arXiv:1810.09085v2 [cond-mat.str-el] 16 Jan 2019

Spin texture and spin current in excitonic phases of the two-band Hubbard model

Hisao Nishida,^1 Shohei Miyakoshi,^2 Tatsuya Kaneko,^3 Koudai Sugimoto,^4 and Yukinori Ohta^1 1Department of Physics, Chiba University, Chiba 263-8522, Japan 2Computational Quantum Matter Research Team, RIKEN Center for Emergent Matter Science (CEMS), Wako, Saitama 351-0198, Japan 3Computational Condensed Matter Physics Laboratory, RIKEN Cluster for Pioneering Research (CPR), Wako, Saitama 351-0198, Japan 4Center for Frontier Science, Chiba University, Chiba 263-8522, Japan (Dated: February 8, 2019)

Using the mean-field approximation, we study the k-space spin textures and local spin currents emerged in the spin-triplet excitonic insulator states of the two-band Hubbard model defined on the square and triangular lattices. We assume a noninteracting band structure with a direct band gap and introduce s-, p-, d-, and f-type cross-hopping integrals, i.e., the hopping of electrons between different orbitals on adjacent sites with four different symmetries. First, we calculate the groundstate phase diagrams in the parameter space of the band filling and interaction strengths, whereby we present the filling dependence of the amplitude and phase of the excitonic order parameters. Then, we demonstrate that the spin textures (or asymmetric band structures) are emerged in the Fermi surfaces by the excitonic symmetry breaking when particular phases of the order parameter are stabilized. Moreover, in case of the p-type cross-hopping integrals, we find that the local spin current can be induced spontaneously in the system, which does not contradict the Bloch theorem for the absence of the global spin current. The proofs of the absence of the global spin current and the possible presence of the local spin currents are given on the basis of the Bloch theorem and symmetry arguments.

I. INTRODUCTION

The excitonic phase, which is sometimes referred to as the excitonic insulator phase, is the state where valenceband holes and conduction-band electrons in small bandgap semiconductors or small band-overlap semimetals form pairs (or excitons) due to weakly screened Coulomb interactions, and a macroscopic number of the pairs condense into a quantum state acquiring the phase coherence. Although the excitonic phase was predicted to occur more than half a century ago as a spontaneous hybridization between the valence and conduction bands and has attracted much attention because a theoretical framework similar to that of BCS superconductors can be applied [1–7], the lack of candidate materials delayed our understandings of this phase until recently. However, the progress in this research field has been made rapidly in recent years owing to the discovery of some candidate materials. The spin-singlet excitonic phase has been suggested to emerge in some transition-metal chalcogenides such as 1T -TiSe_2 [8–13] and Ta_2NiSe_5 [14–21], and the spintriplet excitonic phase has also been suggested to emerge in some cobalt oxide materials located in the crossover regime between the high-spin and low-spin states [22–31]. Since these materials are transition-metal compounds, the relevant properties should be considered within the framework of the physics of strong electron correlations using the Hubbard-like lattice models [32–42].

In a series of such studies, Kuneš and Geffroy [43] discussed the effects of cross-hopping integrals on the excitonic states in the two-band Hubbard model, where the cross hopping is defined as the hopping of electrons between different orbitals on the adjacent sites. The hopping integral between different orbitals on the same site vanishes exactly because of the orthogonality of the orbitals, but the cross-hopping integrals between the adjacent sites can have a finite value [44]. Since the hybridization between the orthogonal orbitals occurs spontaneously due to interorbital Coulomb interactions in the excitonic phase, one may naturally expect that the hybridization caused by the cross-hopping integrals should affect the excitonic phase significantly. Kuneš and Geffroy, in particular, showed that the k-space spin texture, similar to the one derived from the Rashba-Dresselhaus spin-orbit coupling, can appear in the spin-triplet excitonic phases even in centrosymmetric lattices without any intrinsic spin-orbit coupling.

Kuneš and Geffroy [43] also argued that the spontaneous spin currents can appear if the order parameters of the spin-triplet excitonic phase are imaginary. Using different models with certain cross-hopping integrals, Volkov et al. [45, 46] discussed the relationship between the excitonic phase and imaginary order parameters and showed that the spin current of the orbital off-diagonal components can remain finite, but the total spin current including both the orbital diagonal and off-diagonal components vanishes exactly. Thus, they concluded that the global spin currents can never appear spontaneously in the equilibrium excitonic phase. Geffroy et al. [47] also pointed out the absence of the global spin current. This result is consistent with the Bloch theorem [48, 49] that claims that the global spin current does not appear spontaneously in the ground state. The existence of the spontaneous global spin current is thus unlikely to occur in the excitonic phases of strongly correlated electron systems.

In this paper, motivated by the above developments in the field, we study the excitonic phases of the two-band Hubbard models with cross-hopping integrals within the mean-field approximation. We assume the square and triangular lattices in two-dimension and examine the crosshopping integrals of four types, i.e., s-, p-, d-, and ftypes. We thus calculate the ground-state phase diagram of the models and clarify the behaviors of the excitonic order parameters, Fermi surfaces, band dispersions, and spin currents. In particular, we discuss the relationship between the global spin currents and excitonic phase with imaginary order parameters. We thereby find that the spin textures are emerged in the Fermi surfaces by the excitonic symmetry breaking when particular phases of the order parameter are stabilized and that the local spin current can be induced in the system with the p-type cross-hopping integral. The proofs of the absence of the global spin current and the possible presence of the local spin currents are also given on the basis of the Bloch theorem and symmetry arguments. We thus present a comprehensive understanding of the spin textures and spin currents in the spin-triplet excitonic phases of the two-band Hubbard model.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we introduce the two-band Hubbard model with the cross hopping integrals and derive the self-consistent equations for obtaining the ground state of the model in the meanfield approximation. In Sec. III, we present the calculated results for the phase diagram of the system, k-space spin texture, features of the order parameters, and the local and global spin currents of the system. We summarize our results in Sec. IV. Appendices are provided to show the proofs of the absence of the global spin currents and the possible presence of the local spin currents in the excitonic phases of the model.

II. MODEL AND METHOD

A. Model

We consider the two-band Hubbard model defined on the two-dimensional lattices. The Hamiltonian is written as Ĥ = Ĥ_t + Ĥ_{int}, (1)

Ĥ_t = ∑ j,τ,σ ( t_cĉ^†_{j+τ,σ}ĉ_{j,σ} + t_f f̂^†_{j+τ,σ}f̂_{j,σ} + H.c. )

+ ∑ j,τ,σ ( V_{1,τ} ĉ^†_{j+τ,σ}f̂_{j,σ} + V_{2,τ} f^†_{j+τ,σ}ĉ_{j,σ} + H.c. )

+ D 2 ∑ j,σ ( n̂^c_{j,σ} − n̂^f_{j,σ} ) − μ ∑ j,σ ( n̂^c_{j,σ} + n̂^f_{j,σ} ) , (2)

Ĥ_{int} = ∑ j ( U_cn̂^c_{j,↑}n̂^c_{j,↓} + U_f n̂^f_{j,↑}n̂^f_{j,↓} )

+ U^′ ∑ j,σ,σ^′ n̂^c_{j,σ}n̂^f_{j,σ}′ , (3)

FIG. 1. Schematic representations of (a) the s-, (b) p-, (c) d-, and (d) f-type cross-hopping integrals defined on either the square or triangular lattice. The blue bonds indicate V1,τ = V2,τ = V and the purple bonds indicate V1,τ = −V2,τ = V . In (e), the direct hoppings (tc and t_f ) and cross hoppings (V1 and V2) are illustrated. The primitive translation vectors are ax = (1, 0) and ay = (0, 1) in (c), and aα = (0, 1), a_β = ( √ 3/2, −1/2), and aγ = (− √ 3/2, −1/2) in (d).

