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Quantum geometry and linear orbital response in arbitrary SU(2) representation
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We develop a unified framework to compute band-geometric quantities in multiband systems
whose low-energy Hamiltonians realize arbitrary SU(2) representations. Exploiting the presence of
a quantization axis, we use the Wigner—Eckart theorem to identify the allowed interband matrix
elements and obtain compact analytic expressions for the quantum geometric tensor, the orbital
magnetic moment, and the resulting orbital transport coefficients. The formalism applies to both
multifold fermions and gapped SU(2) models. Its versatility is demonstrated through explicit cal-
culations in representative SU(3) and SU(4) settings, where orbital Edelstein and orbital Hall
responses arise naturally from the antisymmetric components of the band geometry. Our results
reveal a universal link between the algebraic structure of the Hamiltonian and emergent orbitronic

phenomena.

INTRODUCTION

Introduction: Intrinsic contributions to transport phe-
nomena lie at the forefront of modern condensed-matter
physics. Within linear-response theory, the anomalous
Hall effect stands as the paradigmatic example of a trans-
port coefficient governed by the Berry curvature of the
electronic bands [IH4]. In recent years, however, grow-
ing attention has shifted toward nonlinear responses [5-
TT] where geometric properties of Bloch bands manifest
through higher-order multipole moments of the quantum
geometric tensor (QGT)[I2] 13]. For instance, at second
order in the charge current, the Berry-curvature dipole
constitutes the leading geometric contribution in systems
preserving time-reversal symmetry [14HIG], whereas in
time-reversal-broken systems the dominant response is
controlled instead by the dipole of the band-normalized
quantum metric [I7HI9]. Both the Berry curvature and
the quantum metric arise as the imaginary and real com-
ponents, respectively, of the more general QGT. Beyond
second order, higher multipole moments of the QGT are
expected to appear, reflecting increasingly intricate geo-
metric constraints in multi-band systems and motivating
the development of general formalisms capable of captur-
ing these effects.

Another rapidly growing direction in transport theory
is orbitronics [20, 21]. In this field, the central quantity
is no longer the electric charge but the intrinsic orbital
magnetic moment (OMM) of Bloch electrons [22, 23].
The OMM is also deeply connected to the underlying
band geometry. Indeed, while the Berry curvature can
be viewed as arising from virtual interband transitions
mediated by the Berry connections, the orbital magnetic
moment emerges when these transitions are weighted by
the corresponding energy differences. Importantly, this
energy weighting implies that even systems with vanish-
ing Berry curvature can host a finite OMM, as in the case
of perfectly flat bands. Owing to its geometric origin, the
OMM has attracted considerable interest in recent years,
particularly because of its central role in orbital trans-

port phenomena such as the orbital Edelstein [24H27] ef-
fect and the orbital Hall effect [28438], key mechanisms
underpinning the emerging field of orbitronics.

The role of the OMM has recently expanded into the
rapidly developing field of multifold fermions [39]. In
these systems, the orbital degrees of freedom play a cen-
tral role in a variety of optical and transport responses,
including gyrotropic magnetoelectric effects and circular
photogalvanic phenomena [0, [41]. Multifold fermions
arise in crystals whose symmetry groups protect band
crossings with three-, four-, six-, or eightfold degenera-
cies at high-symmetry points of the Brillouin zone. Low-
energy excitations around these nodes can often be cap-
tured by effective Hamiltonians linear in momentum,
built from higher-dimensional irreducible representations
of angular-momentum operators. In this sense, three-
fold nodes behave as spin-1 Weyl fermions, while fourfold
nodes correspond to spin-3/2 fermions, both exhibiting
enhanced geometric and orbital responses compared to
conventional Weyl systems.

Interestingly, the higher-dimensional irreducible repre-
sentations relevant for multifold fermions obey the SU(2)
algebra associated with an effective spin S = (N —1)/2.
This SU(2) structure guarantees the existence of a lo-
cal quantization axis, along which both the total angular
momentum and the magnetic quantum number are well
defined and conserved. These properties impose precise
selection rules for matrix elements of tensor operators of
arbitrary rank, particularly rank-1 and rank-2 operators,
corresponding to the Berry connection and the quantum
geometric tensor, which together determine the full geo-
metric structure of Bloch states. In this work, we exploit
the existence of such a quantization axis to derive gen-
eral expressions for the quantum geometric tensor and
the orbital magnetic moment valid for arbitrary SU(2)
representations. A central outcome is that these quanti-
ties, as well as their associated orbital responses such as
the orbital Hall effect, naturally decompose into a univer-
sal geometric factor governed solely by the quantization
axis and a multiplet-dependent factor encoding the inter-
nal structure of the N-band manifold, thereby revealing
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a unified geometric origin for linear and nonlinear orbital
transport in multifold systems.

