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In this paper we predict that the magnetoelectric response of two-dimensional (2D) antiferromag-
nets is determined by the topology of the ground state. This topological magnetoelectric response,
encoded in the spin magnetoelectric polarizability and its closely related spin multipolization, oc-
curs when the electronic structure of the antiferromagnetic insulator is described by massive 2D
Dirac fermions, and is therefore native to 2D, unlike the topological magnetoelectric effect of three-
dimensional topological insulators. To demonstrate the topological contribution to the (spin) mag-
netoelectric polarizability, we compute the magnetoelectric polarizability microscopically for two
distinct minimal lattice models: a spin-orbit coupled Néel antiferromagnet and a spin-orbit-free
noncollinear antiferromagnet with double-Q) spin order. We show that the topological origin of the
revealed magnetoelectric effect can be traced back to the electromagnetic response of topological
semimetals in two dimensions, and hence is ultimately governed by a strong topological invariant in
one dimension. Given this dimensional hierarchy, we further consider two minimal lattice models in
one dimension, both one-dimensional variants of the 2D lattice models, and show that the magneto-
electric polarizability exhibits a clear signature of nontrivial crystalline topology. Possible material

realizations are discussed.
I. INTRODUCTION

The study of magnetoelectric effects in solids consti-
tutes a premier research area within condensed matter
physics. Since magnetoelectric effects generally reflect an
intricate coupling of distinct ordering phenomena, their
observation and understanding provide key insight into
the physics of strongly correlated materials [1, 2]. They
are not only of fundamental interest, however, but also
of great practical relevance [3]. The ability to control
magnetic properties of materials with electric fields, or,
conversely, electric properties with magnetic fields, is des-
tined to play a key role in future applications, for instance
in the field of spintronics [4, 5], where efficient control of
magnetism by voltage switches is highly desirable.

Materials with strong magnetoelectric coupling are col-
loquially known as magnetoelectrics. A prominent exam-
ple is the family of multiferroics [1, 6-13]. In the more
narrow and traditional sense multiferroics are understood
as materials in which a ferroelectric polarization sponta-
neously forms in the magnetically ordered state [14, 15].
This kind of coupling between magnetism and ferroelec-
tric order is enabled by a particular combination of crys-
tal structure (i.e., the symmetry of the crystal) and mag-
netic structure (i.e., the type of magnetic order): these
must satisfy the requirement that a ferroelectric polar-
ization is allowed once magnetic order develops. From
a symmetry perspective, the traditional multiferroics are
thus magnetically ordered states with an induced electric
dipole moment. Clearly, a necessary condition is that
magnetic order spontaneously breaks the inversion sym-
metry of the crystal lattice, and this is known to occur,

for instance, in the case of certain helimagnets [8, 16—
21], or due to the formation of dislocated spin density
waves [22].

More broadly, the class of magnetoelectrics comprises
magnetically ordered states characterized by higher mul-
tipole order, such as magnetic quadrupole or magnetic
toroidal dipole order, which are each associated with dis-
tinct patterns of magnetoelectric response. These higher
multipole orders break time-reversal and spatial inversion
symmetries, but preserve their product. This forbids fer-
roelectricity but allows for a linear magnetization (M)
response to an applied electric field (E) and a linear po-
larization (P) response to an applied magnetic field (B).
For instance, in the case of magnetic order characterized
by a toroidal moment T [23, 24|, the magnetization re-
sponse is of the form M = T x E and the polarization
response is given by P = B xT. Multiferroics—and more
generally magnetoelectrics—hence fit into a broader clas-
sification scheme naturally and elegantly framed in terms
of the (lowest order) magnetoelectric multipole moment
induced in the ordered magnetic state.

Materials exhibiting such multipolar order and the as-
sociated magnetoelectric responses have seen a surge in
interest [25], and have come under scrutiny from a num-
ber of different perspectives. From a conceptual perspec-
tive, much work has focused on the proper categorization
of distinct types of magnets and their magnetoelectric
responses [26-28]. The microscopic perspective has em-
phasized the importance of properly defining multipole
moment densities (e.g., the toroidization or monopoliza-
tion) as bulk quantities [29-32], leading to a microscopic
theory for calculating these quantities in terms of quan-
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tum mechanical wave functions. The experimental and
materials perspective has focused on finding and charac-
terizing material realizations of higher multipole magne-
toelectric coupling [33-38].

Magnetoelectric responses in solids have also attracted
a great deal of attention in a context quite different from
unconventional magnetism: the realm of topological in-
sulators. Following their discovery, it was shown that
Z, topological insulators in three dimensions (3D) are
associated with a quantized magnetoelectric polarization
P; = n+1/2, where n is an integer, which manifests as a
magnetoelectric term in the electromagnetic Lagrangian
given by L, = (P3/27)E - B [39-44]. This topological
magnetoelectric coupling leads to a number of unusual
quantized response phenomena with promising potential
for device implementation [39, 45-51]. Conceptually, it
establishes a deeper connection between magnetoelectric
behavior and the topology of the electronic ground state.

In this paper, we consider magnetoelectric coupling in
two-dimensional antiferromagnets and demonstrate the
existence of a topological magnetoelectric effect distinct
from the topological magnetoelectric effect in three di-
mensions. The magnetoelectric effect studied here is na-
tive to two-dimensional magnets [52, 53] and occurs in
antiferromagnetic insulators which break space inversion
symmetry, but preserve the product of time-reversal and
inversion. These systems are classified by a magnetoelec-
tric multipole moment and admit a linear magnetoelec-
tric response. We show that the associated magnetoelec-
tric polarizability, and consequently the multipolization
(i.e. the multipole moment densities), can have a contri-
bution of topological origin. This is similar to—but, as
mentioned, distinct in nature from—the Chern-Simons
term which appears in the (orbital) magnetoelectric po-
larizability in three dimensions [54, 55]. The topological
magnetoelectric coupling discussed here can be traced
back to the topology of Dirac fermions, and arises when
the antiferromagnetic insulator can be described by a
gapped Dirac fermion theory.