where ĉ^†_{j,σ} (f̂^†_{j,σ} ) and ĉ_{j,σ} (f̂_{j,σ} ) are the creation and annihilation operators of an electron on the conduction (c) orbital [valence (f) orbital] at site j with spin σ. We define the number operators n̂^c_{j,σ} = ĉ^†_{j,σ}ĉ_{j,σ} and n̂^f_{j,σ} = f̂^†_{j,σ}f̂_{j,σ}. In Ĥ_t, D is the on-site energy splitting, μ is the chemical potential, t_c and t_f are the hopping integrals between the same orbitals on the nearest-neighbor sites, and V_{1,τ} and V_{2,τ} are the hopping integrals between the different orbitals on the nearest-neighbor sites. V_{1,τ} and V_{2,τ} are referred to as the cross-hopping integrals. Note that j + τ indicates the nearest-neighbor site of j, where j runs over all sites in the system and τ denotes the primitive translation vector a_τ illustrated in Fig. 1(c) for the square lattice and Fig. 1(d) for the triangular lattice. In Ĥ_{int}, U_c and U_f are the intraorbital Coulombic repulsive interactions, and U^′ is the interorbital Coulombic repulsive interaction. This model is illustrated in Fig. 1, where a_τ is the vector from site j to site j + τ (or the primitive translation vector). The Fourier transformation of Eq. (2) reads

Ĥ_t = ∑ k,σ ( ĉ^†_{k,σ} f̂^†_{k,σ} ) ( ε_c(k) γ(k) γ^∗(k) ε_f (k) ) ( ĉ_{k,σ} f̂_{k,σ} ) , (4) where the matrix elements are

ε_c(k) = 2t_c ∑ τ cos k_τ + D 2 − μ, (5) ε_f (k) = 2t_f ∑ τ cos k_τ − D 2 − μ, (6) γ(k) = 2 ∑ τ (V_τ cos k_τ + iV^′_τ sin k_τ ), (7)

with V_τ = (V_{1,τ} + V_{2,τ} )/2, V^′_τ = (V_{1,τ} − V_{2,τ} )/2, and k_τ = k · a_τ . We assume the hopping integrals as −t_c = t_f = t = 1 (direct gap) and set D = 6 and U_c = U_f = U throughout the paper.

We consider four types of the cross-hopping integrals, i.e., s-, p-, d-, and f-types, where s-, p-, and d-types are for the square lattice and f-type is for the triangular lattice. The signs of V_{1,τ} and V_{2,τ} for each type are shown in Fig. 1. We set V_{1,τ} = V_{2,τ} = V_{1,−τ} = V_{2,−τ} for the s- and d-types, and V_{1,τ} = −V_{2,τ} = −V_{1,−τ} = V_{2,−τ} for the p- and f-types, where −τ denotes the primitive translation vector in the opposite direction, −a_τ . Thus, we rewrite Eq. (7) as

γ(k) = 2 (V_x cos k_x + V_y cos k_y) (8)

for s-type, γ(k) = 2i ( V^′_x sin k_x + V^′_y sin k_y ) (9) for p-type,

γ(k) = 2 (V_x cos k_x − V_y cos k_y) (10)

for d-type, and γ(k) = 2i ∑ τ =α,β,γ V^′_τ sin k_τ (11)

with k_γ = −k_α − k_β for f-type. Hereafter, we assume V_τ = V^′_τ = V = 0.1t. Note that the space inversion of the s- and d-type cross-hopping integrals has even parity, while that of the p- and f-type ones has odd parity. Also, when there are no cross-hopping integrals, the ground state of our two-band model at half filling is a band insulator for U^′, D ≫ U, while it is a Mott insulator for U^′, D ≪ U, and the excitonic insulator state appears in the intermediate region [44, 50, 51].

B. Mean-field theory

We use the mean-field theory to obtain the ground state of the model. The excitonic order parameter is given by

Φ_q = 1 L^2 ∑ j,σ,σ^′ e^{−iq·rj} ⟨ ĉ^†_{j,σ}T_{σ,σ}′ (l)f̂_{j,σ}′ ⟩

= 1 L^2 ∑ k,σ,σ^′ ⟨ ĉ^†_{k+q,σ} T_{σ,σ}′ (l)f̂_{k,σ}′ ⟩ , (12) where T (l) = l_0I + l · σ with l = (l_0, l) and l = (l_1, l_2, l_3), satisfying l^2_0 + l · l = 1 for real numbers l_r (r = 0, 1, 2, 3). L^2 is the number of lattice sites in the system. In this paper, we assume the spin-triplet excitonic order of the spin direction along z-axis: i.e., T (l) = σ_z . Note that the energy of the spin-singlet excitonic order (l_0 ≠ 0 and l = 0) and that of the spin-triplet excitonic order (l_0 = 0 and l ≠ 0) are the same in the present model. However, we implicitly assume the presence of the exchange interactions like Hund’s rule coupling, which stabilizes the spin-triplet excitonic order [38]. We do not consider the spin-singlet excitonic order, which may be stabilized in the presence of strong electron-phonon couplings [39].

If we restrict ourselves to the case q = 0 (direct gap), the excitonic ordering changes the matrix γ(k) as γ(k) → γ^′_σ (k) = γ(k) − U^′ 2 σΦ^∗_0. (13)

The symmetry of the excitonic order depends on the phases of the hybridization term γ(k) and order parameter Φ_0. The mean-field Hamiltonian of the two-band Hubbard model may then read

Ĥ_{MF} = ∑ k,σ ( ĉ^†_{k,σ} f̂^†_{k,σ} ) ( ε′_c(k) γ′_σ(k) γ^′_σ^∗(k) ε^′_f (k) ) ( ĉ_{k,σ} f̂_{k,σ} ) + 2L^2ε_0,

(14)

with

ε^′_c(k) = 2g_c(k) + D 2 − n 4 (U − 2U^′) − μ_0, (15)

ε^′_f (k) = 2g_f (k) − D 2 + n 4 (U − 2U^′) − μ_0, (16)

γ^′_σ (k) = 2h(k) − U^′ 2 σ|Φ^t_0|e^{−iϕ}, (17)

ε_0 = − ( N 4 )_2

(U + 2U^′) − (n 4 )_2 (U − 2U^′) + U^′ 4 |Φ^t_0|^2,

(18)

where we define g_{c(f )}(k) = t_{c(f )} ∑ τ cos k_τ , h(k) = ∑ τ (V_τ cos k_τ + iV^′_τ sin k_τ ), and μ_0 = μ −^N_4 (U + 2U^′).