This paper is organized as follows. First we estab-
lish the general theoretical framework required to derive
the quantum geometric tensor, the orbital magnetic mo-
ment, and the intrinsic orbital Hall response for arbitrary
SU(2) representations. Second we apply this formalism
to the three- and four-dimensional representations rele-
vant for multifold fermions, and we explicitly compute
their orbital Edelstein response. Third we illustrate the
generality of the quantization-axis construction by con-
sidering a massive spin-1 model—widely used to describe
low-energy excitations in kagome lattices—and demon-
strate how it naturally predicts an orbital Hall effect. By
“generality of the quantization axis” we mean that the
axis is not constrained to coincide with the momentum
direction: rather, any local direction can serve as a quan-
tization axis as long as the SU(2) algebra is satisfied and
the ground-state I, can be defined. Finally, we summa-
rize our conclusions.

Theoretical framework: Our starting point is a Hamil-
tonian that describes an N-dimensional representation of
SU(2). Such a Hamiltonian can be written as H = h - I,
where the N-dimensional matrices I; satisfy the commu-
tation relations [I;, I;] = i€;ji I, and h = h(k) is a three
dimensional vector. This system may or may not be ro-
tationally invariant, but it still allows the definition of
a local quantization axis along the direction of h. The
usual choice for the quantization axis in the ground state
is the z-axis, namely, I.|m) = m|m). Using Euler an-
gles, the rotation operator that aligns the ground-state
quantization axis with h is R(6, ¢) = e~*!=¢~%1y where
¢ = tan~'(hy/h;) and 6 = cos~*(h,/|h|). It is straight-
forward to verify that R(0,¢) I, R1(0,¢) = h - I. Ac-
cordingly, the eigenstates are |u,,(6,¢)) = R(6,¢)|m),
and the eigenvalues are e,,, = m|h|. These eigenstates
define a local frame in momentum space, where the spin
(or pseudospin) expectation value is aligned with h. The
corresponding eigenvalue m thus characterizes the helic-
ity of the state, i.e., the projection of the internal angu-
lar momentum onto the local momentum direction. This
construction provides the foundation for the evaluation
of the system’s topological properties

From the definition of the Berry connection, A" =
i(um (0, )| Ok, |un (0, ¢)), we can define the matrix-valued
Berry connection as A; = a; - I, with the vector a; =

(7 sin 0 %’ g—,fi, cos g—z) (See SM). Fixing a quantiza-
tion axis is equivalent to choosing a local gauge in the
internal (spin or pseudospin) space. In our construc-
tion, the rotation operator R(6,¢) specifies this gauge,
aligning the ground state quantization axis with the lo-
cal direction h. As a consequence, variations of h across
momentum space induce a rotation of the local frame,
and therefore give rise to a gauge connection (the Berry
connection) that encodes how the internal degrees of free-

dom twist under parallel transport. The correspond-
ing non-Abelian Berry curvature can then be defined as
the covariant derivative of the Berry connection €;; =
0;A; — 0;A; —i[A;, A;]. The non-Abelian Berry curva-
ture thus measures the field strength associated with this
local frame rotation. Although the formalism constructs
the rotated eigenstates |u., (0, ¢)) = R(6, ¢)|m), the pro-
jection onto the original basis (m|---|m) is taken when
evaluating the Berry curvature. Since |m) are eigenstates
of I, the resulting curvature is always proportional to I,.
This also implies that if the Hamiltonian lacks a compo-
nent along I,, the projected Berry curvature vanishes.
Since we are interested in calculating the QGT of the
system, we need to evaluate the product of two Berry
connections. The gauge invariant QGT is defined as
Q™ = 3 ATTAY™ [A2, A3]. The existence of a
well-defined local quantization axis ensures that the an-
gular momentum operator I, has quantized eigenvalues.
Equivalently, one can always rotate the local basis such
that the quantization axis aligns with any chosen local
direction, reflecting a form of rotational invariance in the
internal degrees of freedom. Once the magnetic quan-
tum number m is well-defined, the allowed transitions
between states under tensor operators are dictated by the
Wigner—Eckart theorem. In particular, since the Berry
connection A; transforms as a rank-1 tensor, only tran-
sitions between adjacent m states are permitted. Then
we obtain Q7" = (.A;n’m_l./l;n_l’m + A?L’mHA;”H’m).
Using the ladder operators I+ = I, £ il, and defining

