consider the valence state with v = 2.74, i.e. above a critical value of vc = 2.7 for the
onset of AFM order. We use the model parameters as specified in the main text and Sec. SI above.

A. Paramagnetic phase

1. Band structure of the paramagnetic phase

First, we consider the paramagnetic state with average valence v = 2.56, corresponding to ambient pressure.
SmB6 crystallizes in the cubic space group Pm3̄m (No. 221). Due to the presence of both inversion and time-reversal
symmetry all bands are twofold degenerate. From the fact that this space group contains only symmorphic operations,
it follows that accidental symmetry protected band crossings can only occur along fourfold and threefold rotation axes.
On all other positions in k space the bands exhibit at least a small direct gap. As seen in Fig. S1 there are movable
Dirac points along Γ-X. The irreducible representations of the double groups at the time-reversal invariant momenta
(TRIMs) Γ and R are four dimensional, which implies fourfold degeneracies (including spin) [18]. These Dirac points
are slightly below the Fermi energy for the bands with f-orbital character and more than one 1 eV above the Fermi
energy for the d bands. The former type of Dirac points is exceptionally massive, compared to well known examples
like graphene [19] or Cd3As2 [20]. Note that the adjacent bands above and below the Dirac points are completely
filled, thus no unusual topological transport is expected from these crossings.

2. Topological invariants of the paramagnetic phase

Due to the full band gap and time-reversal symmetry, SmB6 can be considered as an insulator in the symmetry
class AII of the Altland-Zirnbauer classification. By employing the inversion eigenvalues ξn(Γi) = ±1 of all the bands
labeled by n at the TRIMs Γi ∈ {Γ,X,M,R} we can assess the strong (weak) topological Z2 invariant ν0 (ν1, ν2, ν3)
according to Ref. [11] by

(−1)νj =
∏

i∈TRIM

δi, where δi =

N∏
m=1

ξ2m(Γi), (S26)

and i labels the TRIMs of the system. The second product in Eq. (S26) is over the N occupied Kramers pairs
of bands, where we note that for a given Kramers pair ξ2m−1(Γi) = ξ2m(Γi). For the calculation of ν0 all eight
TRIMs must be used for Γi in Eq. (S26), whereas for the weak invariants ν1, ν2, or ν3 only the TRIMs on the planes
kx = π, ky = π, or kz = π are considered, respectively. For both the weak and strong invariants the presence of spatial
symmetries and band degeneracies simplifies the calculation. The Dirac points at Γ and R contain only bands with the
same inversion eigenvalue. Thus, for an even number of filled bands (such that δi is well-defined at each TRIM) the
respective values of δi are δΓ = δR. This applies to our model of SmB6, because for the above mentioned parameters
two bands are occupied, and the Fermi level lies within a band gap. Due to the threefold rotation the three equivalent
TRIMs corresponding to X carry the same inversion eigenvalues ξn(Γi). The same holds for M. Thus, for the strong
topological invariant ν0 two out of the three TRIMs X and M cancel cancel in the product of δi. Together with the
trivial contributions from the Dirac points at Γ and R the resulting strong Z2 invariant is given by (−1)ν0 = δXδM.



16

Band N δΓ δX δM δR ν3 ν0 Cmz ,kz=0 Cmz ,kz=π

1 – 1 -1 – – – – –
2 1 -1 1 1 1 1 4 2
3 – 1 1 – – – – –
4 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0

TABLE S1: Topological invariants of the paramagnetic phase. The product of all inversion eigenvalues up to the number
of occupied bands (first column) are given for each TRIM in the second to the fifth column. The last four columns list the
topological invariants, which characterize the occupied bands, comprising the strong Z2 invariant ν0, the weak Z2 invariant
ν1 = ν2 = ν3, as well as the mirror Chern numbers Cmzkz=0,π.

As expected, we obtain from our tight-binding model at half filling ν = 1 due to δX = −1 and δM = 1. In the presence
of a threefold rotation around the [111] axis the weak invariants fulfill ν1 = ν2 = ν3 and are given by (−1)ν3 = δX,
because in space group Pm3̄m the fourfold representation at R implies δR = 1 independently of the material. Thus,
at half-filling the weak invariants ν1 = ν2 = ν3 = 1 are nontrivial, see Table S1.