The number of electrons per unit cell is given by N = 1 L^2 ∑ k,σ ( ⟨n̂^f_{k,σ} ⟩ + ⟨n̂^c_{k,σ} ⟩ ) , where N = 2 is for the halffilled band, and the difference between the numbers of c and f electrons is given by n =^1_{L2} ∑ k,σ ( ⟨n̂^f_{k,σ}⟩−⟨n̂^c_{k,σ} ⟩ ) . We define the q = 0 spin-triplet excitonic order parameter as

Φ^t_0 = |Φ^t_0|e^{iϕ} = 1 L^2 ∑ k,σ σ⟨ĉ^†_{k,σ}f̂_{k,σ}⟩, (19) where ϕ is the phase of the complex order parameter and σ = ±1. The mean-field Hamiltonian can be diagonalized by the Bogoliubov transformation ( α̂_{k,σ,+} α̂_{k,σ,−} ) = ( u_{k,σ} e^{iθk,σ} v_{k,σ} e^{−iθk,σ} v_{k,σ} −u_{k,σ} ) ( ĉ_{k,σ} f̂_{k,σ} ) , (20) where we take u_{k,σ} and v_{k,σ} to be real, and v_{k,σ} is multiplied by the phase factor e^{iθk,σ} . This assumption does not lose generality because the relative phase of u_{k,σ} and v_{k,σ} is fixed in the Bogoliubov transformation. Since the Bogoliubov transformation is unitary, the identity |u_{k,σ}|^2 + |v_{k,σ} |^2 = 1 is satisfied. Thus, we obtain the diagonalized mean-field Hamiltonian as

Ĥ_{MF} = ∑ k,σ ( E^+_{k,σ}α̂^†_{k,σ,+}α̂_{k,σ,+} +E^−_{k,σ}α̂^†_{k,σ,−}α̂_{k,σ,−} ) +2L^2ε_0,

(21)

with the quasiparticle band dispersions E^±_{k,σ} = η_k ± √ ξ^2_k + |γ^′_σ(k)|^2, (22)

η_k = 1 2 ( ε^′_c(k) + ε^′_f (k) ) , (23)

ξ_k = 1 2 ( ε^′_c(k) − ε^′_f (k) ) . (24)

The transformation coefficients and complex phase factor are given by

u^2_{k,σ} = 1 2 ( 1 + ξ_k √ ξ^2_k + |γ^′_σ (k)|^2 ) , (25)

v^2_{k,σ} = 1 2 ( 1 − ξ_k √ ξ^2_k + |γ^′_σ (k)|^2 ) , (26) e^{iθk,σ} = γ^′_σ(k) |γ^′_σ(k)| . (27)

Thus, the self-consistent equations are given by N = 1 L^2 ∑ k,σ [ f(E^+_{k,σ} ) + f(E^−_{k,σ} ) ] , (28) n = 1 L^2 ∑ k,σ ( u^2_{k,σ} − v^2_{k,σ} ) [ f(E^+_{k,σ} ) − f(E^−_{k,σ} ) ] , (29)

Φ^t_0 = 1 L^2 ∑ k,σ σu_{k,σ} v_{k,σ} e^{−iθk,σ} [ f(E^+_{k,σ} ) − f(E^−_{k,σ} ) ] , (30)

where we define the Fermi distribution function f(E^±_{k,σ} ) = ⟨α̂^†_{k,σ,±}α̂_{k,σ,±}⟩ = 1/(1 + e^{βE±k,σ} ) using the reciprocal temperature β. We carry out the following calculations at zero temperature.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Order parameter and k-space spin textures

Let us first discuss the excitonic order parameter focusing on its phase, which can cause the k-space spin textures. When the cross hopping is introduced, the phase of the excitonic order parameter is fixed to a certain value that depends on both the types of the cross hopping and electron filling N [43]. The calculated results for the phase diagram are summarized in Fig. 2; the results in the parameter space of (N, U^′) at U = 9 are shown in Figs. 2(a)-(d) and the results in the parameter space of (N, U) at U^′ = 5 are shown in Figs. 2(e)-(h). The calculated results for the amplitude |Φ^t_0| and phase ϕ of the order parameter are also shown in Figs. 2(i)-(l) at U = 9.5 and U^′ = 5 as a function of N. In the normal phase where the order parameter is zero, the system is a band insulator at half filling (N = 2) and a metal at N < 2. As the number of electrons decreases from N = 2, the required U for the excitonic phase transition increases. In the excitonic phase, the phase of the order parameter strongly depends on the types of the cross hopping and N. When the cross hopping is present, the k-space spin texture can emerge, where the splitting of the upspin and down-spin bands occurs in the excitonic phase as is illustrated in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4. In the following, we discuss the k-space spin texture in the even-parity (sand d-type) and odd-parity (p- and f-type) cross-hopping cases separately.

For the s- and d-type cross-hopping integrals (evenparity case), we find that the phase is fixed to ϕ = π/2 at N = 2, which decreases with decreasing N monotonically to zero. A finite value of the magnetization emerges, whose sign is opposite to the direction of the excitonic order parameter, in agreement with the preceding study [43]. We define the magnetization of each orbital (ℓ = c, f) as m^ℓ_0 =^1_{2L2} ∑ k,σ σ⟨n̂^ℓ_{k,σ} ⟩, which is calculated in the mean-field approximation ε^′_ℓ(k) → ε^′_ℓ(k) − Uσm^ℓ_0 and ε_0 → ε_0 + U/2[(m^c_0)^2 + (m^f_0 )^2]. In the case of stype cross hopping, there occurs the mixing between the orbital diagonal component of the order parameters (or magnetization) and the orbital off-diagonal component of the order parameter (or excitonic order), so that the excitonic order is accompanied necessarily by the magnetization. From Eqs. (17) and (22), we find that the quasiparticle band splits at ϕ ≠ π/2 since h(k) is real.

The calculated k-space spin textures (or spindependent Fermi surfaces) are shown in Figs. 3(a) and 3(c) for the s- and d-type even-parity cross-hopping integrals, respectively, and the corresponding quasiparticle band dispersions are shown in Figs. 4(a), 4(b), and 4(e). The time-reversal symmetry breaking by the excitonic ordering leads to E^±_{k,σ} = E^±_{−k,σ} and E^±_{k,σ} ≠ E^±_{−k,−σ} , whereby the degeneracy of the up-spin and down-spin bands is lifted along the ω direction. In the case of s-type cross-hopping integral, the excitonic order splits the upspin and down-spin bands along the ω direction in the entire k-space, resulting in the net spin polarization. In the d-type cross-hopping integral, the excitonic order splits the spin bands as well, but due to the k-dependent spin occupation of the bands (or spin texture), the net spin polarization vanishes. Such a difference caused by the cross-hopping integrals affects the self-consistent equations, thereby giving rise to a qualitative difference in the orders of the excitonic phase transitions [see Figs. 2(i) and 2(k)].

FIG. 2. Calculated phase diagrams of our model in the parameter space of (N, U^′) at U = 9 (upper panels) and (N, U) at U^′ = 5 (middle panels), where N is the number of electrons per site. The cross-hopping integrals of (a,e) s-, (b,f) p-, (c,g) d-, and (d,h) f-type are assumed. Circles, diamonds, and triangles in the phase diagrams represent the excitonic phases with the phase ϕ = 0, 0 < ϕ < π/2, and ϕ = π/2, respectively, and squares represent the normal phase. In the lower panels (i)-(l), we show the calculated amplitude |Φ^t_0 | (red) and phase ϕ (blue) of the excitonic order parameter at U = 9.5 and U^′ = 5 as a function of N, where we assume the cross-hopping parameters of (i) s-, (j) p-, (k) d-, and (l) f-type. The solid and dotted lines at the phase boundaries represent the second- and first-order phase transitions, respectively.

On the other hand, for the p- and f-type cross-hopping integrals (odd-parity case), we find that the phase is fixed to ϕ = 0 at N = 2, increases continuously with decreasing N, and reaches a constant value π/2 at N < 1.96 for the p-type and at N < 1.98 for the f-type. We also find that the excitonic order parameter continuously decreases with decreasing N. Since h(k) is pure imaginary, the degeneracy of the up-spin and down-spin bands is lifted along the k direction (rather than the ω direction) when ϕ ≠ 0. The k-space spin textures are shown in Figs. 3(b) and 3(d) for the p- and f-type cross-hopping integrals, respectively, and the corresponding quasiparticle band dispersions are shown in Figs. 4(c), 4(d), and 4(f). The inversion symmetry breaking by the excitonic ordering leads to E^±_{k,σ} ≠ E^±_{−k,σ} and E^±_{k,σ} = E^±_{−k,−σ} , whereby the splitting of the up-spin and down-spin bands emerges. The splitting characteristic of the inversion symmetry breaking is clearly visible in the X^′–Γ–X line of the Brillouin zone [see Figs. 4(c) and 4(d)] as well as in the K–Γ–K^′ line of the Brillouin zone [see Fig. 4(f)].

