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Geometric phases can manifest when a relativistic quantum particle moves cyclically along a
loop in parameter space. The phase can be affected by the presence of a background field and
can be accompanied by nontrivial topological features. The appearance of adiabatic geometric
phases in momentum space is demonstrated for a Lorentz-violating Weyl fermion, where the role
of the background is played by the coefficients for Lorentz violation. As explicit examples, the
Berry curvature and the first Chern number are derived for two cases with large Lorentz violation,
one incorporating CPT violation and one preserving CPT symmetry. Some alternative topological
invariants are also obtained. In certain scenarios with large Lorentz violation, the physical vacuum
is associated with a topological phase.

I. INTRODUCTION

As a quantum state evolves, it develops a dynamical
phase governed by a hamiltonian. The state can also
acquire an additional observable geometric phase when
parameters of the system undergo an adiabatic change
along a closed curve in parameter space. This addi-
tional phase, known as the Pancharatnam-Berry phase
or Berry phase [1, 2], has an interpretation as the holon-
omy of the curve in the U(1) bundle over the param-
eter space [3], and in a nontrivial bundle the phase is
associated with topological invariants. Geometric phases
are known to appear in other scenarios, such as nona-
diabatic motion [4] or modified boundary conditions [5],
and the appearance of geometric and topological phases
in physics is now widespread [6–8].

The parameter space associated with the Berry phase
can be spanned by quantities such as applied fields that
appear in the hamiltonian of the system. Alternatively,
the parameter space can be taken as three-dimensional
momentum space P3, and the wave function at position
r written as exp(ip · r) |ψ(p)⟩ for p ∈ P3. The quantum
state |ψ(p)⟩ resides in the U(1) bundle over P3, and it
measures the deviation of the wave function from a plane
wave as determined from the structure of the hamiltonian
and the boundary conditions. Adiabatic evolution of the
wave function around a closed curve in P3 can then gen-
erate a nontrivial momentum-space geometric phase.

The focus of this work is the effect on the momentum-
space geometric phase of a relativistic fermion moving
in a generic background. This physical scenario is cen-
tral to theoretical and experimental studies of Lorentz
violation. In the context of fundamental physics, for ex-
ample, Lorentz violation represents a prospective signal
for an underlying unified theory at the Planck scale such
as strings [9, 10]. Tiny corrections to known physics can
be incorporated using effective field theory [11], yield-
ing a framework known as the Standard-Model Extension
(SME) that describes general effects of Lorentz violation
in particle physics and gravity [12–16]. As another exam-

ple, in condensed-matter physics the treatment of Weyl
and Dirac semimetals is closely analogous to the effective
field theory of Lorentz-violating fermions. The dynamical
behavior of a quasiparticle excitation in certain regions
of the semimetal band structure displays measurable de-
viations from emergent Lorentz invariance [17–21], and
Lorentz-violating effective field theory can be used to de-
scribe the associated physics [22–25].

In the SME, each Lorentz-violating term in the La-
grange density is accompanied by a coefficient that acts
as a background controlling observable effects. The co-
efficient can appear in the quantum hamiltonian and
hence can modify the geometric phase of the fermion
when it moves adiabatically along a curve in momentum
space, even when the coefficient itself is homogeneous
and constant in time. The general effective field theory
for a Lorentz-violating fermion thus represents an ideal
framework for investigating the background dependence
of momentum-space geometric phases. Here, we explore
this background dependence by investigating two exam-
ples that are widely used in studies of Lorentz-violating
physics. One has a background involving a coefficient
bµ for Lorentz violation that incorporates also violation
of the product CPT of charge conjugation C, parity in-
version P, and time reversal T. The background in the
second example involves a coefficient dµν for Lorentz vi-
olation that preserves CPT symmetry.

The relationship between the background and the
momentum-space geometric phase is of interest in its
own right. However, it can have particular relevance
for scenarios with large Lorentz violation, where per-
turbative techniques are inadequate to understand the
physics. These scenarios arise either when the coeffi-
cients for Lorentz violation are intrinsically large in a
chosen frame or when they are small in one frame but
a highly boosted frame is adopted. Identifying a consis-
tent framework for treating these scenarios is known as
the concordance problem [26]. For a fermion in the pres-
ence of Lorentz violation governed by dominant opera-
tors of mass dimension three, a generic physical solution
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to the concordance problem has recently been demon-
strated using thermodynamic arguments and the prop-
erties of semimetals [24]. In this picture, the physical
vacuum at zero temperature contains particles with nega-
tive energies, paralleling the situation in the ground state
of certain Weyl semimetals [22, 27, 28]. These particles
endow the physical vacuum with a momentum-space ge-
ometric phase that has topological properties determined
by the background.

The momentum-space geometric phases studied in this
work involve relativistic dispersions for time-independent
and spatially homogeneous backgrounds, including ones
with large Lorentz violation and a nontrivial physical vac-
uum. Other types of geometric phases associated with
Lorentz violation can also be considered. For example,
in the limit of nonrelativistic motion and perturbative
Lorentz violation, the spatial components bj of the coef-
ficient bµ couple to the fermion spin like a background
magnetic field [29], so the canonical illustration of the
Berry phase arising when a nonrelativistic spin evolves
in an adiabatically varying magnetic field [2] therefore
maps directly to this scenario. The case with a perturba-
tive coefficient dµν has been studied by Casana et al. [30],
who show that the corresponding nonrelativistic hamilto-
nian induces an Aharonov-Anandan phase [4] in the wave
function of an electron moving on a one-dimensional ring.
Examples of geometric phases for nonrelativistic fermion
motion in the presence of nonminimal SME operators of
dimensions five or more coupled to the electromagnetic
field have been extensively studied as well [31–41].

The paper is organized as follows. Basic results are
outlined for the Lorentz-violating fermions with coeffi-
cients bµ and dµν in Sec. II A and for momentum-space
geometric phases in Sec. II B. The derivations of the the
momentum-space geometric phases and the associated
Berry curvatures and first Chern numbers in the pres-
ence of bµ are discussed in Sec. III, while the analogous
results are obtained for dµν in Sec. IV. Some alterna-
tive topological invariants are considered in Sec. V. We
conclude in Sec. VI. Our conventions incorporate natu-
ral units with ℏ = c = 1 unless otherwise stated. Greek
letters are adopted for Lorentz indices, and Latin letters
represent spatial indices. The Minkowski metric ηµν has
negative signature, and the Dirac matrices γµ satisfy the
Clifford algebra {γµ, γν} = 2ηµν , with γ5 := iγ0γ1γ2γ3.

II. BASICS

A. Lorentz-violating fermions

The full SME incorporates general background cou-
plings to all fields appearing in the Standard Model
and General Relativity [12–16]. Numerous experimen-
tal studies of these backgrounds have been performed in
recent years, in some cases achieving Planck-scale sen-
sitivities or beyond to the coefficients for Lorentz viola-
tion [42]. Reviews of the SME can be found, for example,

in Refs. [43–48]. For the purposes of the present work,
we limit attention to a Lorentz-violating fermion moving
in flat spacetime in the presence of backgrounds that are
time independent and spatially homogeneous.

Our focus here is on two specific scenarios, one involv-
ing a coefficient bµ and the other a coefficient dµν . Each
coefficient modifies the hyperboloidal mass shell for a
massive Dirac fermion or the standard light cone for a
Weyl fermion. In both cases the modifications are spin
dependent, so the spinor degrees of freedom in the energy
eigenstates can play a significant role in the analysis. For
bµ the effects include CPT violation, but for dµν they are
CPT invariant.