ai = a? +ia? we obtain a simple equation for the QGT

o™ = Jaraf [S(5 4+ 1)~ m(m — 1)

+ ia?a; [S(S+1)—m(m+1)], (1)
with S the total angular momentum. Eq. is the first
main result of this paper and the starting point to relate
the geometry of the band structure to charge and orbital
response in arbitrary representations of SU(2) fermions.

Noting that the real part R(a; a)) = (afaf +a}a)) =
0;n - 0;n and that the imaginary part %(a;a}r) = (a; x
a;). = n-(0;n x 9;n), with 1 a unitary vector in the
direction of the quantization axis, we can calculate the
quantum metric and the Berry curvature of the systems.
Explicitly we find the well known result for the Berry cur-
vature Q7" = —23(Q/I™) = —mn - (9;7 x 9;n), which
is directly related to the magnetic quantum number. The
quantum metric reads

1, ;
g =R(QI™) = i&-n -0in [S(S +1)— mz} . (2
and we note that it depends on both, the magnetic quan-
tum number and on the total angular momentum S.
For the study of responses related to the orbital de-
gree of freedom like orbital Edelstein effect and orbital



current, we need the OMM of Bloch electrons. Apply-
ing Wigner-Eckart theorem to its definition M =
57 €10 S Zmém(smk — &n k) A" AP™ one finds the equa-
tion (See SM)

M = BW(S,m) (3)

= 8716[”71 (8m X (‘9Jﬁ)

with the definition

B (S,m) = A%[S(S + 1) —m(m —1)]0(m — 1)
—aAY[S(S +1) —m(m+1)]0(m +1) (4)
with & = 1 and A} = (g6 — Ema1,k)®. The function

O(m+1) =1 if the state exists and ©(m 1) = 0 other-
wise. This is relevant because the energies are bounded
and hence there are no states beyond/below the high-
est/lowest eigenvalue. Hence m £1 € {-5,...5}. We
keep this requirement explicit in Eq. to keep track
of the physics, but it is strictly not necessary since the
factor in squared bracket already takes care of this con-
dition. Eq is the second main result in this paper. It
generalizes previos ones [44] [45] valid only for S = 1/2
states.

The orbital Hall effect is the transversal flow of or-
bital magnetic moment in response to an electric field.
In operator form, the orbital current is defined as J] =

gws {M,, va}/Q where pp is the Bohr magneton, gr,
is the Lande g-factor and v, is the velocity [30]. The
average current (J7) = tr(J) pg), where pg is the linear
response density matrix [46, [47]. For an electric field Eg
the Hall susceptibility reads (See SM)

v Hall - (Do x D) Y C4 (S, (5
Tap GLLB Z B Z m) (5)
with
C(S,m) =AMI[S(S+1) —m(m —1)npp(emk)O-
— AMIS(S +1) —m(m+ 1)]npp(emi)O4.
(6)
with AME = (MZ™m 4 MmELmED) Eq (B)) is the third

main result of this paper and with it the linear orbital re-
sponse is fully determined for any N-dimensional SU(2)
representation.

Multifold fermions: N-dimensional representations of
SU(2) arise, for instance, in multifold fermions. Near
symmetry-protected band-crossing points, the Hamilto-
nian takes the general form considered here. For mul-
tifold fermions, additional simplifications occur because
the quantization axis aligns with k, leading to 7 - (O;1 X
9;n) = €1k /k3. A three-dimensional representation of
SU(2) is realized by the Hamiltonian [48]

0 ek, 6*i¢’ky
H3p = | ek, 0 ek, (7)
ek, e %k, 0

TABLE L. Values of B®)(S,m), defined through the energy
differences AY = (em — em+1)®. For a linear dispersion re-
lation the expressions simplify, since A_ = —A; = |h|. We
include ©4+ = ©(m £ 1) to keep track of the allowed transi-
tions; however, the squared-bracket factor S(S+1)—m(m=%1)
already enforces the selection rules, vanishing automatically
when the corresponding states lie outside the multiplet, i.e.,
at the boundaries m = £5.