B. Spin currents

Next, let us discuss the local and global spin currents in the excitonic phases of our model. The global spin current may be defined as

Ĵ^s_{tot} = 1

L^2 ∑ k,σ σ 2 ( ĉ^†_{k,σ} f̂^†_{k,σ} ) ∇_k ( ε^′_c(k) γ^′_σ (k) γ^′_σ^∗(k) ε^′_f (k) ) ( ĉ_{k,σ} f̂_{k,σ} )

(31)

with ∇_k = ∑ τ a_τ^∂_{∂kτ} , which may be separated into the orbital diagonal component

Ĵ^s_{cc} + Ĵ^s_{f f} = − 1 L^2 ∑ τ,k,σ σ t_c sin k_τ ĉ^†_{k,σ}ĉ_{k,σ} a_τ − 1 L^2 ∑ τ,k,σ σ t_f sin k_τ f̂^†_{k,σ}f̂_{k,σ} a_τ (32)

FIG. 3. Calculated k-space spin textures for the (a) s-, (b) p-, (c) d-, and (f) f-type cross-hopping integrals, where the up-spin (red) and down-spin (blue) Fermi surfaces are drawn. We assume N = 1.94 in (a), (b), and (c), and N = 1.98 in (d). We find ϕ = 0 in (a) and (c) and ϕ = π/2 in (b) and (d). We set D = 6 , U = 9.5, and U^′ = 5. The areas enclosed by the dotted lines in Figs. 4(g) and 4(h) (see below) are shown.

and orbital off-diagonal component

Ĵ^s_{cf} + Ĵ^s_{f c} = 1 L^2 ∑ τ,k,σ σ(−V_τ sin k_τ + iV^′_τ cos k_τ )ĉ^†_{k,σ}f̂_{k,σ} a_τ + 1 L^2 ∑ τ,k,σ σ(−V_τ sin k_τ − iV^′_τ cos k_τ )f̂^†_{k,σ}ĉ_{k,σ}a_τ .

(33)

Let us consider the diagonal component first. The expectation value of the diagonal component is given by ⟨Ĵ^s_{cc}⟩ + ⟨Ĵ^s_{f f} ⟩ = − t L^2 occ.∑

τ,k,σ σ ξ_k sin k_τ √ ξ^2_k + |γ^′_σ (k)|^2 a_τ , (34)

where occ. means the summation over the k points at which the quasiparticle band E^−_{k,σ} is occupied. In the even-parity case, we have ξ_k = ξ_{−k} and |γ^′_σ(k)|^2 = |γ^′_σ (−k)|^2, which lead to ⟨Ĵ^s_{cc}⟩ + ⟨Ĵ^s_{f f} ⟩ = 0 since the integrand of Eq. (34) becomes an odd function with respect to k. Therefore, the diagonal component of the spin current never appears in the even-parity case. On the other hand, in the odd-parity case with ϕ ≠ 0 excitonic phases, we have |γ^′_σ (k)|^2 ≠ |γ^′_σ (−k)|^2, which leads to ⟨Ĵ^s_{cc}⟩ + ⟨Ĵ^s_{f f} ⟩ ≠ 0. The diagonal component of the spin current calculated for the model with the p-type cross hopping is shown in Fig. 5, where the phase of the order parameter varies continuously from zero to π/2 with decreasing N [see Fig. 2(j)]. When ϕ = 0, we have |γ^′_σ (k)|^2 = |γ^′_σ (−k)|^2, which leads to ⟨Ĵ^s_{cc}⟩ + ⟨Ĵ^s_{f f} ⟩ = 0.

FIG. 4. Calculated quasiparticle band dispersions in the spintriplet excitonic phases of our model. Their energies ω are plotted in the Brillouin zone. The up-spin (red) and downspin (blue) bands are illustrated. We assume N = 1.94 for the s-, p-, and d-type cross-hopping integrals and N = 1.98 for the f-type cross-hopping integrals. We find ϕ = 0 for the sand d-type, and ϕ = π/2 for the p- and f-type. We set D = 6, U = 9.5, and U^′ = 5. In (g) and (f), we show the Brillouin zones and the paths along which the band dispersions are drawn.

However, when ϕ > 0, the diagonal component acquires a finite value, which is caused by the spin-dependent band splitting as shown in Fig. 3(b). The value of the diagonal component increases until the phase reaches π/2, but it decreases by further decreasing N and vanishes when the excitonic order disappears.

Let us next consider the off-diagonal component of the spin current. V_τ and V^′_τ in Eq. (33) depend on the types of the cross hopping: in the even-parity case, we have

FIG. 5. (a) Calculated local and global spin currents as a function of the electron filling N, where we assume the ptype cross-hopping integral. We set D = 6, U = 9.5, and U^′ = 5. We also show schematic representations of the local spin currents in (b) and (c), where the diagonal and off-diagonal components are indicated, respectively.

V_τ ≠ 0 and V^′_τ = 0, and in the odd-parity case, we have V_τ = 0 and V^′_τ ≠ 0. In the following, we consider the cases with the s- and p-type cross-hopping integrals.

For the s-type cross-hopping integral, we have the offdiagonal component of the spin current as ⟨Ĵ^s_{cf} ⟩ + ⟨Ĵ^s_{f c}⟩ = V L^2 occ.∑

τ,k,σ σ Re[γ^′_σ (k)] sin k_τ √ ξ^2_k + |γ^′_σ(k)|^2 a_τ . (35)

Since γ^′_σ(k) = γ^′_σ (−k) in any ϕ, the inversion symmetry remains in the excitonic phase. Therefore, the integrand of Eq. (35) is an odd function with respect to k, so that ⟨Ĵ^s_{cf} ⟩ + ⟨Ĵ^s_{f c}⟩ = 0. The same discussion also applies to the case with the d-type cross-hopping integral.

For the p-type cross-hopping integral, we have the offdiagonal component as ⟨Ĵ^s_{cf} ⟩ + ⟨Ĵ^s_{f c}⟩ = − V L^2 occ.∑

τ,k,σ σ Im[γ^′_σ(k)] cos k_τ √ ξ^2_k + |γ^′_σ (k)|^2 a_τ . (36)

Since |γ^′_σ (k)|^2 = |γ^′_σ (−k)|^2 and Im[γ^′_σ (k)] = 2V ∑ τ sin k_τ at ϕ = 0, the integrand of Eq. (36) becomes an odd function with respect to k, which leads to ⟨Ĵ^s_{cf} ⟩ + ⟨Ĵ^s_{f c}⟩ = 0. However, the inequality γ^′_σ (k) ≠ γ^′_σ (−k) at ϕ = π/2 breaks the inversion symmetry, which leads to ⟨Ĵ^s_{cf} ⟩ + ⟨Ĵ^s_{f c}⟩ ≠ 0. We obtain the same result whenever ϕ ≠ 0.