We establish our results by computing the magneto-
electric properties of 2D antiferromagnets microscopi-
cally, using formulae for the spin magnetoelectric polar-
izability and spin multipolization applicable to periodic
crystals. In general, there are two contributions to the
magnetoelectric properties of materials: one of spin and
one or orbital origin. Here we focus on the spin contribu-
tion. Prior work [32] has shown how to define and calcu-
late the spin multipolization, as well as the closely related
spin magnetoelectric polarizability, in periodic magnetic
systems, and in this work we demonstrate that, when ap-
plied to a special class of antiferromagnets, these micro-
scopic expressions carry signatures of nontrivial topology.

Two complementary minimal lattice models are exam-
ined to showcase this general result. The first is a buckled
square lattice model of a spin-orbit coupled Néel antifer-
romagnet. Apart from satisfying the symmetry require-
ments for magnetoelectric coupling, this model derives its
broader significance from the crystal symmetry-enforced

Dirac points realized in the nonmagnetic state [56]. We
will show that these are the source of the topological mag-
netoelectric effect. The second model is a square lattice
model of a double-@) non-collinear spin state and addi-
tional hopping modulations (i.e., bond density wave). In
this model spin-rotation symmetry is broken by the or-
dered spin configuration, and magnetoelectric coupling
occurs even without spin-orbit coupling. The topologi-
cal magnetoelectric effect arises from the Dirac crossings
present in the reconstructed energy bands of the double-
@ spin structure [57].

For both models we develop a Landau theory approach
to determining the symmetry-allowed magnetoelectric re-
sponses [58, 59]. This approach takes the high-symmetry
nonmagnetic state as a starting point and considers all
allowed trilinear or quadrilinear couplings between the
magnetic order parameter, any other relevant order pa-
rameter (e.g. bond density wave), and the polarization
and magnetization. For a given realization of magnetic
order, the magnetoelectric tensor can then be directly in-
ferred from these couplings. Since such a Landau theory
analysis applies irrespective of the underlying symmetry
group, in particular insofar as the inclusion of spin-orbit
coupling is concerned, it provides an appealing univer-
sally applicable framework for understanding the magne-
toelectric phenomena in magnetically ordered systems.

The topological contribution to the (spin) magne-
toeletric polarizability and monopolization raises the im-
portant question as to what its precise deeper origin
is. Is it signaling a strong topological invariant, simi-
lar to the magnetoelectric polarization in three dimen-
sions? We address and answer this question by drawing
a connection with the electromagnetic response theory
of two-dimensional Dirac semimetals [60]. Since two-
dimensional semimetals can be viewed as a collection of
one-dimensional insulating phases that undergo a band
inversion transition as a function of momentum [61], their
electromagnetic response is governed by a topological in-
variant in one dimension [60]. As a result, the topological
magnetoelectric polarizability is ultimately a manifesta-
tion of topology in one dimension, more specifically of
the associated quantized electronic contribution to the
polarization [42, 62—65]. In a strict sense it therefore
constitutes a quasitopological response.

To further corroborate and highlight the significance
of the topological character in one dimension (1D), we
also examine magnetoelectric coupling in 1D toy lattice
models of antiferromagnets [66-70]. Two such models
are considered specifically, which each represent 1D vari-
ants of the aforementioned two-dimensional models. In
parts of the phase diagram where crystalline symmetries
such as spatial inversion are preserved, insulating ground
states admit a crystalline symmetry-protected Z, clas-
sification with quantized fractional polarization [42, 62—
65]. We show that the spin magnetoelectric polarizability
(i.e., the polarization response to a Zeeman field) of these
1D antiferromagnetic insulators carries a signature of this
quantized fractional polarization, and hence of the topol-



ogy. The combined study of 1D and 2D models therefore
extends our understanding of how topology determines
the magnetoeletric properties of antiferromagnetic insu-
lators.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows.
In Sec. II we introduce the microscopic formulation of
the magnetoelectric response of Dirac antiferromagnets
establishing the central result of our study. Sec. III ex-
amines the topological magnetoelectric response of the
spin-orbit coupled Néel antiferromagnet in the buckled
square lattice. In Sec. IV we prove that the topological
magnetoelectric response can appear even in the com-
plete absence of spin-orbit coupling in a model for a
non-collinear square lattice antiferromagnet. We exam-
ine topological signatures in the magnetoelectric response
of one-dimensional antiferromagnets in Sec. V. Finally,
we present our conclusions in Sec. VI.

II. SPIN MULTIPOLIZATION AND
MAGNETOELECTRIC POLARIZABILITY OF 2D
DIRAC ANTIFERROMAGNETS

In this section, we begin with a brief introduction to
the general microscopic formulation of spin multipoliza-
tion and spin magnetoelectric polarizability. We then
apply this general formulation to a broad class of four-
band models and obtain simple appealing expressions for
the polarizability and multipolization. The latter are em-
ployed to establish and interpret the central result of this
work: the magnetoelectric response of Dirac antiferro-
magnets in two dimensions and its topological origin.

A. Spin multipolization and magnetoelectric
polarizability of bulk systems

The starting point for a microscopic calculation of the
spin multipolization is the electronic energy band struc-
ture of a periodic crystal, as defined by the energies ey,
and the cell-periodic part of the Bloch wave function
|tkrn ). In what follows we will often suppress momentum
dependence and simply denote these &,, and |n), respec-
tively. Following Ref. 32, the spin multipolization O;; is
then given by
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where 9; is the velocity operator given by Ao} = 0; Hy,
and 3; is the spin operator. Their matrix elements in

the band basis are denoted 0] = (n|t;|m) and 87" =
(m|§;|n), respectively. The sum in Eq. (1) should be

understood as
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which is to say that n labels occupied bands and m la-
bels unoccupied bands. (We adhere to this convention

in what follows.) Note further that in Eq. (1) g is the
gyromagnetic factor, pup is the Bohr magneton, p is the
chemical potential, and d is the spatial dimensions, which
in this work is either d =2 or d = 1.