Due to the presence of mirror symmetries we can also define mirror Chern numbers Cmz,kz=0 and Cmz,kz=π within
the mirror planes kz = 0 and kz = π, respectively [21]. These mirror Chern numbers are defined as Cmz,kz = C+−C−,
where C± is the Chern number calculated at a fixed value of kz within the subspace of states belonging to one mirror
eigenvalue ±i, see Table S1. Half of the mirror Chern number Cmz,kz

/2 is equal to the number of surface states that
cross the bulk gap in the same direction. Hence, the subsystem with kz = 0 exhibits two surface states, whereas for
kz = π there is one surface state. This is consistent with the previously calculated Z2 invariants, which imply an odd
(even) number of surface Dirac cones for kz = π (kz = 0), cf. Fig. 3(g) in the main text. Note that in the presence
of time-reversal symmetry the regular Chern number C = C+ + C− vanishes. We list all the discussed topological
invariants for paramagnetic SmB6 in Table S1.

B. A-type antiferromagnetic phase

1. Band structure of the A-type antiferromagnetic phase

In the A-type antiferromagnetic phase the regular time-reversal symmetry T is broken, but there exists a modified
time-reversal operation TA = Tt(0, 0, 1), which comprises the regular time reversal T and a translation t(0, 0, 1). A
fixed orientation of the magnetic moments in the A-type phase removes the threefold rotation symmetry of the para-
magnetic phase. The corresponding magnetic space group is P2c4/mm′m′ (No. 123.15.1013 in the OG convention).
Accidental Dirac points occur only along one of the two fourfold rotation axes, i.e., on Γ-Z but not M-A, just as in
the paramagnetic (and G-type) phases [22]. As discussed in Sec. SIV, the combination of inversion and time-reversal
TA leads to a twofold degeneracy of all bands.
As described in the main text and different from the G-type case there are two different band representations on

the mirror plane kz = π
2 , where different mirror eigenvalues are paired by the combination of time reversal TA and

inversion P . This means SmB6 in its A-type phase does not only host Dirac points on a fourfold rotation axis, but
also Dirac nodal lines that are absent in the G-type phase, see Fig. S6 and Fig. 3 in the main text. Dirac points
appear between bands (2, 3) and (4, 5) at the energies -62 meV and -37 meV, respectively, below the Fermi level.

Additionally, there are accidental but symmetry-protected nodal lines around the A point between the bands (2, 3)
and close to the Z and R points between the bands (4, 5). The latter nodal lines are close to the Fermi energy and
are partially of type II. These type-II nodal lines exhibit tilted bands along some radial cuts of the band structure
intersecting the nodal line, while in the direction orthogonal to both the mirror plane and the nodal line, i.e., along kz
they exhibit regular cone-like dispersions [23]. The nodal lines near R are weakly dispersive spreading from -6 meV
to 5 meV in energy. Near Z the nodal lines are effectively dispersionless, covering energies from -32 meV to -31 meV.
Both types of nodal lines have a diameter of up to one fifth of the Brillouin zone (see Fig. 3(c) of the main text).

2. Topological invariants of the A-type antiferromagnetic phase

We group our discussion of the topological invariants according to the associated surface states that appear on the
[010] and [001] surfaces, as discussed in the main text.

Topology of [010] surface states.– To assess the topology relevant for the [010] termination we consider two invari-
ants that can be defined for the kz = 0 plane. We note that for SmB6 in the A-type AFM phase there exists a full
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FIG. S6: Bandstructure of SmB6 in the A-type antiferromagnetic phase. The circles indicate Dirac points (D) and nodal lines
(NL), where the colors red and green indicate crossings between bands (2,3) and (4,5), respectively, as in Fig. 3 of the main
text.

Band N Γ X M ν3 Cm

1 1 1 -1 1 6
2 -1 -1 1 1 6
3 1 1 -1 1 2
4 -1 -1 1 1 6
5 1 1 1 0 4

TABLE S2: Topological invariants of the A-type antiferromagnetic phase. Inversion eigenvalues at the TRIMs are given in
columns 2, 3, and 4, for the different band fillings. ν3 denotes the weak Z2 invariant associated to the plane kz = 0. In the last
column the mirror Chern numbers Cm are given for the kz = 0 plane for fillings up to the band given in the first column.