The calculated off-diagonal component of the spin current for the p-type cross-hopping integrals is shown in Fig. 5. One might think that this result contradicts the Bloch theorem that the current necessarily vanishes without external fields in the bulk systems. However, we find in Fig. 5 that the sum of the diagonal and off-diagonal components exactly vanishes as

⟨Ĵ^s_{tot}⟩ = ⟨Ĵ^s_{cc}⟩ + ⟨Ĵ^s_{f f} ⟩ + ⟨Ĵ^s_{cf} ⟩ + ⟨Ĵ^s_{f c}⟩ = 0, (37)

which is consistent with the Bloch theorem. Thus, the global spin current always vanishes, in agreement with the identity at zero temperature [46, 52]

⟨Ĵ^s_{tot}⟩ = 1 L^2 occ.∑

k,σ σ∇_kE^−_{k,σ} = 0. (38)

We should emphasis again that the global spin current never appears even if the cross-hopping integrals are added and the carriers are introduced. The same discussion can also be applied to the case of the f-type crosshopping integrals. However, we note that the relation ⟨Ĵ^s_{ℓℓ}′ ⟩ = 0 necessarily holds since we have ∑ τ a_τ = 0 in the triangular lattice, which results in the vanishing local spin currents. As discussed in the study of superconductivity [48, 49] and also in a recent paper by Geffroy et al. [47], the ground state containing a finite global current cannot be allowed in the equilibrium system. In our mean-field calculation, we actually find that there is no global spin current but there can be a finite local spin current. As shown here, the origin of the local spin current is the inversion-symmetry breaking in the excitonic phase. We again stress that the Bloch theorem does not prohibit the presence of the local spin currents. The detailed discussions on the absence of the global spin current and the presence of the local spin currents are found in Appendices A and B.

IV. SUMMARY

We studied the k-space spin textures and spin currents in the spin-triplet excitonic phase of the two-band Hubbard model defined on the square and triangular lattices by the mean-field approximation. We assumed the noninteracting band structure with a direct band gap and introduced the s-, p-, d-, and f-type cross-hopping integrals. We thus found that, depending on the types of the cross hopping, interaction strength, and electron filling, the phase of the excitonic order parameter is fixed to be imaginary, whereby the k-space spin texture and local spin current can emerge.

The even-parity cross-hopping integrals of the s- and d-type lift the spin degeneracy of the band dispersions by the breaking of the time-reversal symmetry, which leads to the k-space spin texture, whereas the local spin current exactly vanishes because the space-inversion symmetry remains in this system. On the other hand, the oddparity cross-hopping integrals of the p- and f-type lift the spin degeneracy of the band structures by the breaking of the space-inversion symmetry, which leads to the kspace spin texture as well. Moreover, in the case of the p-type cross-hopping integral, the local spin currents of the diagonal and off-diagonal components remain finite when the excitonic order parameter has the imaginary value. The global spin current always vanishes, which is consistent with the Bloch theorem.

The experimental observation of the k-space spin textures and local spin currents may, therefore, be very useful for verification of the presence of the spin-triplet excitonic orders. We hope that our results will encourage experimental confirmations of the excitonic phases in real materials.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Prof. Yoji Ohashi for tutorial lectures and enlightening discussions. This work was supported by Grants-in-Aid for Scientific Research (Nos. JP26400349, JP15H06093, JP17K05530, and JP18K13509) from JSPS of Japan. The numerical calculations were carried out on computers at Yukawa Institute for Theoretical Physics, Kyoto University, Japan.

Appendix A: Absence of the global spin current

Here, we discuss the absence of the global spin current in spin-triplet excitonic insulator states from the viewpoint of the Bloch theorem. First, we introduce the spin current from the continuity equation in the d-dimensional lattice containing L^d sites and define the global and local (or partial) spin currents. Next, we derive the Bloch theorem for the global spin current and examine its correspondence with the results of our mean-field calculations.

1. Global and local spin currents

The current operators may be derived from the continuity conditions of the Hamiltonian as [53] ∂ ∂t Ŝ^z_j = i[Ĥ, Ŝ^z_j ] = − ∑ τ (Ĵ^z_{(j,τ )} − Ĵ^z_{(j,−τ )}), (A1)

where Ĵ^z_{(j,τ )} denotes the operator of the spin current flow-

ing out from site j to j+τ and Ŝ^z_j = 1/2 ∑ σ σ(n̂^c_{jσ} +n̂^f_{jσ} ).

We note that this argument is justified if and only if the system has the axial spin rotational symmetry about the z-axis, R_z , and the expectation value of the z-component of the total spin operator is conserved. Thus, we assume in the following discussions that the system has the symmetry R_z . The spin current operators Ĵ^z_{(j,τ )} may then be divided into the orbital diagonal and orbital off-diagonal components as Ĵ^z_{(j,τ ),cc} = −it_c/2 ∑ σ σ(ĉ^†_{j+τ,σ}ĉ_{j,σ} − H.c.), (A2) Ĵ^z_{(j,τ ),f f} = −it_f /2 ∑ σ σ(f̂^†_{j+τ,σ}f̂_{j,σ} − H.c.), (A3) Ĵ^z_{(j,τ ),cf} = −iV_{1,τ} /2 ∑ σ σ(ĉ^†_{j+τ,σ}f̂_{j,σ} − H.c.), (A4) Ĵ^z_{(j,τ ),f c} = −iV_{2,τ} /2 ∑ σ σ(f̂^†_{j+τ,σ}ĉ_{j,σ} − H.c.). (A5)

Then, the global spin current flowing in the direction τ may be defined as

L^dĴ^z_τ = ∑ j Ĵ^z_{(j,τ )} = 1 2 ∑ kσ σ ( ĉ^†_{k,σ} f̂^†_{k,σ} ) ∂H(k) ∂k_τ ( ĉ_{k,σ} f̂_{k,σ} )

(A6)

with H(k) = ( ε_c(k) γ(k) γ^∗(k) ε_f (k) ) , (A7)

where the τ denotes the vector from site j to site j + τ. Note that the interaction terms of the Hamiltonian Eq. (3) do not contribute to the spin current operators.

Similarly, the partial spin current may be defined as L^dĴ^z_{τ,ll}′ = ∑ j Ĵ^z_{(j,τ ),ll′} , (A8)

where l and l^′ (= c, f) denote the orbitals. We also define the difference between the orbital diagonal and orbital off-diagonal spin currents as Ĵ^{′z}_τ =Ĵ^z_{τ,cc} + Ĵ^z_{τ,f f} − Ĵ^z_{τ,cf} − Ĵ^z_{τ,f c} = 1 2L^d ∑ kσ σ ( ĉ^†_{k,σ} f̂^†_{k,σ} ) τ_z ∂H(k) ∂k_τ τ_z ( ĉ_{k,σ} f̂_{k,σ} ) , (A9)

where τ^z denotes the z-component of the Pauli matrix. We may then obtain the orbital diagonal and orbital offdiagonal spin currents as Ĵ^{(+)}_τ = Ĵ^z_τ + Ĵ^{′z}_τ and Ĵ^{(−)}_τ = Ĵ z_τ − Ĵ ′z_τ , respectively.

Here, we note that the orbital-decomposed partial spin currents may be termed as the local spin currents if the orbitals are located in different spatial positions, as is assumed in the main text. The global (or total) spin current may then be defined as a sum of the local (or partial) spin currents. We also note that the global spin current if exists may obviously be observed experimentally but the local spin currents should in principle be observed experimentally as well, which can lead to an experimental proof of the existence of the spin-triplet excitonic insulator state. In the Appendices A and B, we use the term “partial” spin current rather than “local” spin current.

2. The Bloch theorem

Now, let us prove the Bloch theorem for our system, which states that the persistent spin current does not exist in thermal equilibrium without any external fields. The proof is carried out in the following two steps [49]. First, we introduce the excited state generated by an infinitesimal twisting of the spin-dependent Peierls phase in the hopping parameters. Secondly, using the inequality originated from the passivity (defined below) of thermal equilibrium states, we show on the basis of the dimensional analysis that a contradiction is lead if we assume the existence of the global spin current. In this proof, we assume that the system is under the periodic boundary condition in all the orthogonal directions.