The action for a Dirac spinor field ψ of mass mψ cou-
pled to the coefficient bµ for Lorentz violation can be
written as [13, 14, 26]

Sb =

∫
d4x 1

2ψ(γ
µi∂µ −mψ − bµγ5γ

µ)ψ + h.c. , (1)

where ψ := ψ†γ0 as usual. Note that bµ has mass di-
mension one in natural units. The properties of this ac-
tion have been explored in the context of quantum field
theory in fundamental physics [13, 25, 49–69] and in the
contexts of classical mechanics and Finsler geometry [70–
78]. The action Sb has also been widely studied as a phe-
nomenological theory for Lorentz violation in electrons,
protons, neutrons, and other fermions in atomic, nuclear,
and particle physics and in astrophysics [79–116], while
in condensed-matter physics it describes the band struc-
tures of certain Weyl semimetals [22, 23, 27, 28, 117–123].

The dimensionless coefficient dµν governs a Lorentz-
violating operator similar to that for bµ but containing
an additional derivative. The corresponding action takes
the form [13, 14, 26]

Sd =

∫
d4x 1

2ψ(γ
µi∂µ−mψ + dµνγ5γ

µi∂ν)ψ+ h.c. . (2)

Features of this action have been investigated in quan-
tum field theory [54, 58, 62, 65, 124–128], and constraints
on the components of dµν have been obtained from ex-
periments in several subfields [82, 88, 92, 93, 98, 101,
104, 115, 129–136]. Note that dµν has 16 components.
However, the trace ηµνdµν is an observer scalar control-
ling only Lorentz-invariant effects, so in what follows we
limit attention to the 15 nontrace components of dµν .

In the action Sb, values of bµ large compared to the
fermion mass mψ represent large Lorentz violation and
can be associated with qualitative changes to the physi-
cal vacuum [24]. For completeness, it is thus desirable to
avoid the assumption of perturbative Lorentz violation
when exploring the momentum-space geometric phases.
We therefore choose to work here in the massless limit
mψ → 0, which ensures that the Lorentz violation is al-
ways large in the action Sb and simplifies some of the
analysis for the action Sd. This limit retains physi-
cally meaningful Lorentz violation provided the fermion
ψ is implicitly understood to have suitable interactions
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obstructing any field redefinitions that could otherwise
eliminate the coefficients for Lorentz violation [14]. These
interactions leave unaffected our analysis of momentum-
space geometric phases, which is based on the motion of
particle states described by the quadratic actions Sb and
Sd.

B. Momentum-space geometric phases

The momentum-space geometric phase of interest here
arises when a quantum state vector |ψ(p)⟩ in the Hilbert
space undergoes adiabatic motion along a curve C in
three-dimensional momentum space P3. In geometric
terms, this motion can be understood as parallel trans-
port in the U(1) complex vector bundle of states over
P3. The parallel transport is described by the Berry con-
nection 1-form, which in this case has three components
given by

Aψ(p) := i⟨ψ(p)|∇p|ψ(p)⟩ . (3)

This connection is related to the position operator. In
a crystalline solid, for example, p can be taken as the
lattice momentum with |ψ(p)⟩ as the Bloch state, and the
action of the position operator in the momentum space
spanned by exp(ip ·r) |ψ(p)⟩ then matches i∇p+Aψ(p).

The Berry connection is unphysical because it changes
under a gauge transformation of the wave function,

ψ(p)⟩ 7→ |ψ′(p)⟩ = exp(iα(p))|ψ(p)⟩ , (4a)

Aψ 7→ Aψ′ = Aψ −∇pα , (4b)

in analogy to the transformation of a U(1) gauge field.
However, integration of Aψ around a closed curve C ⊂ P3

generates a momentum-space geometric phase ΦC that is
gauge invariant modulo 2π,

ΦC =

∮
C

dlAψ(p) , (5)

where dl is the line element along C. The phase ΦC is
nonzero whenever the holonomy of the curve C is nontriv-
ial. Another gauge-invariant quantity constructed from
Aψ is the Berry curvature 2-form

Ωψ(p) := ∇p ×Aψ(p) . (6)

The analogy between Aψ and the U(1) electromagnetic
gauge potential implies that this curvature can be inter-
preted as an effective magnetic field in momentum space.

For each fermion mode of interest here, the dispersion
E = E(p) provides the eigenvalues of the hamiltonian for
the quantum system. Extending momentum space P3 by
the energy axis p0 = E implies that the dispersion can
be viewed as specifying a three-dimensional subspace of
the four-dimensional energy-momentum space P4. The
set of all hamiltonian eigenstates |ψE(p)⟩ then gives rise
to a bundle P (U(1),P3). The various branches of the

dispersion can intersect or touch each other, indicating
the presence of degeneracies. Degeneracies at an isolated
point are particularly intriguing because the Berry curva-
ture diverges at the point, representing a situation anal-
ogous to that of a magnetic monopole in electrodynam-
ics. The corresponding connection possesses singularities
along the Dirac string of the monopole. Consequently,
no globally well-defined connection on P (U(1),P3) ex-
ists. The obstruction can be characterized by a topo-
logical charge called the first Chern number, which can
be computed by integrating the curvature over a closed
surface S containing the monopole,∮

S

dS Ωψ(p) · n̂ = 2πNS . (7)

In this equation, n̂ is a normal unit vector to S, dS is the
surface element, and NS ∈ Z is the topological charge.
It follows that the total Berry curvature flux through a
closed surface is quantized in units of 2π. In what fol-
lows, we take advantage of these topological properties
to investigate the momentum-space geometric phases as-
sociated with the fermion actions Sb and Sd.

III. CPT-ODD CASE

This section explores the momentum-space geometric
phases associated with the action Sb. We consider in
turn scenarios with purely timelike, purely spacelike, and
generic spacelike bµ coefficients.

In the massless limit, the action Sb implies the modified
Dirac equation

(γµλµ − bµγ5γ
µ)ψ = 0 , (8)

where λµ is the wave four-vector. The Dirac equation
can be written in Schrödinger form

Hbψ = λ0ψ , (9a)

Hb = H0 + bµγ
0γ5γ

µ , (9b)

H0 = −γ0γiλi , (9c)

with a relativistic one-particle hamiltonian Hb for the
bµ theory, which is a modification of the standard Dirac
hamiltonian H0.

A. Purely timelike coefficient

Consider a purely timelike bµ, which is isotropic, with
b0 > 0. According to Eq. (9b), the relativistic hamilto-
nian of a free fermion modified by b0 is then of the form

Hb̊ = H0 − b̊γ5 , (10)

where b̊ = b0 denotes the isotropic piece of bµ [62]. In the
following, all results are expressed in terms of the spatial-
momentum 1-form p = (pi) where p := |p| =

√∑
i p

2
i .
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(a) (b)

FIG. 1: Energy eigenvalues for the timelike case
(a) before and (b) after reinterpretation.

Inspection reveals that [H0, Hb̊] = 0, which implies
that a common set of eigenvectors can be chosen for the
standard Dirac hamiltonian and the isotropic modified
hamiltonian. Like H0, Hb̊ exhibits negative eigenvalues.
In the presence of b0, however, the energy eigenvalues lie
on Weyl cones shifted by b0 along the positive and nega-
tive energy axes, respectively. The parts of these double
cones below the Weyl points have either completely or
primarily negative eigenvalues. The usual reinterpreta-
tion procedure reflects each part to the corresponding
cone above the Weyl nodes. This yields

E(1,2)
u = p± b0 , (11a)

E(1,2)
v = p∓ b0 . (11b)

Here and in what follows, the labels (1) and (2) are cor-
related with the signs on the right-hand sides. Note that
E

(2)
u and E

(1)
v dip below the E = 0 plane, whereupon

negative energies are an inevitable consequence. This fea-
ture is one aspect of the concordance problem, for which
a physical resolution is discussed in Ref. [24].

The energy eigenvalues of Eq. (9b) are illustrated in
Fig. 1. In these plots, λµ is the wave 4-vector of a generic
plane wave, whereas pµ = (E, p) denotes the physical
4-momentum after reinterpretation. The yellow plane
illustrates the Fermi level, and the black circles repre-
sent loops along which energy eigenstates can be parallel
transported around the apices of the Weyl cones.