S m [-]0_ [--]04 B@(S,m)

1+ 1 0 BY=(ap—c1p)"

33 O 1 BY=—a(c 1 —e12)"

1 +1 2 0 B =2(e —e0)®

1 0 2 2 B@ =2(g—e_1)"
—2a(eo — e1)”

1-1 0 2 B“=-2a(e1—e0)°

33 3 0 B =3(e3/0 —£1/2)"

$+1 4 3 BYW=d(e1p—c1)°
—3a(eyz —e3/2)"

R TE
—da(e_1/2 —€1/2)”

3.3 3 B@ = _3a(c 30— 12)"

where ¢ is a material-dependent parameter (not to be
confused with the azimuthal angle on the Bloch sphere).
For ¢ = (2n+1)m/6, this Hamiltonian reduces exactly to
the spin-1 representation of SU(2). A four-dimensional
representation of SU(2) can also be realized through the
effective Hamiltonian [4§]

a+3b)kt a—b)k~
ak, 0 _( +4) V3( . )
0 bk V3a-bk~ _ (3atbkT
Hyr = _ o 4 4
f _ (a+:1b)k ﬂ(a;b)k* —ak. 0
" _
\/§(a4—b)k _ (3a+4b)k 0 bk,

(8)
with kT =k, + ik, and a,b material dependent param-
eters. This model describes fermionic states that sat-
isfy the commutation relations [I;, ;] = iXe;;l; with
a single scalar A, provided the parameters fulfill (a —

b)(a + 3b)(3a + b) = 0. In that case, the coeflicient

b)a? —10ab+b> .
A= % acts as an effective A for the emer-

gent SU(2) algebra (see SM). Although the case a = b is
mathematically allowed, it represents two copies of spin-
1/2 (SM). However, a = —b/3 or a = —3b leads to four
dimensional representations of SU(2).

The orbital Edelstein effect is the orbital magnetiza-
tion due to an external electric field. It is defined as
Mg = tr(M]"™ plE™), where p™ is the linear response
band diagonal density matrix (See SM) [46] [47]. In linear



response and at zero temperature, this definition leads to
the susceptibility (see SM for details).

2
Qij = —T% szeusﬁ (017 x Osn)

1 1 65mk
X ;B( )(S,m)ﬁ ok 0(Emk —€F). 9)

with 7 a relaxation time. From table () we extract the
OMM for the spin-1 and spin-3/2 cases. For spin S =1
we obtain

) 2ep, m=1
5—1 e‘vp 2 1
Qyy T 8% 3 (27_(_)2 45F7( 0) m 0 ( )
2ep, m=—1,

where the flat band yields a vanishing contribution be-
cause it does not form a Fermi surface. However, a small
quadratic correction to the Hamiltonian lifts this cancel-
lation and produces a finite response [48]. For S = 3/2
we find

361:'7 m = 3/2
0S=3/2 _ _Teva 2 1 JT7ep, m=1/2 (1)
~ 8h 3 (2m)? | 7ep, m=—1/2

3ep, m=-3/2.

These expressions for the orbital magnetization are
consistent with the gyrotropic magneto-electric effect re-
ported in Ref. [48], up to an overall constant factor, since
both responses relies on the OMM at the Fermi surface.
The trend is transparent: increasing the spin dimension-
ality enhances the response, although the final value de-
pends sensitively on which bands are intersected by the
Fermi level. For instance, if e crosses both the m = 3/2
and m = 1/2 branches, the total spin-3/2 response scales
as 10ep.