First, we introduce the spin-dependent Peierls phase using the twist operator defined as

Û(φ) = exp iφ · ∑ l,j,σ σn̂^l_{j,σ} r_j , (A10)

where φ denotes a vector in the reciprocal lattice space, which satisfies Lφ·a_i = 0 and its amplitude characterizes the intensity of the flux penetrating a one-dimensional ring. Thus, the vector φ can be written as φ = 1 L ∑ j m_j b_j = O(L^{−1}), m_j ∈ Z. (A11)

where a_i · b_j = 2πδ_{ij} . Here, we assume the integers m_j ∈ Z are sufficiently smaller than L, so that the vector φ has the order of L^{−1}. Using this twist operator, the fermion creation and annihilation operators with momentum k are transformed into the other fermion operators with momentum k − σφ as Û^†(φ)ĉ_{k,σ}Û(φ) = ĉ_{k−σφ,σ} , (A12) Û^†(φ)ĉ^†_{k,σ}Û(φ) = ĉ^†_{k−σφ,σ} , (A13) Û^†(φ)f̂_{k,σ}Û(φ) = f̂_{k−σφ,σ} , (A14) Û^†(φ)f̂^†_{k,σ}Û(φ) = f̂^†_{k−σφ,σ} , (A15) where we note that the shifted momentum k − σφ is in the Brillouin zone. Because thermal equilibrium states are passive (or energetically stable) for any local unitary transformation [49, 54], we can introduce the following inequality:

ω_0(Û^†(φ)[Ĥ, Û(φ)]) ≥ 0, (A16)

where ω_0(· · · ) is defined as the expectation value with respect to the infinite thermodynamical equilibrium state. In particular, if the N-fermion system has a unique ground state | | |Φ^{(N)}_0 ⟩ at zero temperature, ω_0(· · · ) may be rewritten as

ω_0(· · · ) = lim_{L→∞} ⟨ Φ^{(N)}_0 | | | · · · | | |Φ^{(N)}_0 ⟩ , (A17)

where we take the infinite volume limit L → ∞ so that the density ρ = N/L^d converges to a finite positive constant.

Using the twist operator, we then obtain

Û^†(φ)[Ĥ, Û(φ)] = 2φ · ∑ kσ σ 2 ( ĉ^†_{k,σ} f̂^†_{k,σ} ) ∇_kH(k) ( ĉ_{k,σ} f̂_{k,σ} )

+ O(L^{d−2}), (A18)

where the first term of the right-hand side corresponds to the global spin current defined in Eq. (A6). If the system has a nonzero bulk spin current, this term is of the order of L^{d−1}. Thus, we find 1 L^d ω_0(Û^†(φ)[Ĥ, Û(φ)]) = 4π L ∑ τ m_τ ω_0(Ĵ^z_τ )

+ O(L^{−2}) ≥ 0, (A19)

where we note that the vector φ is arbitrary, so that we can take any values of m_τ . Now, if we assume the presence of the positive global spin current, i.e., ω(Ĵ^z_τ ) > 0, then choosing all m_τ to be negative, we obtain ∑ τ m_τ ω_0(Ĵ_τ ) < 0, which contradicts the passivity condition Eq. (A16). Therefore, we find that the global spin current does not exist. In other words, the axial spin rotational symmetry about the z-axis is not broken in the ground state of the system. We also note that the above argument cannot be applied to the case of the surface currents. If the system has only the surface currents, the leading order of Eq. (A19) becomes L^{−2}. Therefore, the Bloch theorem does not prohibit the existence of the surface currents. Similarly, the bulk spin current is robust against surface defects because of the same reasons. As discussed in Appendix B, such a dimensional analysis can also be applied to the proof of the existence of the partial spin currents, which are not prohibited by the Bloch-like theorem in general.

3. Absence of the global spin current in the mean-field approximation

Here, we discuss the validity of the Bloch theorem in the straightforward mean-field calculation. In general, the Bloch theorem is applicable to any interacting electron systems with the axial spin rotational symmetry and therefore should be valid in the mean-field approximation as well. Using the Hellmann-Feynman theorem [55], we obtain

⟨Ĵ^s_{tot}⟩ = 1 L^d ∑ τ,k,σ σ ( ∂E^+_{k,σ} ∂k_τ f(E^+_{k,σ} ) + ∂E^−_{k,σ} ∂k_τ f(E^−_{k,σ} ) ) a_τ = 1 L^d ∑ k,σ,ν=± σ(∇_kE^ν_{k,σ} )f(E^ν_{k,σ} ) (A20) where ν denotes the band index. Using the density of states defined as D_{ν,σ} (E)dE = L^d (2π)^d ∫ E^ν_{k,σ} =E dl | | |∇kE^ν_{k,σ} | | | dE, (A21)

where dl is the surface element in k-space satisfying E^ν_{k,σ} = E, we can rewrite Eq. (A20) as

⟨Ĵ^s_{tot}⟩ = 1 L^d ∑ σ,ν σ ∫ D_{ν,σ} (E^ν_σ )(∇_kE^ν_{k,σ} )f(E^ν_σ )dE^ν_σ = 1 (2π)^d ∑ σ,ν σ ∫ dE^ν_σ f(E^ν_σ ) ∫ ndl = 0 (A22)

10 with n = ∇_kE^ν_{k,σ} / | | |∇kE^ν_{k,σ} | | |. The integral over the closed constant-energy surface vanishes ∫ ndl = 0, resulting in the vanishing global spin current.

Appendix B: Existence of the partial spin current

Here, we discuss the existence of the partial spin current in spin-triplet excitonic insulator states. First, we make the Bloch-like argument for the partial spin current [defined in Eq. (A9)] as an application of the method given in Appendix A. Next, we make the argument based on the discrete lattice symmetries.

1. Argument based on the Bloch-like theorem

Introducing the operator defined as

Ŵ = exp i π 2 ∑ j,σ ( ĉ^†_{j,σ} f̂^†_{j,σ} ) τ^z ( ĉ_{j,σ} f̂_{j,σ} ) , (B1)

we find that the fermion creation and annihilation operators for the c- and f-band electrons are transformed as Ŵ^†ĉ_{j,σ}Ŵ = iĉ_{j,σ}, (B2) Ŵ^†ĉ^†_{j,σ}Ŵ = −iĉ^†_{j,σ}, (B3) Ŵ^†f̂_{j,σ}Ŵ = −if̂_{j,σ}, (B4) Ŵ^†f̂^†_{j,σ}Ŵ = if̂^†_{j,σ}. (B5)

Thus, using this operator Ŵ and the twist operator defined in Eq. (A6), we obtain 1 L^d (Û(φ)Ŵ )^†[Ĥ, (Û(φ)Ŵ )] = 1 L^d ∑ k,σ ( ĉ^†_{k,σ} f̂^†_{kσ} ) τ^z [H_σ (k), τ^z ] ( ĉ_{k,σ} f̂_{k,σ} )

+ 2φ · Ĵ^{′z} + O(L^{−2}), (B6)

where we note that the first and second terms of the right-hand side are of the orders 1 and L^{−1}, respectively, if we assume that the bulk partial spin current exists. However, unless the commutator [H_σ(k), τ_z ] is zero, the straightforward Bloch-like argument cannot be applied to the present case. In other words, because the first term is larger than the second one, we do not obtain the contradiction to the passivity of the thermal equilibrium states. Thus, in general, the partial spin current is not prohibited by the Bloch-like argument as long as there is the interorbital hybridization satisfying [Ŵ , Ĥ] ≠ 0. In this sense, vanishing of the expectation value of the first term is a sufficient condition to prohibit the partial spin current. It should be noted that this condition is already broken in systems with the cross-hopping terms.

However, the partial spin current does not appear in the normal phases, which is due to the other conditions associated with the lattice symmetries. As discussed below, the partial spin current emerges as a result of the “inversion” symmetry breaking in the excitonic phases.