It is natural to decompose the spin multipolization O;;
into irreducible components of distinct symmetry. The
monopolization M, for instance, is given by the scalar
M =3",0;;/3, and the toroidization is given by

1
Ti = 5¢€ijkOjk- (3)
The quadrupolization is given by the remaining five sym-
metric and traceless components

1
Qij = (045 + Oji — 2Mby5). (4)

These quantities are the microscopic densities associ-
ated with a magnetoelectric monopole moment, magnetic
toroidal dipole moment, and magnetic quadrupole mo-
ment.

As pointed out in Ref. 32, in the case of insulators the
spin multipolization is intimately related to the spin mag-
netoelectric polarizability (SMP), which describes the po-
larization response to a Zeeman magnetic field. Specifi-
cally, the SMP is obtained from the multipolization via
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It then follows that the microscopic expression for the
SMP is given by

dk

This expression for the SMP is the main focus of our
work. We will use Eq. (6) to compute «;; for models
describing classes of magnets in two dimensions, as well
as simplified toy models in one dimension.

The spin magnetoelectric polarizability may be com-
pared to the orbital magnetoelectric polarizability stud-
ied in detail in Ref. 54. Whereas the former originates
from the Zeeman coupling of the magnetic field to the
electron spin, the latter derives from the orbital motion
of electrons in a magnetic field. In Appendix A we briefly
comment on the relation between the two, in particular
as far as the units are concerned.

As is the case for the orbital magnetoelectric polariz-
ability [54, 55], a Maxwell relation of the form
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holds for the SMP [71, 72]. Importantly, since the left
hand side describes a polarization response to a Zeeman
field, the right hand side describes a spin magnetization

response to an electric field. Here the spin magnetization
is defined as
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where (§;) is the expectation value of spin.



B. Magnetoelectric polarizability of four-band
models

Before turning to Dirac semimetals in 2D—our pri-
mary object of interest—we apply the formula for the
SMP given by Eq. (6) to the general class of four-band
models. Two models studied in this work fall in this
class. Furthermore, as we will now show, simplified ex-
pressions for the SMP can be obtained in the case of
four-band models, which do not require determining the
eigenstates.

Consider a class of four-band models defined by the
Hamiltonian

H= ZcLHka, i = (Creats ckays kBt cxny) s (9)
X

where ¢k, are electron destruction operators with sub-
lattice index o = A, B and spin ¢ =1, . Note that here
we refer to A and B simply as sublattices, but they should
be regarded as a general internal pseudospin degree of
freedom (e.g. sublattice, orbital, valley). In this basis,
the Hamiltonian matrix Hyx can be written as

Hk:fxTw-f—fyTy—'—Tzn'O', (10)

where 7 = (7%,7Y,7%) and o = (07,0Y,0%) are two sets
of Pauli matrices corresponding to the sublattice and spin
degrees of freedom, respectively, and n = (ng,ny,n;) is
a three-component vector. The coefficients f,, and n
are in general momentum-dependent functions. Assum-
ing that spatial inversion symmetry (Z) exchanges the
sublattices and that time-reversal (7) acts in the stan-
dard way for spin-1/2, the Hamiltonian Hy takes the
most general form compatible with the product of Z7.
The latter symmetry is important for our purpose, since
our goal is to consider antiferromagnets which allow for
a magnetoelectric polarizability. Imposing either Z or T
on Hy in Eq. (10) would forbid a nonzero o;.

It is straightforward to find the energy spectrum of
Hy. It consists of two manifestly twofold degenerate
spectral branches €; and ey (i.e., a valence and a con-
duction band), which are given by

€12 = Fek, ek =/fF+ f2+n> (11)

Note that the twofold degeneracy is a consequence of the
product of Z and T symmetry. The projectors onto the
valence (P_) and conduction (P4 ) bands take the simple
form

Pi = %(1:‘:]‘]1(/51(), (12)

and it is only these projectors which are needed to com-
pute the SMP a;;. This follows from the fact that for
Hy given by Eq. (10), the integrand of Eq. (6) can be
expressed as

) L Te[P_ o,y 13
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where we recall Eq. (2).
yields

The trace is easily taken and

&- X - €
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€k
leading to an appealingly simple formula for the SMP
given by

d% 9nxé;-n

For the class of Hamiltonians considered here, the ex-
pression for the SMP can thus be recast entirely in terms
of the energy dispersion €y and the Hamiltonian (via n).
This makes it particularly straightforward to compute
the SMP, as an explicit calculation of the eigenstates is
not required.

Based on the calculation of ayj, it is straightforward
to obtain a similar expression for the multipolization Oj;
given by Eq. (1). While the most general expression of
a; did not require specifying a uniform dispersion eg k
in Hy of Eq. 10 (i.e., a term proportional to the iden-
tity), such a term does enter O;;. Therefore, if a uniform
dispersion g k is included in Hy, the multipolization of
a general four-band model reads as

onxeé;-n

, (16)
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do%k
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from which Eq. (15) is recovered via Eq. (5).

The expressions for the SMP and the multipolization
given by Egs. (15) and (16), respectively, have been ob-
tained for the class of four-band models given by Eq. (10).
This formulation is natural when the microsopic degrees
of freedom are the sublattice (or layer, or other general-
ized orbital degree of freedom) and spin. A more general
formulation of four-band models which does not make
reference to any specific representation is discussed in
Appendix B. We will make use of the obtained general-
ization of Eq. (15) in Sec. IV.