Massive spin-1 states. The formalism developed above
only requires the existence of a well-defined quantization
axis, independent of its orientation. Exploiting this prop-
erty, we predict a linear longitudinal orbital current and
an orbital Hall current in massive spin-1 systems. Such
states arise as low-energy excitations in kagome lattices
and are described by the Hamiltonian H = d - I, with
d = (kg,ky, M) and I the three-dimensional representa-
tion of the SU(2) fermions, where M is half the gap [52)].
The orbital Hall response follows as (See SM)

z,Hall ¢ e hv% 1
, - ) >M (12
Uacy o1 <9LMB M > 5% fOT’ EF ( )

with £ = ep/M. We plot the orbital Hall response in
Fig. . As expected it has its maximum values close
to the gap, namely, band geometric contributions are ex-
pected to be stronger close to the band touching point.
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FIG. 1. Top panel: orbital Hall response. Bottom panel:

longitudinal orbital response. Both quantities are plotted as
functions of the dimensionless ratio £ = e /M and expressed
in units of e/27. The magnitude of the orbital Hall signal is
controlled by the prefactor Cxr = (e/grps)(lvk /M), which
has been factored out of the curves to highlight the universal
dependence on £r. Similarly, the longitudinal response carries
the prefactor C, = (eTv%)/(8grpr), also omitted from the
plots. Using realistic parameters for Dirac-like quasiparticles
reported in the literature F9-51] (vep ~ 10°m/s, 7 =~ 10ps,
M =~ 10meV, and g1, = 2), we estimate Cyg ~ 5 and C = 10.
These values illustrate that both orbital Hall and longitudi-
nal orbital responses can reach experimentally relevant mag-
nitudes in systems with moderate band velocities and small
but finite gaps.

We derive a longitudinal orbital current in the supple-
mentary material. After some algebra the result reads

(L) _ € ( eTvR ) (-1
8gr.iB £

We plot the longitudinal response in Fig. as well.
As a Fermi surface response, it vanishes at the bot-
tom/top of the conduction/valence band. It also devel-
ops a peak, characteristic of Berry curvature driven re-
sponses, which also characterizes inter-band transitions
effects. The orbital Hall angle Soga = ai;lH“”/ai,’T(L) x
li/TM(£% — 1) indicates the dominance of the Hall re-
sponse close to the gap.

Discussion—We close with a few remarks on the band-
normalized quantum metric for n-fold fermions. It takes

o ep > M. (13)



the form G = 1 0;n-9;n BV (S, m), with the values
of B@)(S,m) for « = —1 listed in Table [l For multifold
fermions, the quantization axis aligns with k, so the geo-
metric factor simplifies to 9;n - 07 = (8,5 — kik; /k?) /K.
With this expression, second-order responses can be com-
puted whenever a mechanism breaking inversion symme-
try is present.

The present formalism naturally extends to include in-
plane, non-quantizing (Zeeman-type) magnetic fields, en-
abling the study of planar Hall responses and magnetore-
sistance in higher-spin systems. Such fields leave the un-
derlying SU(2) algebra intact and therefore preserve both
the existence of the quantization axis and the associated
selection rules. Regarding the orbital Hall effect in mul-
tifold fermions, its presence is indeed expected; however,
continuum models become unreliable due to the 1/k be-
havior of the integrand, which forces the introduction of
an artificial momentum cutoff. In contrast, tight-binding
realizations of SU(2) fermions naturally confine momenta
to the Brillouin zone, thereby regularizing the integrals
and eliminating spurious logarithmic divergences [53].

A central outcome of our work is that all geomet-
ric quantities discussed here—including the QGT, the
OMM, and the resulting orbital responses—exhibit a nat-
ural decomposition into (i) a universal geometric factor
determined solely by the orientation and texture of the
quantization axis, and (ii) a multiplet-dependent factor
encoding the internal structure of the N-band manifold.
This decomposition exposes a common geometric origin
underlying linear and nonlinear orbital responses across
a wide class of SU(2)-based systems.

Conclusions—We developed a unified framework to
compute the quantum geometric tensor, the orbital mag-
netic moment, and both longitudinal and Hall orbital
currents for arbitrary representations of the SU(2) al-
gebra. The approach relies only on the existence of a
local quantization axis—guaranteed by the SU(2) struc-
ture—and on the selection rules imposed by the Wigner—
Eckart theorem. Explicit calculations for three- and four-
dimensional representations show that the resulting or-
bital magnetization agrees with known mechanisms such
as the gyrotropic magneto-electric effect. Moreover, by
analyzing a massive spin-1 model, we predict a finite or-
bital Hall response in gapped systems, together with a
longitudinal orbital current. Our results provide a sys-
tematic route for understanding and predicting orbital
transport phenomena in materials hosting higher-spin or
multifold fermions, and open the way to generalizing or-
bitronic responses in broad classes of multiband systems
with nontrivial algebraic structure.
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