gap between the fourth and the fifth band in the kz = 0 plane, see Fig. S6. Hence, for this filling we can define in
the kz = 0 plane a weak Z2 invariant ν3 as well as a mirror Chern number Cmz . First we note that the gapped plane
kz = 0 can be understood as an antiferromagnetic topological insulator characterized by the weak Z2 invariant ν3 [24].
This is possible because within the kz = 0 plane the time-reversal operation TA = Tt(0, 0, 1) behaves identically to the
regular time reversal T . As for the paramagnetic phase, Sec. SVA2, we determine ν3 from the inversion eigenvalues
[11]. Assuming that the lowest four bands are filled, we find ν3 = 1 indicating a topological gap in the kz = 0 plane.
This comes as no surprise, since the paramagnetic phase of SmB6 is also nontrivial with ν3 = 1, cf. Table S1. During
the magnetic transition between these two phases the inversion eigenvalues of the plane with kz = π are folded back
to the kz = 0 plane, and thus every second band gap within the kz = 0 plane is topologically nontrivial in the A-type
AFM phase [24]. In addition, it turns out that also for the odd band gaps (i.e., for an odd number of filled bands), the
weak invariant ν3 is nontrivial, with the exception of the gap between band 5 and 6, see in Table S2. Note, that the
contribution of the TRIM X to ν3 cancels since it occurs in two copies related by the fourfold symmetry. Furthermore,
we remark that the Kramers pairs at the TRIMs within the kz = π plane (i.e., at Z, R and A) consist of two states
with different inversion eigenvalues, as a result of the time-reversal operation TA. As a consequence, the invariants νi
corresponding to the planes kx = 0, π, ky = 0, π, and kz = π are ill-defined, which agrees with the deviation from the
AII topological classification due to T 2

A = +1 at kz = π.
Second, we note that within the mirror plane kz = 0 the mirror Chern number Cmz

can be defined, since within
this plane PTA pairs different mz mirror eigenvalues. The values of the mirror Chern number Cmz

= C+ − C− are
given in Table S2. We note that for all considered band fillings the mirror Chern number is nonzero, while the total
Chern number C = C+ + C− is always zero. Bands with a non-zero value of the mirror Chern number are expected to
exhibit surface states for lattice terminations that do not break the mirror symmetry mz, e.g., the [010] termination.
The two topological invariants, ν3 and Cmz

, both describe the kz = 0 plane and are consistent. If Cmz
/2 is odd and

there must be an odd number of surface states that cross the bulk band gap, then the weak Z2 invariant is always
nontrivial, i.e. ν3 = 1. For band 5 the mirror Chern number predicts an even number of surface states, which is in
agreement with ν3 = 0.
The surface states for the [010] termination as function of energy and surface momentum kx are shown in Fig. 3(g)
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FIG. S7: Relation of mirror eigenvalues, nodal lines, and the spectral flow of the Wilson matrix in the A-type antiferromagnetic
phase. (a-c) two occupied bands, (d-f) four occupied bands. (a,d) Multiplicity of mirror eigenvalues for the occupied bands not
including the twofold degeneracy due to the PTA symmetry. (b,e) Band structure, the considered band is highlighted with red
(green) corresponding to band 2 (4). (c,f) Phases of the mirror-graded Wilson loop spectra as a function of ky, for loops along
the kz direction with fixed kx = π.

of the main text. We observe a non-trivial surface state connecting bulk and valence bands with a different number
of surface Dirac cones at Γ̄ than at X̄, in full agreement with the weak Z2 invariant ν3 = 1 (see Table S2 and the
black arrows in Fig. 3(g) of the main text). Within the gap between bands 4 and 5, we observe three surface states,
in agreement with the mirror Chern number Cmz

= 6. We note that a nontrivial Z2 invariant has also been found for
a related model in Ref. [21], whereas we obtain larger values of the mirror Chern number enabled by the increased
number of bands stemming from the relevant eg and Γ8 quartet. The mirror Chern numbers of the paramagnetic
phase at half filling add up to the mirror Chern number of the A-type phase of the kz = 0 plane, which corresponds
to how the Z2 invariants of the paramagnetic and antiferromagnetic phase have been found to be related above. This
concludes our analysis of the topological invariants relevant to the [010] surface termination.

Topology of [001] surface states.– Next, we consider the bulk topology relevant for the [001] termination. First,
we consider the distinguishing feature of the A-type magnetic order, i.e., the emergence of mirror symmetry protected
nodal lines. The nodal lines on the plane kz = π/2 have a codimension p = d − dFS = 2. Further, time reversal
TA anticommutes with the mirror symmetry mz, while squaring to T 2

A = +1. This classifies these nodal lines in the
presence of such a mirror symmetry mz as class AI, and they are thus trivial for p = 2 [25]. However, we note that in
the cited classification scheme the present nodal line shape has not been considered [25]. Thus, a closer consideration
is needed. The mirror symmetry mz protects the nodal lines and its eigenvalues λmz can be used to label the bands.
The values of the mirror eigenvalues λmz are shown in Fig. S7(a,d). At the nodal lines mirror eigenvalues cross, which
is reflected in the mirror-graded Wilson loop spectrum, see below.