C. Magnetoelectric response of antiferromagnetic
Dirac semimetals in two dimensions

Given these simplified expressions for the spin mul-
tipolization and magnetoelectric polarizability, we now
consider the application of these formulae to Dirac
semimetals in two dimensions.

Consider a fourfold degenerate Dirac point in two di-
mensions described by the Hamiltonian

Hq = hot*q x o, (17)

where q = (¢x, ¢y) is the wave vector and v is the Fermi
velocity. This continuum Dirac Hamiltonian falls in the
general class of Hamiltonians given by Eq. (10). The
Pauli matrices o correspond to spin and the cross prod-
uct should be understood as q X o = ¢ gio?, where € is
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of the linear dispersion of a fourfold
degenerate Dirac crossing at ¢ = 0. The combination of in-
version and time-reversal symmetry ensure a twofold degen-
erate spectrum away from the Dirac crossing. (b) Schematic
of the splitting of the Dirac point into (2D) Weyl points in
the presence of a Zeeman field B. The momentum separa-
tion dq is proportional to B and creates a region of effectively
one-dimensional (1D) topologically nontrivial systems in the
direction perpendicular to the separation.

the two-dimensional Levi-Civita tensor. In the context of
this Dirac Hamiltonian the Pauli matrices 7 correspond
to a valley or flavor index, which is required by fermion
doubling. (Dirac fermions in two dimensions must come
in pairs [73].) The linear energy spectrum described by
Eq. (17) is sketched in Fig. 1(a), where red and black
indicate the two flavors.

Since the Dirac Hamiltonian of Eq. (17) describes a
gapless Dirac theory, it is predicated on the tacit as-
sumption that a mass term is forbidden by symmetry.
Indeed, fourfold degenerate band crossings with linear
dispersion require the presence of additional crystal sym-
metries beyond Z and T symmetry [56, 74]. (A specific
example will be discussed in Sec. III.) Here we simply
assume such symmetries are present in the nonmagnetic
state and focus on the symmetry breaking mass term in-
troduced by antiferromagnetic Néel order, in particular
Néel order along the z direction. In the presence of an-
tiferromagnetic Néel order, the Dirac Hamiltonian takes
the form

Hq = hvtq x 0 + N,7%07, (18)

where N, is the z-component of the Néel vector. It is
clear that NV, enters as a mass term and that the Hamil-
tonian describes a gapped Dirac antiferromagnet. Con-
sider the insulator obtained from a filled valence band.
Since Néel order breaks both Z and 7, but preserves Z7T
symmetry, this insulator in principle allows for nonzero
aj;j. In-plane rotation symmetry furthermore dictates
that oz, = ay, and that the off-diagonal components
vanish.

Our goal is now to compute the magnetoelectric po-
larizability «a;; for the antiferromagnetic Dirac insulator.

To compute ay,, we use Eq. (15) and find
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The full polarizability tensor immediately follows, and
can be rewritten by defining the velocity as v = h/m.a,
where a is a length scale of the order of the lattice con-
stant, to obtain

gae?
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This expression for the spin magnetoelectric polarizabil-
ity of a Dirac antiferromagnet in 2D constitutes the cen-
tral result of this work. Its significance derives from its
topological origin, which is evidenced by the dependence
on the sign of N, only. This dependence appears coun-
terintuitive, since the symmetries which forbid a magne-
toelectric response, i.e., inversion (Z) and time-reversal
symmetry (7), are restored as N, — 0, yet Eq. (21)
retains its Z-odd and T-odd contribution with an am-
biguous sign. This behavior is reminiscent of the parity
anomaly in (2 + 1)-dimensional QED, which is known to
have a topological origin [75-78].

Two observations regarding the role of topology can be
made. First, up to a factor of iiv the integrand of (19) is
equal to the Berry curvature of a gapped Dirac fermion in
2D [79], thus suggesting that a;; captures a topological
property of 2D Dirac fermions. It is important to em-
phasize, however, that Eq. (21) is not related to a strong
topological index in 2D, such as the Chern number. In-
deed, since the two flavors of Dirac fermions described by
Eq. (17) have opposite Berry curvature when gapped by
‘Hy, the Chern number of the antiferromagnetic insulator
vanishes. The second observation is that the magneto-
electric response of Eq. (21) is not simply determined by
fundamental constants, but depends on microscopic de-
tails via the length scale a. This is another indicator that
it does not express a genuine two-dimensional topological
invariant.

To obtain a more precise understanding of the topo-
logical origin of Eq. (21), let us re-examine the electro-
magnetic response of topological semimetals in 2D.

Qg = sgn(N.)0;;. (21)

D. Polarization and quasitopological
electromagnetic response of Dirac semimetals

The general structure of electromagnetic responses in
topological semimetals was studied in detail by Rama-
murthy and Hughes [60]. They demonstrated that Dirac
semimetals in 2D have a nontrivial electric polarization,
which is proportional to the Dirac node separation in
wave vector space. Specifically, the polarization P; is
given by (i,j = ,y)

P = ip,

22
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where 2b is the wave vector space separation between
the Dirac nodes. The origin of this polarization can
be understood by viewing a Dirac semimetal in 2D—
more precisely a Dirac semimetal of the kind studied in
Ref. 60—as a phase intermediate between two topologi-
cally distinct 2D insulators: a trivial insulator with po-
larization P; = nev;/a and an insulator with polarization
P, = (n+1/2)ev;/a, where n is an integer and a is the lat-
tice constant. The latter can simply be viewed as a stack
of 1D crystalline insulators with a nontrivial Zs index
and half-integer quantized polarization e¢/2 mod e [42].
The 2D Dirac semimetal has a polarization proportional
to the separation of the Dirac nodes, thus interpolating
between the two insulators, since the distance between
the nodes (equal to 2b) marks a region of effectively 1D
Hamiltonians with half-integer polarization (in a direc-
tion perpendicular to b). This is shown schematically in
Fig. 1(b). It then follows that the polarization described
by Eq. (22) is ultimately a consequence of a Z, topolog-
ical invariant in 1D, i.e., a dimensionally reduced index.
For this reason, the polarization of a Dirac semimetal
is more appropriately referred to as a quasitopological
electromagnetic response [60].