Applying the usual reinterpretation, the four spinor-
valued energy eigenstates as functions of cartesian
momentum-space coordinates can be cast into the form

|u(1,2)(p)⟩ = |v(1,2)(p)⟩ = N(1,2)

±(px − ipy)
p∓ pz

−(px − ipy)
∓p+ pz

 , (12a)

with the normalization factors

N(1,2) =
1

2
√
p(p∓ pz)

, (12b)

such that

⟨u(1,2)|u(1,2)⟩ = 1 = ⟨v(1,2)|v(1,2)⟩ . (13)

(a)

px

pz

(b)

FIG. 2: (a) Berry connection vector field (16b),
and (b) contour plot of its norm.

An alternative way of expressing these eigenstates is via
spherical momentum-space coordinates (p, θ, ϕ), where θ
is the polar angle and ϕ is the azimuthal angle,

|u(1)(p)⟩ = exp(−iϕ)√
2

(
ξ(1)

−ξ(1)
)

= |v(1)(p)⟩ , (14a)

|u(2)(p)⟩ = 1√
2

(
ξ(2)

ξ(2)

)
= |v(2)(p)⟩ , (14b)

with the auxiliary two-component spinors

ξ(1) = ξ(1)(θ, ϕ) =

(
cos(θ/2)

sin(θ/2) exp(iϕ)

)
, (15a)

ξ(2) = ξ(2)(θ, ϕ) =

(
− sin(θ/2) exp(−iϕ)

cos(θ/2)

)
. (15b)

From the latter form we deduce that Eq. (12) represents
helicity eigenstates. They correspond to the spinor solu-
tions obtained in Ref. [13], modulo global phases.

In evaluating the momentum-space geometric phase
using Eq. (5), the Dirac string is best revealed in spheri-
cal coordinates via Eqs. (14), (15). The eigenstates |u(1)⟩
and |v(1)⟩ have a ϕ-dependent limit when the negative
pz axis is approached, i.e., for θ → π. Thus, the limit
of these states along the negative pz axis is undefined.
A similar behavior is observed for |u(2)⟩ and |v(2)⟩, but
when we move toward the positive pz axis, i.e., for θ → 0.
This behavior is gauge dependent and changes under a
gauge transformation. In cartesian and spherical coordi-
nates, respectively, the Berry connection becomes

A(1)
u =

1

2p(p− pz)

−py
px
0

 =
1

2p
cot

(
θ

2

)
ϕ̂ = A(1)

v ,

(16a)

A(2)
u =

1

2p(p+ pz)

−py
px
0

 =
1

2p
tan

(
θ

2

)
ϕ̂ = A(2)

v ,

(16b)
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with the unit vector ϕ̂ tangential to circles of latitude
of the sphere. The Dirac strings for A

(1)
u,v and A

(2)
u,v are

evident when θ 7→ 0 and θ 7→ π, respectively. Figure 2
illustrates the second case, with the temperature color-
ing indicating the Dirac string along the negative pz axis.
Note that the A

(1,2)
u in Eq. (16) correspond to the gauge

potentials chosen in the Wu-Yang construction for a mag-
netic monopole [137], up to global phases.

The curvature of Eq. (6) is explicitly evaluated for the
eigenstates of Eq. (12) to be

Ω
(1,2)
u,i = ∓ pi

2p3
= Ω

(1,2)
v,i . (17)

Hence, nonzero contributions with opposite signs arise
at the origin of momentum space. Each of these has the
form of a magnetic monopole, illustrated in Fig. 3. The
temperature coloring reveals the increasing curvature ap-
proaching the origin, and the monopole is indicated by
a black dot. Each monopole has strength g = 1/2, half
that of the Wu-Yang monopole [137].

To determine the first Chern numbers associated with
the monopoles, we integrate the curvature over a suitable
closed surface containing the singularities according to
Eq. (7). It is convenient to choose a 2-sphere S2

p0
of radius

p and normal n around a point p0 ∈ P3. Here, we pick
the origin of momentum space such that p0 = 0. Then,∫

S2
p0

dΩ p2Ω(1,2)
u · n = ∓2π =

∫
S2
p0

dΩ p2Ω(1,2)
v · n , (18)

where the unit normal n to the surface is pointing out-
wards. This reveals that the first Chern numbers are

N (1,2)
u = N (1,2)

v = ∓1 (purely timelike case) . (19)

The results (17) are independent of b0, since the eigen-
states of Eq. (12) correspond to the Lorentz-invariant
ones due to [H0, Hb̊] = 0. In contrast, the disper-
sions (11) do depend on b0. The curvature characterizes
the geometry of P (U(1),P3) and hence is sensitive to the
Weyl nodes at p = 0. However, it is insensitive to shifts
of the nodes by ±b0 along the energy axis. Furthermore,
as the curvature only detects topologically protected iso-
lated points, the nodal surface p = b0 plays no direct
role.

Gauge transformations can be performed on the energy
eigenstates such that |u(1,2)⟩ 7→ |u(1,2)⟩′ = exp(iϕ)|u(1,2)⟩
and |v(1,2)⟩ 7→ |v(1,2)⟩′ = exp(iϕ)|v(1,2)⟩. The resulting
Berry connections are then given by

A
(1)
u′ = − 1

2p
tan

(
θ

2

)
ϕ̂ = A

(1)
v′ , (20a)

A
(2)
u′ = − 1

2p
cot

(
θ

2

)
ϕ̂ = A

(2)
v′ . (20b)

The gauge transformation preserves the Dirac strings
while changing their location in momentum space: A(1)

u′,v′

(a)

px

pz

(b)

FIG. 3: (a) Vector field from a source of Berry
curvature in Eq. (17), and (b) contour plot of its norm.

FIG. 4: 2-sphere S2
0 around magnetic monopole with

unit normal n and upper hemisphere H+ bounded by
the circle S1

0 .

and A
(2)
u′,v′ have singularities for θ 7→ π and θ 7→ 0, re-

spectively.

Next, we determine the momentum-space geometric
phase accumulated along a circle around the apex of a
Weyl cone. Consider first a circle S1

0 in the px-py plane,
which is centered at pi = 0 and is to be integrated in
counterclockwise direction. Note that the Dirac strings
of the eigenstates |u(1)⟩ and |u(2)⟩ are located at pz ∈
(0,∞) and pz ∈ (−∞, 0), respectively, such that px =
py = 0, while the Dirac strings of |v(1)⟩ and |v(2)⟩ are at
pz ∈ (0,∞) and pz ∈ (−∞, 0), respectively, with px =
py = 0. So the Dirac strings lie outside S1

0 , and the
integrations can be carried out without issues. Using
the Stokes theorem, the line integral of Eq. (5) can be
reformulated as a surface integral over the curvature 2-
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form Ωψ,

Φ =

∫
H+

dΩ p2[∇p ×Aψ(p)] · n

=

∫
H+

dΩ p2Ωψ(−p) · n . (21)

Note that H+ corresponds to the upper hemisphere of S2
0

such that ∂H+ = S1
0 , as illustrated in Fig. 4. Hence, the

surface that is integrated over is a subset of the surface
considered in Eq. (18). The value of Φ in Eq. (21) corre-
sponds to the Berry flux penetrating the surface H+.

Recall that the Stokes theorem is only applicable when
neither H+ nor ∂H+ contain singularities. However, the
former is clearly not the case for |u(1)⟩ and |v(1)⟩ due
to their Dirac strings along the positive pz axis. Thus,
in this case we have to integrate along S1

0 in clockwise
direction, with the corresponding surface as the lower
hemisphere H− of S2

0 . Based on Eq. (17), the opposite
sign of the curvature Ω

(1)
u,v as compared to Ω

(2)
u,v comes

into play, whereas the areas of H± are equal. Therefore,
performing either the line integrals along S1

0 in the coun-
terclockwise (clockwise) direction or the surface integral
of Eq. (21) over H+ (H−) leads to the momentum-space
geometric phases

Φ(1)
u = −π = Φ(1)

v , Φ(2)
u = π = Φ(2)

v . (22)

We can similarly determine the momentum-space ge-
ometric phases around a circle S1

0 situated in the px-pz
plane, i.e., for ϕ = π/2, as illustrated in Fig. 1b. This
situation requires handling the Dirac strings along the pz
axis, using a gauge transformation to remove them. One
possibility is to apply the following U(1) transformations
on the u-type energy eigenstates of Eq. (12) with label
s = 1, 2:

|u(s)(p)⟩ 7→ |u(s)(p)⟩′ = exp(iχ(s))|u(s)(p)⟩ , (23a)

χ(1) = − arctan

[
cot(ϕ)− tan

(
θ

2

)
csc(ϕ)

]
, (23b)

χ(2) = ϕ+ arctan

[
cot(ϕ) + tan

(
θ

2

)
csc(ϕ)

]
.