2. Argument based on the discrete lattice symmetries

Now, let us prove the existence of the partial spin current from the viewpoint of the symmetries that are broken in the excitonic phases. Our strategy is based on the following two assumptions: (i) The ground state of our system is unique. (ii) There is no symmetry operation ĝ that anticommutes with the current operator Ĵ_τ . These two assumptions are naturally applicable to our meanfield solutions obtained as the stationary points of the free energy. The relevance of these assumption may be confirmed as follows: If there is at least one symmetry operation ĝ that anticommutes with the current operator {ĝ, Ĵ_τ } = 0, we obtain 0 = ⟨ψ| ĝ^{−1}{Ĵ_τ , ĝ} |ψ⟩ =2 ⟨ψ| Ĵ_τ |ψ⟩ , (B7) where we use the uniqueness of the ground state, i.e., ĝ |Ψ⟩ = e^{iθ} |Ψ⟩ except for an arbitrary phase θ. Thus, we find that the partial spin current is absent as long as the conditions (i) and (ii) are satisfied.

Next, let us examine the symmetries of our two-band Hubbard model. For simplicity, we consider the symmetries of the one body part of the Hamiltonian only and treat the interaction terms within the mean-field approximation. It is, however, not difficult to extend our argument to the interacting systems. As discussed in the main text, we have two types of the cross-hopping integrals, i.e., either with even parity (s-type) or with odd parity (p-type), where the latter has a sign change k → −k for the spatial inversion. The mean-field Hamiltonian transforms under the time-reversal symmetry operation (T ) or under the space-inversion symmetry operation (P) as

T H(k)T^{−1} = H(−k), (B8) PH(k)P^{−1} = H(−k), (B9) where we note that P is a unitary operator satisfying P^2 = 1 while T is an antiunitary operator containing the complex conjugate operation K.^1 In our system, there are several candidates for these symmetry operations, which depend on both the parity of the cross-hopping term l ∈ {s, p} and the phase of the excitonic order parameter ϕ ∈

1 Note that we use a general definition Eq. (B8) of the time-reversal symmetry operation in this Appendix; another definition, which uses the antiunitary operator that changes the signs of k and spin, does not satisfy the condition (ii).

{0,^π_2 }. To see this explicitly, it is instructive to rewrite our mean-field Hamiltonian using the Pauli matrices as

H_{MF}(k) = ε^′_+(k) I_2 ⊗ I_2 + ε^′_−(k) τ^z ⊗ I_2

+ γ_+(k) τ^x ⊗ I_2 + Δ_0 τ^x ⊗ σ^z, (l, ϕ) = (s, 0) γ_+(k) τ^x ⊗ I_2 + Δ_π τ^y ⊗ σ^z, (l, ϕ) = (s,^π_2 ) γ_−(k) τ^y ⊗ I_2 + Δ_0 τ^x ⊗ σ^z , (l, ϕ) = (p, 0) γ_−(k) τ^y ⊗ I_2 + Δ_π τ^y ⊗ σ^z , (l, ϕ) = (p,^π_2 ) (B10)

where

2ε^′_±(k) = ε^′_c(k) ± ε^′_f (k), (B11)

γ_+(k) = 2 ∑ τ V_τ cos k_τ , (B12)

γ_−(k) = 2 ∑ τ V_τ sin k_τ , (B13)

2Δ_ϕ = −U^′ | |Φ^t_0 | | e^{−iϕ}, (B14) and ⊗ denotes the tensor product of two matrices. τ^α and σ^α denote the Pauli matrices for the orbital and spin degrees of freedom, respectively. We note that γ_−(k) is an odd function with respect to the inversion k → −k. Then, if we note the relations {σ^a, σ^b} = {τ^a, τ^b} = 2δ_{ab} and {τ^y , K} = {σ^y, K} = 0, we can easily write down the time-reversal T and space inversion P symmetries such that Eqs. (B8) and (B9) are satisfied. In fact, we can choose T = I_2 ⊗ σ^xK and P = τ^z ⊗ σ^x for (l, ϕ) = (p,^π_2 ). For other (l, ϕ), we can also choose T and P in the same manner.

Then, let us examine whether our mean-field Hamiltonian has the time-reversal T or space-inversion P symmetry that satisfies the condition (ii) given above. Using the mean-field Hamiltonian, the global and partial spin currents in Eqs. (A6) and (A9) can be rewritten, respectively, as

J^z_τ (k) = ∂_τ ε^′_+(k) I_2 ⊗ σ^z + ∂_τ ε^′_−(k) τ^z ⊗ σ^z + { ∂_τ γ_+(k)τ^x ⊗ σ^z (l = s) ∂_τ γ_−(k)τ^y ⊗ σ^z (l = p) , (B15)

J^{′z}_τ (k) = ∂_τ ε^′_+(k) I_2 ⊗ σ^z + ∂_τ ε^′_−(k) τ^z ⊗ σ^z − { ∂_τ γ_+(k) τ^x ⊗ σ^z (l = s) ∂_τ γ_−(k) τ^y ⊗ σ^z (l = p) , (B16)

where we use the following notations:

Ô = ∑ k ĉ^†_kO(k)ĉ_k, (B17) ĉ_k =(ĉ_{k,↑} f̂_{k,↑} ĉ_{k,↓} f̂_{k,↓})^T , (B18) ĉ^†_k =(ĉ^†_{k,↑} f̂^†_{k,↑} ĉ^†_{k,↓} f̂^†_{k,↓}). (B19) By a straightforward calculation, we obtain the timereversal symmetry T and space-inversion symmetry P that satisfy the relations T J^{′z}_τ (k)T^{−1} = −J^{′z}_τ (−k) and

PJ^{′z}_τ (k)P^{−1} = −J^{′z}_τ (−k), which correspond to the anticommutation relation for the partial spin current operator Ĵ^{′z}_τ , as shown in Table I.

TABLE I. The time-reversal and space-inversion symmetries for the mean-field Hamiltonian with the indexes (l, ϕ). ω and ωK (‘–’) denote the system with (without) time-reversal symmetry T = ωK or space-inversion symmetry P = ω. Here, ω is the unitary matrix defined as ω = e^{iϕI2 ⊗σz} = cos ϕ I2 ⊗I2 +i sin ϕ I2 ⊗σ^z. Note that the other time-reversal or space-inversion symmetries, which anticommute with the spin current operators, do not exist except for T = ωK and P = ω. global partial T P T P (l, ϕ) = (s, 0) ωK ω ωK ω (l, ϕ) = (s,^π_2 ) – ω – ω (l, ϕ) = (p, 0) ωK – ωK – (l, ϕ) = (p,^π_2 ) – – – –

In particular, if (l, ϕ) = (p, π/2), we find that there is no corresponding time-reversal T or space-inversion P symmetries in the system. In other words, because the mean-field Hamiltonian does not satisfy the condition (ii), the global and partial spin currents are allowed by the symmetries T and P. However, the global spin current is prohibited by the Bloch theorem, so that only the partial spin current is allowed. Moreover, such symmetry breakings in the excitonic phase may lead to the asymmetry of the band structures, resulting in the kspace spin textures. In this sense, the partial spin current is a signature of the absence of the time-reversal T and space-inversion P symmetries in the system. It should be noted, however, that we do not deny the possible existence of the other symmetries that satisfy the conditions (i) and (ii). In fact, the model with the f-type cross hopping has the 3-fold rotational symmetry C_3. Then, even if both the time-reversal T and space-inversion P symmetries are broken in the excitonic phase, the partial spin currents are canceled out due to the C_3 symmetry.