To establish a connection between Eq. (21) and
Eq. (22), consider the Dirac Hamiltonian of Eq. (17) in
the presence of the Zeeman field B given by

1
HB:—ggHBB'U'- (23)

The full Hamiltonian Hq + Hp can be written as
Hq+ Hp = hot*(q —b7?) X o, (24)
with b given by

It follows that in the presence of a Zeeman field the
Dirac nodes remain gapless, but are separated in mo-
mentum space by a distance 2b. The separation vec-
tor b can be written as b; = (gup/2hv)e B;, such that
the polarization given by the general formula Eq. (22)
becomes P; = —(egup/4nhv)é;jB;. Taking the deriva-
tive OP;/0B; yields a;; = —(egup/4mhv)d;;, which ex-
actly equals the result of Eq. (21), except for the factor
sgn(N,). The latter arises from a subtlety left implicit in
Eq. (22). To determine this sign of the quantized polar-
ization of an insulator in 1D (i.e., whether it is +¢/2 or
—e/2), and by extension the sign of P, in (22), it is nec-
essary to introduce a regulating symmetry breaking mass
term, which leaves a sign trace when taken to zero at the
end of the calculation [39, 60]. In our case, N, represents
the symmetry breaking mass—indeed, NV, breaks Z and
T—and thus fixes the sign of ;.

This analysis demonstrates that the polarization re-
sponse of the Dirac antiferromagnet to a Zeeman field
is ultimately a manifestation of the more general electro-
magnetic response theory of topological Dirac semimetals

in 2D, and thus exposes its topological origin. It is im-
portant to point out a key difference with the response
theory derived by Ramamurthy and Hughes in Ref. 60,
however. The theory considered in Ref. 60 is based on a
model for a Dirac semimetal without spin-orbit coupling
(i.e., a spinless model), and in that model the wave vector
b is odd under inversion (Z) and even under time-reversal
(7). In contrast, in the model considered here, which
describes a spin-orbit coupled Dirac semimetal, b is pro-
portional to the Zeeman field, and therefore odd under
time-reversal. As a result, in the present context the po-
larization response constitutes a fundamentally different
effect, namely a magnetoelectric effect. The polarization
(odd under 7) is linearly proportional to the Zeeman field
(odd under T') and the proportionality constant depends
on the sign of N,, which is indeed odd under both 7
and 7 but even under Z7. Hence, in antiferromagnets
the (quasi)topological electromagnetic response of Dirac
semimetals can manifest as a (quasi)topological magne-
toelectric effect.

E. Summary of main result

Before proceeding to a demonstration of the topolog-
ical magnetoelectic effect in microscopic lattice models,
we briefly summarize the main result of this section and
discuss its general validity.

We have shown that the spin magnetoelectric polariz-
ability of a special class of insulating antiferromagnets,
which we refer to as Dirac antiferromagnets, contains a
topological contribution. This result was obtained by
considering a continuum Dirac model coupled to antifer-
romagnetic Néel order, as given by Eq. (18). Such model
describes a spin-orbit coupled insulator with collinear an-
tiferromagnet Néel order, and it is the Z7T-symmetric
Néel order parameter which provides a gap for the gap-
less Dirac states. Crucially, the topological contribution
to the spin magnetoelectric polarizability is not limited
to Dirac antiferromagnets of this particular kind, but can
arise in a broader class of antiferromagnets. The key re-
quirement is that the antiferromagnetic insulator is prop-
erly described by an effective Dirac theory. This will be
demonstrated in detail in Sec. IV, where we analyze a
minimal model of a noncollinear antiferromagnet with-
out spin-orbit coupling. Within the framework of this
model, the Dirac dispersion arises from the noncollinear
magnetic state itself and the gap is produced by non-
magnetic bond density wave order. It is therefore im-
portant to emphasize that our main result applies to a
broad class of antiferromagnets beyond spin-orbit cou-
pled collinear Néel states.

A second remark concerns the relation between the
spin magnetoelectric polarizability and the spin multi-
polization. Although we have have primarily focused on
the magnetoelectric polarizability in Secs. IIC and 11D,
immediate implications for the spin multipolization fol-
low from Eq. (16). It follows in particular that Dirac
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FIG. 2. (a) Top panel: Sketch of buckled square lattice in two
dimensions. The A and B (black and gray dots) sites a shifted
in the negative and positive z direction (i.e., out of the plane),
respectively. Bottom panel: The spectrum of Eq. (27), shown
for A = 0.6t1, featuring Dirac points at M, X, and X' (see
inset). (b) Top panel: Sketch of inversion-breaking Néel order
in the buckled square lattice model. When the Néel vector
points in the z direction all three Dirac points are gapped
(bottom panel).

antiferromagnets have a topological spin multipolization
given by

e2

Oij = (1 — €D)g sgn(N;)dij, (26)

4h
where ep is the energy at which the Dirac crossing occurs.
Clearly, for a rotationally symmetric Dirac dispersion the
only nonzero component is the monopolization. In gen-
eral, when symmetries are lowered (see Secs. III and IV),
the toroidization and quadrupolization may be nonzero.

III. SPIN-ORBIT COUPLED SQUARE LATTICE
ANTIFERROMAGNET

We now turn to a detailed analysis of magnetoelectric
coupling in a microscopic model for spin-orbit coupled
antiferromagnets. The model in question is defined on
a buckled square lattice, as shown in Fig. 2, and was
first introduced in Ref. 56 to showcase the existence of
symmetry-enforced Dirac points in 2D. Here we consider
the additional presence of antiferromagnetic Néel order,
described by a Néel vector N, which breaks both in-
version and time-reversal symmetry but preserves their
product [80, 81]. The Néel antiferromagnet therefore al-
lows for nonzero a;;.