(23c)

The v-type eigenstates of Eq. (12) should be gauge-
transformed analogously. By doing so, the Dirac strings
are moved to straight lines along the px axis, with those
for |u(1)⟩′, |v(1)⟩′ aligned with px ∈ (0,∞), py = pz = 0

and those for |u(2)⟩′, |v(2)⟩′ situated at px ∈ (−∞, 0),
py = pz = 0. The transformed situation is then analo-
gous to the setting in the px-py plane considered previ-
ously, thereby reproducing the result (22).

B. Purely spacelike coefficient

We next consider the case of a purely spacelike coeffi-
cient bµ, which incorporates spatial anisotropy. Without

(a) (b)

FIG. 5: Energy eigenvalues for the spacelike case
(a) before and (b) after reinterpretation.

loss of generality, we can take b = (0, 0, bz) and bz > 0.
The hamiltonian then reads

Hb = H0 + bzγ
0γ5γ

z , (24)

with the standard Dirac hamiltonian H0 of Eq. (9c).
Note that [H0, Hb] ̸= 0, in contrast to the isotropic sec-
tor considered previously. The energy eigenvalues lie
on Weyl cones shifted along the positive or negative
pz axis by bz, as displayed in Fig. 5a. Applying the
standard reinterpretation procedure generates two Weyl
cones with apices on the E = 0 plane and with all other
states having positive energy, as illustrated in Fig. 5b.
This gives

E(1,2)
u = |p∓ b| , (25a)

E(1,2)
v = |p± b| . (25b)

After reinterpretation, the energy eigenstates as func-
tions of cartesian momentum-space coordinates are read-
ily obtained as

|u(1,2)(pi)⟩ = N(1,2)
u


±(px − ipy)

E
(1,2)
u ∓ pz + bz
−(px − ipy)

∓E(1,2)
u + pz ∓ bz

 , (26a)

|v(1,2)(pi)⟩ = N(1,2)
v


±(px − ipy)

E
(1,2)
v ∓ pz − bz
−(px − ipy)

∓E(1,2)
v + pz ± bz

 , (26b)

with the normalization factors

N(1,2)
u =

1

2

√
E

(1,2)
u (E

(1,2)
u ∓ pz + bz)

, (27a)

N(1,2)
v =

1

2

√
E

(1,2)
v (E

(1,2)
v ∓ pz − bz)

. (27b)

The Berry connections can be written in compact form
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(a)

px

py

(b)

py

pz

(c)

FIG. 6: (a) Vector-field plot of the curvature (29), (b) contour plot of its norm in the px-py plane, and (c) contour
plot of its norm in the py-pz plane.

using the modified dispersions (25),

A(1,2)
u =

1

2E
(1,2)
u (E

(1,2)
u ∓ pz + bz)

−py
px
0

 , (28a)

A(1,2)
v =

1

2E
(1,2)
v (E

(1,2)
v ∓ pz − bz)

−py
px
0

 . (28b)

The latter are analogous to the standard expressions of
Eq. (16) when pz is shifted by ∓bz, where the Weyl nodes
are situated. The curvatures are found from Eq. (6) to
be

Ω
(1,2)
u,i = ∓ pi ∓ bi

2(E
(1,2)
u )3

, (29a)

Ω
(1,2)
v,i = ∓ pi ± bi

2(E
(1,2)
v )3

. (29b)

As in Eq. (17), these are magnetic-monopole analogues,
but now shifted by ±bz along the pz axis. See Fig. 6a,
where sink and source monopoles are represented by
black dots. Note that significant Berry flux penetrates
the plane through the origin and orthogonal to the line
connecting the monopoles, as is visible in Fig. 6b.

Integrating over a 2-sphere S2
0 around the origin of

momentum space yields∫
S2
0

dΩ p2Ω(1,2)
u · n =

∫
S2
0

dΩ p2Ω(1,2)
v · n

= ∓2πΘ(p− bz) . (30)

The Heaviside step function Θ(x) ensures that nonzero
contributions only arise when a singularity in the cur-
vature is properly enclosed by the sphere. Analogously,
integrations over spheres directly centered at the singu-
larities provide∫

S2
∓b

dΩ p2Ω(1,2)
u · n = ∓2π =

∫
S2
±b

dΩ p2Ω(1,2)
v · n . (31)

Contrary to the isotropic case of Sec. IIIA, the presence
of the preferred direction b in momentum space sepa-
rates source and sink of the curvature from each other;
see Fig. 6c. The behavior of the curvature along the line
separating the monopoles bears similarities to the charge
distribution of an electric dipole, where the distribution
is constricted in the plane through the origin and orthog-
onal to the line.

We see that nonzero first Chern numbers

N (1,2)
u = N (1,2)

v = ∓1 (purely spacelike case) (32)

are associated with any surface that encloses the points
p = ±b where the Weyl nodes are situated. This indi-
cates that the Weyl nodes are topologically protected and
hence remain when a small fermion mass is introduced.
In contrast, the curvature is insensitive to the degenera-
cies of the two Weyl cones at pz = 0, indicated by grey
lines in Fig. 5. Indeed, these degeneracies are not topo-
logically protected and are lifted when a small fermion
mass emerges.

Let p±,i := pi∓bi be shifted momenta such that p±,i =
0 at the Weyl nodes pi = ±bi. We can adopt spherical co-
ordinates (p±, ϑ±, φ±) with p± = |p±| such that p±,x =
px = p± sinϑ± cosφ±, p±,y = py = p± sinϑ± sinφ±, and
p±,z = pz∓bz = p± cosϑ±. Then, the energy eigenstates
of Eq. (26) satisfy

|u(1)(p+,i + bi)⟩ =
exp(−iϕ)√

2

(
ξ(1)(ϑ+, φ+)
−ξ(1)(ϑ+, φ+)

)
, (33a)

|v(2)(p+,i + bi)⟩ =
1√
2

(
ξ(2)(ϑ+, φ+)
ξ(2)(ϑ+, φ+)

)
, (33b)

|u(2)(p−,i − bi)⟩ =
1√
2

(
ξ(2)(ϑ−, φ−)
ξ(2)(ϑ−, φ−)

)
, (33c)

|v(1)(p−,i − bi)⟩ =
exp(−iϕ)√

2

(
ξ(1)(ϑ−, φ−)
−ξ(1)(ϑ−, φ−)

)
, (33d)

with the two-component auxiliary spinors of Eq. (15)
evaluated at the new angles ϑ± and φ±.