We find that the surface states visible in Fig. 3(e) in the main text can be inferred from the Wilson loop spectrum
with periodic boundary conditions. The Wilson loop spectrum is calculated on mirror planes left invariant by m̃x
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FIG. S8: Mirror-graded Wilson loop spectrum for three occupied bands in the proximity of an avoided crossing. Wilson loop
along the kz direction at kx = π as function of ky. The rapid change in the spectrum coincides with a weakly gapped bulk
band crossing, cf. surfaces states in Fig. 3(e) (blue arrow) of the main text.

and m̃y, which are glide mirror symmetries with a translation along the [001] direction. In the matrix block of one
mirror eigenvalue H+(k) all nodal lines are singly degenerate and thus it is possible to determine a Berry phase on a
small loop enclosing each nodal line. The result is a π Berry phase for each of the nodal lines. Yet, this is insufficient
to make the actual connection to the surface states, because a quantization of the Berry phase leaves a dependence
on the chosen surface termination.

To reach a comprehensive description we thus employ the methodology introduced in Sec. SIV and determine the
Wilson loop spectrum for loops along the kz direction at fixed kx and variable ky. In Fig. S7 the analysis is exemplarily

shown for the kx = π plane, which determines the surface state along the line X-M, see Fig. 3(e) in the main text.

For two occupied bands, see Fig. S7(a-c) there is an extended region, where all bands are described by a single
mirror eigenvalue, λmz = +i. As a result the Wilson loop spectrum is pinned to θ = 0 as shown before in Sec. SIV.
Starting at the nodal line there is a rapid change in the Wilson loop spectrum, which is accompanied by a surface
state in the gap between the second and third band as discussed in the main text and Fig. 3(e) (red arrow).

For four occupied bands, see Fig. S7(d-f), bands of both mirror eigenvalues are always occupied. Nevertheless, on
one side of the nodal line a constant Wilson loop eigenvalue with the phase θ = π emerges and the flow of eigenvalues
corresponds to the presence of surface states, as seen in Fig. 3(e) (green arrow) of the main text. To support the bulk
origin of these surface states, we have confirmed that a featureless potential term applied to the surface of the open
system does not remove the surface states.

Finally, a comment is in place regarding the prominent surface state between the third and fourth band on the line
X-M, see Fig. 3(e) (blue arrow) of the main text, which appears to end at an avoided crossing of the bulk spectrum,
see Fig. S6. Note, the crossing is avoided because on the kz = 0 plane no symmetry protects band crossings. Although
the crossing is gapped, it exhibits smooth features in the Wilson loop spectrum, which are similar to those at nodal
lines, see Fig. S8, i.e., there are nearly flat bands within a region demarcated by the nodal line. The existence of this
feature can be understood from the backfolding of bands for the magnetic unit cell, but unlike for the nodal lines the
mirror symmetry mz is insufficient to protect the crossing. There is also no Z2 invariant that could be associated to
these gapped Dirac surface states, because on the plane kx = π the relation T 2

A = −1 does generally not hold.

C. G-type antiferromagnetic phase

1. Band structure of the G-type antiferromagnetic phase

The onset of the magnetic order increases the unit cell size and reduces the time-reversal symmetry to the operation
TG = Tt(1, 0, 0) with T = iσyK and the complex conjugation K. This corresponds to the space group PI4/mm′m′

(No. 123.19.1017 in the OG convention). Since the threefold rotation symmetry is broken by the magnetic order,
crossings of higher degeneracies may only occur along the remaining fourfold rotation axis Γ-Z, see Fig. S9. Dirac
points at TRIMs present in the paramagnetic phase are gapped in the magnetic phase [22]. Notably, unlike for the
A-type case, there is no band crossing near the Fermi level for the G-type antiferromagnetic phase.
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FIG. S9: Bandstructure of SmB6 in the G-type antiferromagnetic phase. The purple circles highlight the Dirac points that are
shown in Fig. 3(d) of the main text.