In what follows we first examine the symmetries of
the buckled lattice antiferromagnet and determine the al-

lowed components of the SMP for a given direction of N.
To make a connection with the general analysis of Sec. II,
we then consider the continuum Dirac theory of the buck-
led lattice, obtained by expanding the tight-binding lat-
tice Hamiltonian around the high-symmetry points. This
is where the symmetry-enforced Dirac points are located.
We then compute and discuss the magnetoelectric polar-
izability based on Eqgs. (6) and (15).

A. Model and symmetries

The square lattice model shown in Fig. 2(a) consists of
two square sublattices, denoted A and B, which are dis-
placed in the z direction, i.e., the direction perpendicular
to the lattice plane. As a result of this vertical displace-
ment (“buckling”), the space group of the crystal lattice
is P4/nmm, and a minimal generic tight-binding Hamil-
tonian compatible with the space group symmetries takes
the form [56]

Hyy = —4t1c, 90y 07" — 2X7% (507 — s,0%),  (27)

where we have used the description of the electronic de-
grees of freedom introduced in Eq. (9). We have further
abbreviated c;, = cos(k;/2) and s; = sink;. (We set
the lattice constant a = 1.) In terms of the general form
of Hy defined in Eq. (10), we have f, = —4ticy/9¢y/2
and (ng,ny) = 2X(sy, —S). Here ¢1 denotes the nearest
neighbor hopping and A is a spin-orbit coupling energy
scale. In the Hamiltonian of Eq. (27) we have neglected
an allowed uniform dispersion ek, which is given by
€0,k = —2t2(cz + ¢y) when second-nearest neighbor hop-
ping is included, since it does not affect the key results.
The magnetic part of the Hamiltonian takes the form

HMB:7'ZN-0'—%g,uBB-O'7 (28)
where the first term describes Néel order and the second
term accounts for a Zeeman field (see above). The full
Hamiltonian then becomes Hyx = Hyx + Hy 5.

As mentioned, the nonmagnetic buckled square lat-
tice has space group P4/nmm, which is generated by
the fourfold rotation {Cs.|30}, the twofold screw rota-
tion {C2,|30}, and the inversion {Z|00}. The algebraic
structure of the space group P4/nmm dictates that all
energy bands at points of high symmetry on the Brillouin
zone boundary must be fourfold degenerate, thus giving
rise to stable Dirac points at the M, X, and X’ points
indicated in the inset of Fig. 2(a) [56]. The algebraic
space group relations and their implications for band de-
generacies are discussed in more detail in Appendix C.
Lowering the space group symmetry affects the stability
of the Dirac points and may gap one or all of the Dirac
crossings depending on the pattern of symmetry break-
ing.

AFM Néel order is an example of such symmetry
breaking, with different orientations of the Néel vector
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FIG. 3. Splitting of the fourfold Dirac points in the presence
of a Zeeman field. (a) A Zeeman field B, splits the Dirac
points into pairs of twofold Dirac crossings along the k, axis.
The gray shadings indicate regions where the Hamiltonian,
when viewed as a collection of 1D models parametrized by k.,
has a nontrivial Zy invariant with half-quantized polarization.
(b) Similarly, a Zeeman field By splits the Dirac points along
the k; axis, creating a family of nontrivial 1D insulators along
kz.

N leading to distinct patterns of symmetry breaking. As
mentioned in the beginning of this section, inversion sym-
metry is broken for any direction of the Néel vector, as is
time-reversal symmetry. When the Néel vector points in
the z direction, all Dirac points acquire a gap, as is shown
in Fig. 2(b). Instead, when N points in the x direction,
the glide mirror symmetry {M,|30} is preserved, with
the consequence that the fourfold crossings on the k, = 7
line remain protected but are no longer pinned to the high
symmetry points M and X [80, 81]. (A similar result ob-
viously holds when the Néel vector is in y direction.) For
the purpose of calculating the SMP in Sec. IITD we will
choose the Néel vector in the z direction.

B. Landau theory of magnetoelectric couplings

As a next step, we determine the allowed magnetoelec-
tric couplings in the Néel-ordered state from a general
symmetry perspective. An insightful approach to under-
standing the magnetoelectric properties of Néel order is
to consider the allowed trilinear couplings between Néel
vector N, electric polarization P, and magnetization M,
within the framework of Landau theory. Specifically, we
seek to determine the allowed trilinear couplings of the
general form Fpy n = BijrFPiM;N,. This is achieved
by examining how the components of these three fields
transform under space group symmetries and then con-
structing all possible invariants. The reason such cou-
plings are in principle allowed is the fact that Néel order
breaks Z and 7, but preserves the product Z7. In gen-
eral, such couplings are forbidden in a conventional Néel
antiferromagnet, which breaks translation symmetry and
retains inversion centers. Appendix D elaborates on the
description of magnetoelectric effects based on trilinear
couplings in Landau theory.

We find that the allowed couplings in the case of the
square lattice model are given by

-FP,M,N = BzzszMzNz + ﬁzIZ(PﬂfMI + PyMy)Nz

For given direction of the Néel vector, Eq. (29) allows us
to determine both the magnetoeletric multipole moment
induced by Néel order and the corresponding linear mag-
netoelectric response. For instance, when the Néel vector
is along the Z axis, the magnetoelectric response is de-
scribed by an effective free energy term

-FP,M = dzszMz + dzaz(P:L’Mx + PyMy)v (30)

where a;; ~ Bi;.IN,. It follows that in this case the only
nonvanishing components of the magnetoelectric tensor
given by Eq. (15) are the diagonal components. In par-
ticular, an applied magnetic (Zeeman) field in the = di-
rection will lead to an electric polarization in the same
direction. (How this is established more explicitly in the
context of Landau theory is discussed in Appendix D.)
It similarly follows that Néel order in the Z direction
corresponds to (an in-plane) magnetoelectric monopole
moment. Instead, Néel order in the & (or §) direction in-
duces both a toroidal moment and magnetic quadrupole
moment.