We can now calculate the momentum-space geomet-
ric phases by integrating along circles S1

±bi in the px-py
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plane centered at pi = ±bi. The procedure of the purely
timelike case is applicable with the Weyl nodes sitting
at p±,i = 0. In terms of the original momentum, the
Dirac strings of the eigenstates |u(1)⟩ and |u(2)⟩ are lo-
cated at pz ∈ (bz,∞) and pz ∈ (−∞,−bz), respectively,
where px = py = 0. The Dirac strings of |v(1)⟩ and
|v(2)⟩ run along pz ∈ (−bz,∞) and pz ∈ (−∞, bz), re-
spectively, with px = py = 0. Therefore, the values of
the momentum-space geometric phases are

Φ(1)
u = −π = Φ(1)

v , Φ(2)
u = π = Φ(2)

v . (34)

We can also compute the momentum-space geometric
phase around the apices of the Weyl cones in the py-pz
plane, i.e., for φ+ = φ− = π/2. The Weyl cones are now
separated along pz in momentum space, an essential fea-
ture of this sector. As before, we apply a properly chosen
U(1) gauge transformation to the eigenstates. It is con-
venient to adapt Eq. (23) to the current setting, where
the latter holds in the p±,i coordinates with the origi-
nal Weyl nodes at ∓bz moved to p±,i = 0. Expressing
the spinors and the gauge transformation via the original
momentum components pi yields

|u(s)(p)⟩ 7→ |u(s)(p)⟩′ = exp(iχ(s))|u(s)(p)⟩ , (35a)

where the phases χ(s) are given by

χ(1) = − arctan

[
cot(φ−)− tan

(
ϑ−
2

)
csc(φ−)

]
,

(35b)

χ(2) = φ+ + arctan

[
cot(φ+) + tan

(
ϑ+
2

)
csc(φ+)

]
.

(35c)

In an analogous manner, results for the v-type eigen-
states are found. Here, the angles ϑ± and φ± must now
be expressed in terms of pi and bz according to their def-
initions. As a result, the Dirac strings are relocated to
straight lines parallel to the px axis. The Dirac strings for
|u(1)⟩′, |v(1)⟩′ run along the sets px ∈ (0,∞), py = 0, and
pz = ±bz and for |u(2)⟩′, |v(2)⟩′ we have px ∈ (−∞, 0),
py = 0, and pz = ∓bz. This enables us to integrate along
the circles in Fig. (5) in the py-pz plane, which reproduces
the momentum-space geometric phases of Eq. (34).

C. Generic spacelike coefficient

As a generalization of the purely spacelike sector, we
consider the case of a spacelike bµ with nonzero b0 and
bz, with hamiltonian

Hb = H0 − b0γ5 + bzγ
0γ5γ

z , (36)

and the reinterpreted dispersions

E(1,2)
u = |p∓ b| ± b0 , (37a)

E(1,2)
v = |p± b| ∓ b0 . (37b)

(a) (b)

FIG. 7: Energy eigenvalues for the generic spacelike
case (a) before and (b) after reinterpretation.

Now, the Weyl cones are shifted along the energy axis
by ±b0 and along the pz axis by ±bz. Both dispersions
were discussed in detail in Ref. [24] and our solution of
the concordance problem applies to the latter scenario.
Note that [Hb, Hb] = 0 with Hb of Eq. (24) for the purely
spacelike case. Although the dispersions are different, the
energy eigenstates for the purely spacelike sector quoted
in Eq. (26) can be taken over without any modifications.
Therefore, the curvatures (29) as well as the first Chern
numbers (32) still hold.

In our recent paper [24] we were interested in the
momentum-space geometric phases for the u- and v-type
dispersions that intersect the Fermi plane. These are
E

(2)
u and E

(1)
v , represented by the red cone in Fig. 7b.

As before, we integrate around circles S1
±b lying in the

px-pz plane and encircling the apices of the correspond-
ing Weyl cones. The shift of the cones along the energy
axis caused by b0 turns out to have no impact on the
phases. By following the procedure of Sec. III B, we find

Φ′(2)
u = π , Φ′(1)

v = −π . (38)

This result can be verified numerically by integrating
along small circles centered at the sites of a lattice cover-
ing the plane, as illustrated in Fig. 8. Nonzero contribu-
tions of Φ = ±π arise for the circles on the red squares
in the figure, which enclose the apices of the Weyl cones
in P3. In contrast, any circle without an apex inside
contributes Φ = 0. This method provides a numerical
alternative for detecting the presence of Weyl nodes via
the Berry connection.

The ground state of the theory with a generic space-
like bµ has recently been studied using thermodynamic
techniques and shown to be populated with fermions
and antifermions of negative energies [24], unlike the vac-
uum in a Lorentz-invariant setting where no particles are
present. This nontrivial ground state resembles that of
electrons and holes in a one-particle description of certain
Weyl semimetals [123]. The fermions and antifermions in
the vacuum can be excited to positive-energy states via
the exchange of energy with the thermodynamic bath.
An excitation can acquire a momentum-space geomet-
ric phase if it traverses a loop enclosing the apex of the
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pz

py

FIG. 8: Mesh of circles in the py-pz plane.

corresponding Weyl cone, as indicated in Fig. 7b. The
excitation can then drop back to the vacuum by releasing
energy to the bath. The vacuum state itself therefore can
acquire a nontrivial momentum-space geometric phase.

In the limit as the temperature T of the bath is taken
to zero, the phase of the ground state freezes to a par-
ticular value Φ0. Since individual contributions to Φ0

from each fermion or antifermion are quantized, Φ0 it-
self is quantized. Moreover, the phase is topologically
protected in this limit. We therefore can conclude that
the vacuum in the theory with a generic spacelike bµ can
be chosen from among an infinite number of degenerate
ground states, each characterized by a momentum-space
geometric phase that is also topological. Investigating
the possible phenomenological implications of this fea-
ture would be of definite interest but lies beyond our
present scope.

IV. CPT-EVEN CASE

In this section, the momentum-space geometric phases
associated with the action Sd of Eq. (2) are investigated.
We examine in turn cases with isotropic, mixed, and
spacelike dµν coefficients. The first Chern numbers are
derived in each case, and the corresponding momentum-
space geometric phases are then discussed.

A. Isotropic sector

The tracelessness of dµν implies a single isotropic com-
bination of components exists. This isotropic combina-
tion can be written in diagonal matrix form as

dµν = d00


1 0 0 0
0 1

3 0 0
0 0 1

3 0
0 0 0 1

3

 . (39)

The corresponding Lagrange density involves an ad-
ditional time derivative, which leads to an unconven-

tional time evolution of asymptotic states. To restore
conventional time evolution, the responsible terms can
be removed from the Lagrange density via a suitable
field redefinition. We follow the method presented in
Ref. [138] and search for an invertible matrix A that sat-
isfies A†γ0Γ0A = 14 with Γ0 = γ0 + dµ0γ5γµ, where 1n
is the (n× n) identity matrix.

A possible choice for the matrix A is

A =

(
C B

B C

)
, C = A+12 , B = A−12 , (40a)

A± =

√
1±

√
1− (d00)2

2(1− (d00)2)
, (40b)

with inverse

A−1 =
√

1− (d00)2
(

C −B

−B C

)
, (41)

Note that this transformation is only valid for d00 ∈
(−1, 1), as A becomes either singular or complex oth-
erwise.

Let ψ be the Dirac field in the original SME action Sd.
Then, a new Dirac field χ := A−1ψ is introduced such
that the latter satisfies a time-dependent Schrödinger-
type equation Hd̊ χ = i∂0χ with Hermitian hamiltonian

Hd̊ = γ0A(γj + dµjγ5γµ)λ
jA , A := γ0A†γ0 , (42)

where d̊ denotes the isotropic piece of dµν [62]. The time
evolution of asymptotic states induced by the new hamil-
tonian is then conventional. The dispersions remain un-
altered by the field redefinition

E(1,2)
u =

1∓ d00/3

|1± d00|
p , (43a)

E(1,2)
v =

1∓ d00/3

|1± d00|
p . (43b)

They describe two distinct Weyl cones with decreased
and increased opening angle, respectively, as compared
to the Lorentz-invariant case. See Figs. 9a and 9b for the
case d00 = 1/3. Note that norms are computed only in
the denominators. The dispersions have singularities at
d00 = ±1, which are already excluded from the interval
of validity of Eq. (40). Negative energies, which would
occur for d00 > 3 or d00 ≤ −3, are thereby also avoided.