Band N Γ X Z ν1 = ν2 = ν3 Cm

1 -1 1 1 1 6
2 1 -1 -1 1 10
3 -1 1 1 1 2
4 1 -1 -1 1 6
5 1 1 1 0 4

TABLE S3: Topological invariants of the G-type antiferromagnetic phase. Inversion eigenvalues at the TRIMs are given from
the second to the fourth column taking into account all bands up to the one labeled in the first column. ν1, ν2, ν3 denote the
weak Z2 invariant associated to the plane kx = 0, ky = 0 and kz = 0, respectively. In the last column the mirror Chern numbers
Cm are given for the kz = 0 plane.

2. Topological invariants of G-type antiferromagnetic phase

The Brillouin zone geometry of the G-type magnetic order allows for the definition of three weak Z2 invariants
ν1, ν2, and ν3, even though time-reversal symmetry is broken. This is different to the A-type antiferromagnetic phase,
where only ν3 can be defined. Interestingly, while each of the weak invariants is determined on a different plane defined
by kx = 0, ky = 0, or kz = 0, for all three indices the inversion eigenvalue formula uses the same TRIMs. The latter
statement is evident from the body-centered Brillouin zone shown in Fig. 3(d) of the main text, where all mirror planes
contain the same points, i.e., Γ, X and Z. Nevertheless, the nonsymmorphic nature of the time-reversal symmetry
prevents the definition of the strong invariant ν, because only at Γ, X and Z the necessary condition T 2

G = −1 holds,
while at the TRIM N one finds T 2

G = +1. The inversion eigenvalues for the former TRIMs are listed in Table S3. The
weak invariants νi can be determined using (−1)νi = δΓδZ , where the point X drops out due to its even multiplicity.
Thus, one finds that for fillings 1, 2, 3, and 4, the weak invariants are nontrivial, while for filling 5 they are trivial.
In the surface band structure for the G-type case the bands overlap, see Fig. 3(f,h) in the main text. Nevertheless,
for the [001] termination in the vicinity of the Fermi energy the overlap of bands is sufficiently small so that one can
confirm the correspondence between the invariant and the surface spectrum.

As before we refine this analysis using crystalline topological invariants. We will use the symmorphic mirror
symmetry mz and that the Hamiltonian is gapped on the kz = 0 mirror plane. The mirror Chern number Cm is
consistent with the weak invariant ν3, see Table S3, and it is at the Fermi energy identical to the A-type phase. If
only two (or three) bands are occupied and the fourfold rotation symmetry is unbroken, then there are two Dirac
points on the axis Γ-Z, hence a mirror Chern number is not well-defined on the planes kx = 0 and ky = 0. While
the same is technically true for the Z2 invariant, we can already determine their values from inversion eigenvalues
assuming weakly gapped Dirac nodes. The latter is not possible for the A-type antiferromagnetic phase, where the
relevant mirror planes, kx = 0 and ky = 0, fall into a trivial topological class even if the bands would be gapless.

To further analyze the surface states at kx,y = 0, let us consider the spectral flow of Wilson loop eigenvalues in
the subspace of one eigenvalue of mirror symmetry. Due to the Brillouin zone’s extension along kz the technically
nonsymmorphic glide mirror symmetries m̃x and m̃y do not lead to an exchange of the mirror eigenvalues when moving
from kz = −π to kz = +π. Hence, we do not need to use our mirror-graded Wilson loop formalism, but can just
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(a) (b)
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FIG. S10: Mirror Berry phase winding of SmB6 in the G-type antiferromagnetic phase. (a)-(d) correspond to the case of 1 to
4 occupied bands, respectively. The non-Abelian mirror Berry phase θ(ky) is computed as a function of ky, for closed loops in
the kz-direction at constant kx = 0. The mirror Berry phases wind once (a,d) or twice (b). At ky = 0 (b) and (c) are only
well-defined in the absence of the Dirac points on the Γ-Z axis.

consider a regular mirror Berry phase, which is the sum of all phases of Wilson loop eigenvalues. The non-Abelian
mirror Berry phases for loops along the kz axis within the kx = 0 plane as function of ky are given in Fig. S10. We
find a winding corresponding to a mirror Chern number of Cxm = −1,+2, 0,+1 for the case of one up to four occupied
bands. While the mirror Berry phase is continuous in Fig. S10, this is not necessarily true if we assume a different
orientation of loops within the same mirror plane. By taking loops along ky with a mirror Berry phase as function
of kz, one finds jumps in the Berry phase at the positions of the Dirac points. If the fourfold symmetry is broken by
some perturbation, then these jumps become smooth and the mirror Chern numbers take the values we have given
above independently of the orientation of Wilson loops.