This general symmetry analysis provides the basis for
the microscopic analysis presented in Sec. (IIID).

C. Fourfold Dirac fermions

To connect the analysis of the buckled square lattice
to the general results presented in Sec. II, the next step
is to determine the continuum theory for the fourfold
degenerate Dirac points. This is achieved by expanding
the lattice Hamiltonian around the M and X points; the
X'’ point is related to the latter by the fourfold rotation
symimetry.

Consider first the zone corner M. Expanding Eq. (27)
in small momentum q around M yields

Hé\f{ = hwM(g,770Y — q,770"), oM =2X\/h, (31)

which equals the isotropic form of Eq. (17). As a result,
the Néel vector and a Zeeman magnetic field enter in
precisely the way given by Egs. (18) and (23).

Consider next the X point. The Hamiltonian near X
is expanded in small momenta q as

7—[(); = 2t1G,7" + 2AqeT70Y + 2Mgy T 0", (32)

which describes a anisotropic Dirac theory with different
velocities given by vj( = 2\/h and

2 . 2ty 2\
Uf=£\/t%+)\2, sm@zw, cosﬁzw. (33)



Here we have introduced the angle 6 to parametrize the
relative contributions to v,. The linearized Hamiltonian
of Eq. (32) does not have the standard Dirac form (where
each momentum is associated with one Dirac matrix),
but can be brought into the standard form by a unitary
transformation

S —q YsY
U=cosf1l—isindr¥o¥ = e 07"7"/2, (34)

By rotating H(i( using U we obtain
HY = UHIU = X qur*o? + ) q,7°0",  (35)

which does have the standard form, with Dirac matrices
7%0Y and 770" associated with the two momentum com-
ponents g, and g,. As we will now show, bringing the
Dirac Hamiltonian into this form is necessary to correctly
capture the effect of the Zeeman field and use Eq. (24)
to infer the magnetoelectric polarizability.

To determine how Néel order and a Zeeman field B,
enter in the continuum theory at X, we must perform
the same rotation on Hy,p, which yields

U'tn U =

1
N.7%0% — §g,uBBw(cos Oo® + sinf7Yc%), (36)

Whereas the Néel order term is not affected, the Zeeman
coupling is rotated. This affects the determination of the
topological magnetoelectric response given by Eq. (22).
To see this, note that, based on Eq. (36), the Zeeman
field enters as cos o +sin 07Y0%, and only the first term
represents a shift of the Dirac point in momentum (see
the discussion of Sec. II D). Specifically, the Dirac point
shifts by an amount b, = gupB, cosb/ 2?111;(, which, us-
ing Egs. (33), reduces to b, = gupB,/2hvX. Therefore,
to correctly establish b, and apply Eq. (22), it is essen-
tial to bring the continuum Hamiltonian at X into the
form given by Eqs. (35) and (36). (Note that the term
proportional to sinf in (36) commutes with both 7%c¥
and 770", and therefore does not affect the topological
response.)

The effect of an applied Zeeman field on the three four-
fold Dirac points at M, X, and X' is summarized in
Fig. 3. (Note that here N, = 0.) Figure 3(a) indicates
how the Dirac points are shifted in response to B,: all
three fourfold Dirac points are split into twofold Dirac
crossings along k,. The sign of b, is determined by the
direction in which the twofold Dirac points with opposite
Berry phase shift, which is represented by red and black
dots. The gray shadings correspond to regions where the
collection of 1D Hamiltonians parametrized by k, have
a nontrivial Z5 index. In this interpretation, the Dirac
crossings on the k, = 0,7 lines correspond to gap clos-
ing transitions of the 1D Hamiltonian at which the Z,
changes. In a similar way, Fig. 3(b) shows the effect of a
Zeeman field B,.
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FIG. 4. (a) Magnetoelectric polarizability ce = oy of the
buckled square model, calculated using Eq. (15) and shown as
a function of Néel order parameter N (in units of ¢1). Differ-
ent curves correspond to A/t1 = 0.4,0.6,0.8, 1.0, where larger
values of A correspond to smaller (absolute) values of agz. (b)
Same as in (a) but only for N, /t1 > 0. The red dashed curves
indicate analytical approximations obtained from considering
only contributions from the continuum Dirac models at the
high symmetry points.

D. Magnetoelectric polarizability of Néel
antiferromagnet and multipolization

We then proceed to examining the SMP of the buckled
square lattice antiferromagnet based on Eq. (15). It fol-
lows from the symmetry analysis of Sec. III B that when
N = N.z, the nonzero components of a;; are o, = Qyy.
In Fig. 4(a) we show ag,, numerically evaluated using
Eq. (15), as a function of Néel order parameter N, and
for different values of the spin-orbit coupling strength .
The key feature evidenced by Fig. 4(a) is the disconti-
nuity of a,, at N, = 0. This behavior is at odds with
the naive expectation that g, should tend to zero as
N, — 0, since inversion and time-reversal symmetry are
restored at N, = 0. The Landau theory of Sec. III B,
which rests on symmetry arguments, supports this ex-
pectation.

The discontinuity at N, = 0 is caused by the Dirac
points located at the high-symmetry points on the Bril-
louin zone boundary. Based on the analysis of Sec. II,
each of the Dirac points gives rise to a contribution
x sgn(N,) to g, which is indeed what the calcula-
tion of a,, shown in Fig. 4(a) confirms. Hence, we find
that the buckled square lattice antiferromagnet provides
a concrete microscopic realization of the topological mag-
netoelectric effect originating from 2D Dirac points. Here
it is important to emphasize that this relies on the pro-
tection of the fourfold Dirac points by nonsymmorphic
space group symmetries in the nonmagnetic state.