The standard Dirac hamiltonian of Eq. (9c) commutes
with the hamiltonian Hd̊ of Eq. (42) redefined by A.
Hence, the energy eigenstates after the field redefinition
are the standard ones of Eq. (12). Then, the Berry con-
nection and curvature are unaffected by Lorentz viola-
tion, i.e., Eqs. (16) and (17) still hold. This implies the
first Chern numbers

N (1,2)
u = N (1,2)

v = ∓1 (isotropic case) . (44)
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B. Mixed sector di0

Next, we explore the mixed components di0 with all
others set to zero. Since di0 are accompanied by an ad-
ditional time derivative in the Lagrange density, we ap-
ply the method used in the isotropic case. The Dirac
spinor field is to be transformed via a matrix A that
obeys A†γ0Γ0A = 14 with Γ0 = γ0 + di0γ5γi. Via a
generic ansatz based on the complete set of 16 matri-
ces in spinor space, we can demonstrate that a suitable
matrix A can be given by

A =

(
12 −D E

E 12 −D

)
, (45a)

D = − d · σ
2(1− d2)

, E =
√

3− 4d2iD , (45b)

with inverse

A−1 =
1

1− d2

(
D̃ Ẽ

Ẽ D̃

)
, (46a)

D̃ =

(
1− 3

2
d2
)
12 −

1

2
(1− 2d2)d · σ , (46b)

Ẽ = − i

2

√
3− 4d2(d212 − d · σ) , (46c)

conveniently expressed in terms of the Pauli matrices σ =
(σx, σy, σz) and the form d := (di0). The dispersions are
readily obtained as

E(1,2)
u =

±d · p+Υ

1− d2
= E(1,2)

v , (47a)

Υ = Υ(p) =
√

(1− d2)p2 + (d · p)2 . (47b)

Therefore, d tilts the Weyl cones and the presence of the
factor 1−d2 implies changes of their opening angles. Note
that both Weyl cones are tilted in opposite directions,
whereas the modified opening angle is the same for both
cones. Figures 9c and 9d display these features for d10 =
d20 = 0 and d30 = 1/2.

As in the isotropic case, a new Dirac spinor χ := A−1ψ
is defined such that the latter obeys a time-dependent
Schrödinger-type equation Hd χ = i∂0χ with Hermitian
hamiltonian

Hd = γ0AγjλjA , (48)

with the matrix A defined according to Eq. (42). Now,
the energy eigenstates for modified Dirac fermions are of
the form

|u(1,2)(p)⟩ = |v(1,2)(p)⟩

= N(1,2)A−1

±(p̄x − ip̄y)
Υ∓ p̄z

−(p̄x − ip̄y)
∓Υ+ p̄z

 , (49a)

with p̄i := pi− i(d× p)i, the inverse matrix A−1 given in
Eq. (46), and the normalizations

N(1,2) =
1

2

(
Υ[∓(1− d2)pz

+ (1− dz0)(Υ∓ d · p)]
)− 1

2

. (49b)

These equations permit us to compute the Berry connec-
tions. After some algebra, we find

A(1,2)
u =

1− d2

2Υ[(1 + dz0)(Υ∓ d · p)∓ (1− d2)pz]

×

−py + (d × p)x
px + (d × p)y

(d × p)z

 = A(1,2)
v . (50)

The result incorporates a modification dependent on d.
The Dirac strings run along sets of points where the de-
nominators of Eq. (50) vanish. These sets are intricate
for nonzero d.

The curvatures follow directly from Eq. (50). They
read

Ω
(1,2)
u,i = ∓ (1− d2)pi

2Υ3(p)
= Ω

(1,2)
v,i . (51)

Note that these expressions reduce as required to the
standard results (16) and (17), respectively, for di0 → 0.
Note also that the curvatures are unaffected by Lorentz
violation at the linear level. Moreover, as in the Lorentz-
invariant case, Ω(1)

u,i +Ω
(2)
u,i = 0 = Ω

(1)
v,i +Ω

(2)
v,i . The singu-

larities are situated at pi = 0 and the first Chern num-
bers can be computed in spherical coordinates, yielding
the results

N (1,2)
u = N (1,2)

v = ∓1 (first mixed case) . (52)

C. Mixed sector d0i

This section concerns the mixed coefficients d0i, with
all others set to zero. It is helpful to introduce the three-
component form d̃ := (d0i). Unlike the previous isotropic
and mixed configurations of Secs. IVA and IV B, respec-
tively, the coefficients d0i are not contracted with an ad-
ditional time derivative. It is therefore unnecessary to
redefine the Dirac spinor field. The hamiltonian reads

Hd̃ = H0 + d0iγ
0γ5γ

0λi , (53)

where H0 is the Dirac hamiltonian of Eq. (9c). The dis-
persions are

E(1,2)
u = ±d̃ · p+ p = E(1,2)

v . (54)

This reveals that d̃ tilts the Weyl cones, while preserving
their opening angles. See Figs. 9e and 9f for the case
d01 = d02 = 0 and d03 = 1/2.
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The vanishing commutator [H0, Hd̃] = 0 implies that
the eigenstates of the Dirac hamiltonian remain unaf-
fected by the coefficients d0i, i.e., they can be taken over
from Eq. (12). The curvature therefore takes the same
form as in Eq. (17). The tilting of the Weyl cones has no
effect, so the integrated curvatures are given by Eq. (18).
We thus obtain the first Chern numbers as

N (1,2)
u = N (1,2)

v = ∓1 (second mixed case) . (55)

D. Purely spacelike off-diagonal coefficients dij

Finally, we explore the case of purely spacelike d co-
efficients such that d00 = di0 = d0j = 0 and dij ̸= 0 for
j > i. No additional time derivative appears, and the
hamiltonian is

Hd = H0 + dijγ
0γ5γ

iλj , (56)

where H0 is the Dirac hamiltonian of Eq. (9c).
It is convenient to define the matrices D(±) with com-

ponents (D(±))ij := δij±dij . Then, the exact dispersions
can be cast into the compact form

E(1,2)
u = |D(∓)p| = E(1,2)

v . (57)

The two Weyl cones are spatially distorted such that they
exhibit several intersections with each other. See Figs. 9g
and 9h for the case d12 = d13 = d23 = 3/4. The u- and
reinterpreted v-type spinor-valued energy eigenstates are

|u(1,2)(p)⟩ = N(1,2)
u


±E(1,2)

u + pz
(D(∓)p)x + i(D(∓)p)y

−E(1,2)
u ∓ pz

∓(D(∓)p)x ∓ i(D(∓)p)y


= |v(1,2)(p)⟩ , (58a)

with the normalization factors

N(1,2)
u =

1

2

√
E

(1,2)
u (E

(1,2)
u ± pz)

. (58b)

The Berry connection has an intricate form, but it can
be expressed in a compact manner as follows:

A(1,2)
u =

p× ζ(1,2)

2E
(1,2)
u (E

(1,2)
u ± pz)

= A(1,2)
v , (59a)

with the auxiliary vectors

ζ(1,2) :=

±d13 + d12d23
±d23
1

 . (59b)

The Dirac strings run along sets where E
(1,2)
u = ∓pz.

These connections reduce to Eq. (16) for dij = 0, modulo
global signs and an interchange of the labels (1, 2).

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

(g) (h)

FIG. 9: Energy eigenvalues before and after
reinterpretation for (a), (b) the isotropic case (43), (c),
(d) the first mixed case (47), (e), (f) the second mixed
case (54), and (g), (h) the purely spacelike case (57).

The curvatures take forms analogous to the standard
ones of Eq. (17), but with p in the denominators replaced
by the modified dispersion with the appropriate label,

Ω
(1,2)
u,i = ∓ pi

2(E
(1,2)
u )3

= Ω
(1,2)
v,i . (60)

The signs appearing in Eq. (60) and the interchange of
labels can be understood by applying a parity transfor-
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px

py

(a)

px

pz

(b)

py

pz

(c)

FIG. 10: Contour plot of the curvature (60) (a) in the px-py plane, (b) in the px-pz plane, and (c) in the py-pz plane.

mation in momentum space, p 7→ −p. This adapts the
labeling and global signs of Eq. (59) for dij = 0 to the
ones of Eq. (16). The sign change of the curvature under
p 7→ −p is compensated by the additional sign change
∇p 7→ −∇p.