To summarize the analysis of the G-type order, we find that unlike for the A-type phase all weak invariants are
well-defined and instead of nodal line surface states the [001] termination exhibits a surface Dirac cone, see the black
arrow at E = 18 meV in Fig. 3(f).

D. High-field limit

1. Band structure in the high-field limit

For sufficiently strong external magnetic fields the magnetic moments become fully polarized. Here, we study the
case when the field is along the z direction such all moments point along z. The magnetic space group for this case
is P4/mm′m′ (No. 123.7.1005 in the OG convention). This is a symmorphic space group, where only inversion, the
mirror symmetry mz, and rotations with respect to the z-axis remain as unitary symmetries. We can thus expect to
find accidental nodal lines in the mirror planes kz = 0, π and Weyl points characterized by an exchange of rotation
eigenvalues along the paths Γ-Z, X-R and M-A. In Fig. S11 the band structure is shown for our model, which exhibits
nodal lines in the kz = 0 and kz = π planes, and several Weyl points on all four remaining rotation axes. An overview
of all Weyl points and twofold nodal lines is given in Fig. S12.
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FIG. S11: Bandstructure of SmB6 with valence 2.73 assuming moments aligned along z direction. The red, orange and green
circles highlight the Weyl points and nodal lines. The red, orange and green color corresponds to band crossings between bands
(2,3), (3,4), and (4,5), respectively.

FIG. S12: Point and line crossings in spin-polarized SmB6 with valence 2.73. (a) red, (b) orange and (c) green coloring
highlights the Weyl points and nodal lines between bands (2,3), (3,4), and (4,5), respectively, see also Fig. S11.

2. Topological invariants in the high-field limit

For the spin-polarized case the band structure has several Weyl points of varying separation as well as nodal lines.
To characterize the Weyl points we consider their chiralities and their effect on the total Chern number calculated on
planes of constant kz. In Fig. S13 we present the Chern numbers evaluated on planes perpendicular to kz for two,
three and four filled bands. Jumps of the Chern number occur only at the positions of the identified Weyl points
with two exceptions. In Fig. S13(b) two additional jumps can be found. Generally additional accidental Weyl points
occur in a group comprising four Weyl points of identical unit charge at a given value of kz due to the crystalline
symmetries. Interestingly, the accidental Weyl points nearly coincide with a jump due to the double Weyl point along
the M-A line from -2 to -4, which is followed by the change in the Chern number from -4 to 0. Such jumps in the
Chern number can only be explained by the presence of the discussed four accidental Weyl points at generic positions
situated at kz ≈ ±0.3 between the bands 3 and 4. The second case of four Weyl points at generic positions is seen in
Fig. S13(c), where the jump at kz ≈ ±0.5 does not correspond to to any crossing on one of the rotation axes.

The Weyl points occur on both the twofold and the fourfold rotation axes and their charges are either one or two.
The latter ones (i.e. double Weyl points) are protected by the four fold rotation symmetry. There are six Weyl points
between the bands 2 and 3 with charge 1. For the bands 3 and 4 only four double Weyl points occur, two on each
of the fourfold rotation axes as well as four pairs of single Weyl points at generic positions. Notably, the region of
non-zero Chern number spans nearly the full Brillouin zone and, unlike for bands 2 and 3, the Chern number occurs
effectively with a single sign, such that the contribution from different kz to the topological responses would add
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. S13: Chern numbers for spin-polarized SmB6 calculated on planes of constant kz. (a),(b),(c) display the Chern numbers
for fillings up to the second, third, and forth band, respectively.

up. To reach a quantitative statement regarding the topological responses, for example the anomalous Hall effect, a
detailed calculation of the topological contributions by taking the partial filling of bands into account is required, but
this is beyond the scope of this manuscript. The Chern number between bands 4 and 5 takes five different values, a
result of the 18 Weyl points including 8 at generic positions.

Besides the Weyl points, there are also twofold degenerate nodal lines that are protected by the symmorphic mirror
symmetry mz. Since the bands are nondegenerate almost everywhere, all nodal lines exhibit a quantized Berry phase
of θ = π on any path encircling a single line. Notably, nodal lines occur together with some of the Weyl points in the
vicinity of the Fermi level.
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