Finally, let us make a remark on our derivation of the partial spin currents. In this Appendix, we use two approaches to prove the existence of the partial spin current. However, we should note that the arguments given in both of these two approaches are not the necessary condition, but they are the sufficient condition for the absence of the partial spin current. In other words, the existence of the partial spin currents is allowed only if the system has the cross hopping satisfying [Ŵ , Ĥ] ≠ 0 and does not satisfy the conditions (i) and (ii). Thus, if the system does not have the cross hopping satisfying [Ŵ , Ĥ] ≠ 0, the partial spin currents are prohibited by the Bloch-like argument, irrespective of whether the condition (i) and (ii) are satisfied.

[1] L. V. Keldysh and Y. V. Kopeav, Sov. Phys. Solid State 6, 2219 (1965).

[2] J. Des Cloizeaux, J. Phys. Chem. Solids 26, 259 (1965). [3] D. Jérome, T. M. Rice, and W. Kohn, Phys. Rev. 158, 462 (1967).

[4] W. Kohn, Phys. Rev. Lett. 19, 439 (1967). [5] B. I. Halperin and T. M. Rice, Rev. Mod. Phys. 40, 755 (1968).

[6] B. I. Halperin and T. M. Rice, “Solid State Physics, edited by F. Seitz, D. Turnbull, and H. Ehrenreich,” (Academic Press, New York, 1968) pp. 115–192.

[7] F. X. Bronold and H. Fehske, Phys. Rev. B 74, 165107 (2006).

[8] H. Cercellier, C. Monney, F. Clerc, C. Battaglia, L. Despont, M. G. Garnier, H. Beck, P. Aebi, L. Patthey, H. Berger, and L. Forró, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 146403 (2007).

[9] C. Monney, H. Cercellier, F. Clerc, C. Battaglia, E. F. Schwier, C. Didiot, M. G. Garnier, H. Beck, P. Aebi, H. Berger, L. Forró, and L. Patthey, Phys. Rev. B 79, 045116 (2009).

[10] B. Zenker, H. Fehske, H. Beck, C. Monney, and A. R.

Bishop, Phys. Rev. B 88, 075138 (2013).

[11] G. Monney, C. Monney, B. Hildebrand, P. Aebi, and H. Beck, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 086402 (2015).

[12] H. Watanabe, K. Seki, and S. Yunoki, Phys. Rev. B 91, 205135 (2015).

[13] T. Kaneko, Y. Ohta, and S. Yunoki, Phys. Rev. B 97, 155131 (2018).

[14] Y. Wakisaka, T. Sudayama, K. Takubo, T. Mizokawa, M. Arita, H. Namatame, M. Taniguchi, N. Katayama, M. Nohara, and H. Takagi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 026402 (2009).

[15] T. Kaneko, T. Toriyama, T. Konishi, and Y. Ohta, Phys.

Rev. B 87, 035121 (2013); 87, 199902(E) (2013). [16] K. Seki, Y. Wakisaka, T. Kaneko, T. Toriyama, T. Konishi, T. Sudayama, N. L. Saini, M. Arita, H. Namatame, M. Taniguchi, N. Katayama, M. Nohara, H. Takagi, T. Mizokawa, and Y. Ohta, Phys. Rev. B 90, 155116 (2014).

[17] K. Sugimoto, T. Kaneko, and Y. Ohta, Phys. Rev. B 93, 041105 (2016).

[18] T. Yamada, K. Domon, and Y. Ōno, J. Phy. Soc. Jpn. 85, 053703 (2016).

[19] K. Sugimoto and Y. Ohta, Phys. Rev. B 94, 085111 (2016).

[20] Y. F. Lu, H. Kono, T. I. Larkin, A. W. Rost, T. Takayama, A. V. Boris, B. Keimer, and H. Takagi, Nat. Commun. 8, 14408 (2017).

[21] K. Sugimoto, S. Nishimoto, T. Kaneko, and Y. Ohta, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 247602 (2018).

[22] J. Kuneš and P. Augustinský, Phys. Rev. B 90, 235112 (2014).

[23] A. Ikeda, T. Nomura, Y. H. Matsuda, A. Matsuo, K. Kindo, and K. Sato, Phys. Rev. B 93, 220401 (2016).

[24] J. Nasu, T. Watanabe, M. Naka, and S. Ishihara, Phys. Rev. B 93, 205136 (2016).

[25] A. Sotnikov and J. Kuneš, Sci. Rep. 6, 30510 (2016). [26] T. Tatsuno, E. Mizoguchi, J. Nasu, M. Naka, and S. Ishihara, J. Phy. Soc. Jpn. 85, 083706 (2016).

[27] T. Yamaguchi, K. Sugimoto, and Y. Ohta, J. Phy. Soc. Jpn. 86, 043701 (2017).

[28] J. F. Afonso and J. Kuneš, Phys. Rev. B 95, 115131 (2017).

[29] A. Sotnikov and J. Kuneš, Phys. Rev. B 96, 245102 (2017).

[30] T. Moyoshi, K. Kamazawa, M. Matsuda, and M. Sato, Phys. Rev. B 98, 205105 (2018).

[31] K. Ishigaki, J. Nasu, and A. Koga, arXiv:1811.03779. [32] D. Ihle, M. Pfafferott, E. Burovski, F. X. Bronold, and H. Fehske, Phys. Rev. B 78, 193103 (2008).

[33] V.-N. Phan, K. W. Becker, and H. Fehske, Phys. Rev. B 81, 205117 (2010).

[34] K. Seki, R. Eder, and Y. Ohta, Phys. Rev. B 84, 245106 (2011).

[35] B. Zenker, D. Ihle, F. X. Bronold, and H. Fehske, Phys. Rev. B 85, 121102 (2012).

[36] S. Ejima, T. Kaneko, Y. Ohta, and H. Fehske, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 026401 (2014).

[37] K. Hamada, T. Kaneko, S. Miyakoshi, and Y. Ohta, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 86, 074709 (2017).

[38] T. Kaneko and Y. Ohta, Phys. Rev. B 90, 245144 (2014).

[39] T. Kaneko, B. Zenker, H. Fehske, and Y. Ohta, Phys. Rev. B 92, 115106 (2015).

[40] J. Kuneš, Phys. Rev. B 90, 235140 (2014). [41] J. Kuneš, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 27, 333201 (2015). [42] T. Kaneko and Y. Ohta, Phys. Rev. B 94, 125127 (2016).

[43] J. Kuneš and D. Geffroy, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 256403 (2016).

[44] J. Kuneš and P. Augustinský, Phys. Rev. B 89, 115134 (2014).

[45] B. A. Volkov and Y. V. Kopaev, Pisma Zh. Eksp. Teor.

Fiz. 27, 10 (1978) [Sov. Phys. JETP Lett. 27, 7 (1978)]. [46] B. A. Volkov, A. A. Gorbatsevich, Y. V. Kopaev, and V. V. Tugushev, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 81, 729 (1981) [Sov. Phys. JETP Lett. 54, 391 (1981)].

[47] D. Geffroy, A. Hariki, and J. Kuneš, Phys. Rev. B 97, 155114 (2018).

[48] Y. Ohashi and T. Momoi, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 65, 3254 (1996).

[49] Y. Tada and T. Koma, J. Stat. Phys. 165, 455 (2016). [50] B. Zocher, C. Timm, and P. M. R. Brydon, Phys. Rev. B 84, 144425 (2011).

[51] T. Kaneko, K. Seki, and Y. Ohta, Phys. Rev. B 85, 165135 (2012).

[52] V. Dubovik and V. Tugushev, Phys. Rep 187, 145 (1990).

[53] G. D. Mahan, Many-Particle Physics, 3rd ed. (Springer US, New York, 2000).

[54] O. Bratteli and D. W. Robinson, Operator Algebras and Quantum Statistical Mechanics II (Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1981).

[55] R. M. Martin, Electronic Structure: Basic Theory and Practical Methods (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2004).