The sums of Ω(1,2)
u,i and Ω

(1,2)
v,i produce nonzero results,

unlike the case of nonzero di0 discussed in Sec. IVB. To
display these modifications, contour plots of the norms
|(Ω(1)

u,i) + (Ω
(2)
u,i)| in three mutually orthogonal planes are

presented in Fig. 10 for the nonzero values d12 = d13 =
d23 = 3/4 of the three off-diagonal spatial d-type coef-
ficients. In two planes the curvature has a symmetrical
butterfly shape, but in the third the butterfly shape is
distorted. These plots are reminiscent of quadrupole dis-
tributions.

Due to the involved form of the dispersions, it is chal-
lenging to integrate the curvature analytically. However,
numerical computations can be performed to reveal that
the first Chern numbers are

N (1,2)
u = N (1,2)

v = ∓1 (spacelike case) . (61)

E. Momentum-space geometric phases

We can determine the momentum-space geometric
phases for the various scenarios with nonzero coefficients
dµν along circles in P3. However, unlike the bµ sector,
the dµν coefficients do not separate the Weyl cones along
a direction in P4. Instead, each Weyl cone is deformed
differently, which also lifts the fourfold degeneracy. Pro-
jecting the circles in P3 onto these cones implies closed
loops, but E varies along these curves.

For the isotropic case of Sec. IV A and the second
mixed sector of Sec. IVC, the curvatures match those
of Eq. (17). Integrating the latter around apices of the
Weyl cones along circles in P3 and avoiding the Dirac
strings according to the procedure of Sec. III A yields
the momentum-space geometric phases

Φ(1)
u = −π = Φ(1)

v , Φ(2)
u = π = Φ(2)

v . (62)

This result is in agreement with Eq. (22) even though
the loops on the Weyl cones in P4 are no longer circles

of constant energy. The projections of these loops are
shown in Figs. 9b and 9f.

For the first mixed sector of Sec. IV B and the purely
spacelike regime of Sec. IV D, the curvatures are modified
by the Lorentz violation. The calculations of the integrals
to obtain the momentum-space geometric phases there-
fore differ from those of the conventional Dirac theory.
However, performing the computations explicitly reveals
that the momentum-space geometric phases for these sec-
tors are again given by Eq. (62) modulo 2π.

V. ALTERNATIVE INVARIANTS

Our treatment of topological properties above is based
on the first Chern number. This section presents some
results on alternative topological invariants.

The gap nodes at the Fermi energy EF = 0, known
as Fermi points, can be characterized by the topological
invariant [139, 140]

Na = tr

∮
Σa

dnσ Nσ , (63a)

Nσ =
1

24π2
εµνϱσS

∂D

∂pµ
S
∂D

∂pν
S
∂D

∂pϱ
. (63b)

Here, dnσ = dΣa n
σ is the volume element of the closed

three-dimensional hypersurface Σa with unit 4-vector
normal nσ. Also, D = D(iλ4, λk) is the Dirac opera-
tor in momentum space and S = D−1(iλ4, λk) the Dirac
propagator, both being evaluated at imaginary energies
λ0 = iλ4 via a Wick rotation. The trace is computed
over spinor indices, and εµνϱσ is the totally antisymmet-
ric Levi-Civita symbol.

The topological invariantNa takes integer values, Na ∈
Z, and is sensitive to isolated Fermi points. For Na = 0,
the topology of the Fermi point is trivial. When Na ̸= 0,
the topology of the bundle P (U(1),P4) is nontrivial and
the Fermi points are insensitive to small perturbations.

Note that Na is evaluated in the energy-momentum
space P4 with (λ0, λk) ∈ P4. In contrast, both the Berry
curvature and the momentum-space geometric phases
considered above are evaluated in P3. Also, Eq. (63)
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offers a computational advantage in that it requires only
the propagator in the Dirac sector of the SME. In partic-
ular, knowledge of the eigenstates of the quantum system
is unnecessary.

A. CPT-odd case

The Dirac propagator for each one of the coefficients of
the SME fermion sector is known [65, 127]. In particular,
for the bµ sector with a vanishing fermion mass, we cast
the result into

Sb(λ0, λk) =
1

∆
(ξµγ

µ + ζµγ5γ
µ) , (64a)

ξµ = (λ2 + b2)λµ − 2(b · λ)bµ , (64b)

ζµ = −2(b · λ)λµ + (λ2 + b2)bµ , (64c)

∆ = (λ− b)2(λ+ b)2 . (64d)

The trace of the matrix density Nσn
σ of Eq. (63) can be

evaluated in covariant form,

tr(Nσn
σ) =

1

π2∆2
η̃µνn

µ

{
4λν(b · λ)(λ2 + b2)

− bν
[
4(b · λ)2 + (λ2 + b2)2

]}∣∣∣∣
λ0→iλ4

,

(65)

with η̃µν := diag(i,−1,−1,−1) and the Minkowski met-
ric ηµν is employed for all remaining scalar products.

First, let us evaluate Na for a purely timelike bµ. The
hypersurface Σa is chosen as a 3-sphere parametrized asλ4λxλy

λz

 = λ

sin θ sinϕ sinχ
sin θ sinϕ cosχ

sin θ cosϕ
cos θ

 , (66)

with λ :=
√∑

i λ
2
i and angles θ ∈ [0, π], ϕ ∈ [0, π],

and χ ∈ [0, 2π). Integrations around the Weyl nodes
at λ4 = ±ib0 provide Na = ∓1. To avoid singularities of
the integrand, it is important to choose the radius of Σa
small enough such that the nodal circle of Fig. 1a is not
contained in it. Similarly, we can consider a purely space-
like bµ with b = (0, 0, bz), where integrations around the
Weyl nodes (λk) = ±b result in Na = ±1, as well. Thus,
we conclude that these points are topologically protected,
which agrees with the results related to the curvatures of
Eqs. (18), (30), and (31). An integration over a 3-sphere
around the origin λk = 0 without enclosing one of the
Weyl nodes leads to Na = 0, as expected.

The nodal circle of the isotropic bµ sector, which is
visible in Fig. 1a, represents a Fermi surface that corre-
sponds to a 2-sphere with one of the spatial momentum
components disregarded. The topological properties of
this contour must be determined differently from those

of isolated Weyl or Dirac points. Here, integration must
be performed along a closed curve γ that encircles the
nodal line. For a modified Dirac theory with Dirac oper-
ator D and propagator SF , the corresponding topological
invariant is [140]

N1 = tr

∮
γ

dϑ

2πi
S(λ4, λk)∂ϑD(λ4, λk) , (67)

with the trace performed over the spinor indices. The
curve γ is chosen as a loop parametrized in terms of the
angle ϑ ∈ [0, 2π] and shifted appropriately such that
it runs around the nodal circle. In particular, λ4 =
− sin(ϑ), where we choose λx = 0, λy = cosφ(cosϑ+b0),
and λz = sinφ(cosϑ+ b0). Then, the nodal circle in the
λy-λz plane is enclosed by a loop centered at the point
λ4 = 0, λy = b0 cosφ, and λz = b0 sinφ and orthogonal
to the tangent vector of the nodal circle at this point.

Applying Eq. (67) with Eq. (64) inserted and λ0 7→ iλ4,
we obtain that N1 = 0. This holds because the propa-
gator for the bµ model, stated in Eq. (64), involves the
overall factor ∆−1, given by Eq. (64d). For the isotropic
sector, ∆−1 is a product of scalar toy model propagators
of the form

G±(λ4, λk) =
1

(iλ4 ± λF )2 − λ2
, (68)

with λ0 7→ iλ4 and λF interpreted as the Fermi momen-
tum. The latter have Fermi surfaces at λ4 = 0, λ = λF .
Integration along a circle around λx = λF implies N±

1 =
∓1. Since the Fermi surfaces with N±

1 = ∓1 are encircled
simultaneously when the integral of Eq. (67) is evaluated
for Eq. (64), the nontrivial topological quantum num-
bers compensate each other: N+ + N− = −1 + 1 = 0.
This means that the Fermi surface for the purely timelike
sector of the bµ model is topologically trivial, i.e., it is
not protected against small perturbations. Indeed, intro-
ducing a small fermion mass opens a gap and the Fermi
surface vanishes, confirming the computational outcome.

B. CPT-even case

The propagator of the dµν sector has a form analogous
to Eq. (64) for the bµ coefficients [65, 127]. However, the
dependence on the four-momentum is more involved,

Sd(λ0, λk) =
1

∆
(ξµγ

µ + ζµγ5γ
µ) , (69a)

ξµ = [λ2 + (d · λ)2]λµ − 2(λ · d · λ)dµνλν ,
(69b)

ζµ = 2(λ · d · λ)λµ − [λ2 + (d · λ)2]dµνλν ,
(69c)

∆ = (λ+ d · λ)2(λ− d · λ)2 , (69d)

where d · λ denotes dµνλν .
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Using the above propagator, we seek to evaluate the in-
tegral for the topological quantum number Na of Eq. (63)
for each of the cases discussed in Secs. IVA – IVD. The
integrals are challenging to carry out for generic coef-
ficients, so we perform computations for specific values.
Note that the integration may be problematic when some
SME coefficients become large. For example, for di0 =
−0.58, the dispersion of Eq. (47) becomes complex in cer-
tain regions of momentum space, which renders the value
of Eq. (63) invalid as a topological charge. Similarly, for
d0i = −0.58 the dispersion of Eq. (54) is zero in particular
regions, whereupon Eq. (63) becomes singular. However,
no such issues occur for the purely spacelike coefficients
dij with i ̸= j because λi(D(±)T )ik(D

(±))kjλj > 0 for
λk ̸= 0, which prevents complex or zero values of the
dispersions of Eq. (57) from occurring beyond the Weyl
nodes.

For the isotropic case, computation yields the results

Na =



0 0 ≤ |d00| < 1 ,

±1 d00 = ∓1 ,

±2 d00 ∈ (∓1,∓3) ,

±1 d00 = ∓3 ,

0 |d00| > 3 .

(70)

This indicates a trivial topology for d00 lying in a finite,
open interval centered around the Lorentz-invariant case.
At |d00| = 1 the dispersion (43) becomes singular, which
is reflected in the apparent topology change. Note also
that the form (40) of the matrix A, which was intro-
duced to remove the additional time derivative from the
Lagrange density appearing in this sector, is inapplicable
for |d00| > 1. Another topology change is seen to occur
at |d00| = 3, where one of the two dispersions of Eq. (43)
vanishes. The corresponding fermion mode thus cannot
provide any contribution to Na, which reduces it by one
unit to |Na| = 1.

For the mixed coefficients di0, d0i and the purely space-
like ones dij , we obtain Na = 0 for values within a range
around zero. Each of these sectors can thus be inter-
preted as topologically trivial. This result follows be-
cause the Weyl nodes are joined, and the opposite topo-
logical charges of the individual nodes therefore cancel
each other.

VI. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

This work concerns the effect of a background on the
momentum-space geometric phases associated with the
relativistic motion of massless spin- 12 Weyl fermions in
Lorentz-violating models, where the role of the back-
ground is played by the coefficients for Lorentz violation.
Two examples are studied. Section III discusses the sce-
nario with CPT violation involving a coefficient bµ, while
Sec. IV considers the CPT-preserving case with a coeffi-
cient dµν . The topological properties of the momentum-
space geometric phases are investigated using the Berry

curvature and the first Chern number. Alternative topo-
logical invariants are explored in Sec. V.

When a nonzero coefficient bµ is present, our results
demonstrate that significant changes occur to the Berry
curvature when the two Weyl cones become nondegener-
ate along a spatial direction in momentum space. Then,
the source and sink of the curvature, which coincide in
the Lorentz-invariant regime, are separated and a Berry
flux emerges in the plane orthogonal to the line of sep-
aration. Momentum-space geometric phases of ±π can
accumulate when the apices of the Weyl cones are encir-
cled during the fermion motion. These geometric phases
play a special role for occupied fermion and antifermion
states at E = 0, which are of particular relevance in cer-
tain scenarios with large Lorentz violation.

In the presence of a nonzero dµν coefficient, the Weyl
cones remain joined in momentum space, but they can be
subject to tilts or spatial distortions. Our results demon-
strate that a tilt leaves unaffected the Berry curvature,
whereas spatial distortions of Weyl cones are reflected
in curvature distortions. The norm of the total curva-
ture for u- and v-type spinors no longer vanishes, and
lines of constant curvature acquire a butterfly shape.
The topological charges of the Weyl nodes remain ±1.
Momentum-space geometric phases of ±π emerge along
loops encircling the apices of Weyl cones.

Our investigations reveal that the geometry of the U(1)
bundle of energy eigenstates over momentum space re-
mains unaffected when the Weyl cones are shifted along
the energy axis, when they are tilted, or when their open-
ing angle changes. However, a separation of the Weyl
cones along a spatial-momentum direction and spatial de-
formations both impact the geometry. These results are
consistent with our studies of certain topological invari-
ants other than the first Chern number, which confirm
that topological charges are present at degenerate points
in energy-momentum space. These invariants are deter-
mined based on the propagator of a theory, rather than
the hamiltonian and its eigenstates.

The results in this work represent an initial step to-
ward the establishment of a comprehensive treatment of
momentum-space geometric phases in the full SME. Sev-
eral direct theoretical extensions of our analysis can be
envisaged for future work. An immediate possibility of
definite interest is the extension of the results to other
coefficients in the fermion sector, including nonminimal
ones. Applications of these ideas to other sectors of the
SME are also of prospective interest.

Another area for exploration is associated with lifting
the assumption of time-independent and spatially homo-
geneous coefficients. In practical applications to funda-
mental physics, the cartesian coefficients for Lorentz vi-
olation are typically assumed to be constant in a canoni-
cal Sun-centered frame [141–143], which provides an ap-
proximately inertial reference frame over applicable ex-
perimental timescales. However, experimental measure-
ments are performed in a noninertial frame on or near the
Earth’s surface, which implies time-dependent variations
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in the observable coefficients for Lorentz violation [144].
These variations oscillate at harmonics of the Earth’s
sidereal frequency and hence are adiabatic on typical ex-
perimental timescales. A theoretical treatment of the
implications of these oscillations for observable geomet-
ric phases would be of definite interest.

Applications in the context of condensed-matter
physics also have worthwhile prospects. Consider, for
example, a bµ-type Weyl semimetal of finite volume, in
which one or more spatial components of bµ are nonzero
within a certain spatial domain D but vanish outside D.
On the boundary ∂D, the topology of the ground state
changes from nontrivial to trivial, implying the existence
of interesting surface states such as Fermi arcs or drum-
head surface states. A nontrivial ground-state topology
may also modify measurable transport properties.

Other novel experimental applications of our work may
also be feasible. In the presence of Lorentz violation, the
value of the momentum-space geometric phase is fixed
for each nondegenerate Weyl cone. Also, when the Weyl
cones are separated or distorted along spatial-momentum
directions, the total Berry curvature differs from the zero
value of the Lorentz-invariant case. These properties

therefore establish the momentum-space geometric phase
and the Berry curvature as gauge-invariant observables
for Lorentz violation. The experimental search for spin-
nondegenerate Lorentz violation governed by bµ and dµν
can thus be reinterpreted as the search for fixed values of
the momentum-space geometric phases of massless spin-
1
2 fermions. In particular, even infinitesimal background
coefficients suffice to generate a nontrivial effect, so the
detection of Lorentz violation via momentum-space ge-
ometric phases is unhampered by experimental sensitiv-
ity to the size of the coefficients. Adapting this result
to implementing a realistic experimental scenario for a
magnitude-independent detection of Lorentz violation is
an open challenge of considerable prospective interest.
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