The precise value of the discontinuity observed in
Fig. 4(a), i.e., the value of a;, as N, approaches 0, can be
determined from the continuum Dirac theory developed
in Sec. III C. For each of the three high symmetry points
M, X, and X', we determine the shift b, in response to
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FIG. 5. Magnetoelectric polarizabilities (a) aze and (b) ayy of
the buckled square lattice model when the symmetry breaking
perturbation of Eq. (39) is included. The symmetry breaking
term gaps the Dirac point at X', but preserves the Dirac
points at X and M, is indicated in the insets. In both panels
the different curves correspond to A/t; = 0.4,0.6,0.8,1.0, and
we have set 6t = 0.4¢;. As in Fig. 4(b), the blue dotted
curves are obtained numerically using Eq. (15), and the red
dashed lines indicate analytical approximations obtained from
a continuum Dirac model for the high symmetry points.

B, which, when summed, yields
B, B, B,
hoM — hoX  hoX'

by = bM +bX + b = (37)
Here we have abbreviated B, = gupB;/2. Noting that
hvX = hvfl = 2(13 + A\?)1/2 we conclude that the contri-
butions from X and X’ cancel, such that the topological

contribution to «g, is entirely due to M. According to
the analysis of Sec. IID, the SMP «,, is given by

0P, e b,
0B, 21 0B,

—sgn(N,) BB (39

= sgn(Nz) Sra\’

where we have reinstated the lattice constant a. This
value is indicated by red markers in Fig. 4(a), showing full
agreement with the numerical result determined using
Eq. (15).

Apart from the discontinuity at N, = 0, oy, exhibits
a second significant feature: a linear dependence on N,.
This is more clearly revealed in panel (b) of Fig. 4, in
which only the N, > 0 behavior is shown. The linear
dependence can be understood by considering a contin-
uum model for the electronic states close to the zone
center I Expanding Eq. (27) around k = 0 yields
Hg =m7* — hvt?*(gy0Y — qyo®), where m = —4t;, which
shows that I" can be viewed as a gapped Dirac point with
velocity hv = 2\ and Dirac mass m. Computing o, for
a massive Dirac point in the regime |N,/m| < 1 yields
Oz >~ egupN,/4mhv|m|. This linear approximation is
shown in Fig. 4(b) by the red dashed curves, and is seen
to agree well with the full result for larger values of the
spin-orbit coupling strength A. The latter is naturally ex-
pected, since the interpretation of the zone center k = 0
as a gapped Dirac point becomes meaningful when the
energy scale of spin-orbit coupling A is comparable to, or
larger than, t;.
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FIG. 6. (a) Spin monopolization M = (Oze + Oyy)/2 of the
tetragonal buckled square lattice model [Egs. (27) and (28)],
calculated using Eq. (16) and shown as a function of chemi-
cal potential . Here we have set A = 0.8¢; and t2 = 0.05¢1;
blue lines correspond to N, /t1 = —0.4, —0.6, —0.8 (top to bot-
tom). The dashed red curve shows the result obtained from
Dirac model, as given by Eq. (26). The vertical dashed line
marks the edge of the valence band when N, = 0.4. (b) Spin
quadrupolization Oz, — Oyy of the distorted buckled square
lattice model, i.e., with nonzero ¢ introduced in Eq. (39). We
have set A = 0.8t1, t2 = 0.05¢1, and §t = 0.4¢1. As in (a),
the blue lines correspond to N, /t1 = —0.4, —0.6, —0.8 (top to
bottom) and the dashed red curve shows the result obtained
applying Eq. (26) to M = (mw,7) and X = (,0).

We conclude from Fig. 4 that the microscopic calcula-
tion of ay, for the buckled square lattice antiferromag-
net is well-explained by a continuum Dirac model for the
electronic bands close to the four high symmetry points.
In particular, the buckled square lattice antiferromagnet
exhibits the topological magnetoelectric effect associated
with Dirac fermions in 2D.

To further cement this conclusion, we add a symmetry-
breaking perturbation to the nonmagnetic Hamiltonian
of Eq. (27), which is of the form [56]

0Hy = 4(5756@/28?//27'1’, (39)

and represents an orthorhombic distortion of the crys-
tal lattice. Its effect is to gap the Dirac point at X' =
(0,m) [56]. [Recall our definitions c;/» = cos(k;/2) and
si/2 = sin(k;/2).] The spectrum of the distorted nonmag-
netic lattice thus has symmetry-enforced Dirac points
only at X and M (see insets Fig. 5). In Fig. 5(a) and
(b) we show oy, and ay,, respectively, of the symmetry-
reduced system as a function of N, (only N, > 0 is
shown). Both polarizabilities, which are no longer equal
as a result of the reduced symmetry, show the disconti-
nuity at INV,. The topological contribution to the polar-
izabilities giving rise to this discontinuity now originates
from two Dirac points, one located at X and one at M,
which follows from an analysis similar to Eq. (37). The
dashed red curves again show the continuum model ap-
proximations obtained from expansions around the four
high symmetry points T', X, X', and M, two of which are
now described by gapped Dirac fermions. As in Fig. 4(b),
excellent agreement with the full numerical result is ob-
served for larger values of .



Up to this point, we have focused our microscopic anal-
ysis on the magnetoelectric polarizability o;;. In the fi-
nal part of this section we briefly examine the closely
related spin multipolization, as given by Eq. (16). In
Fig. 6(a), we show the spin monopolization, here de-
fined as M = (Oyy + Oyy)/2, for the tetragonal square
lattice model (i.e., without distortions) as a function
of the chemical potential . To compute O;; using
Eq. (16), we have introduced a uniform hopping term
€0k = —2ta(cy + ¢y), where t5 is a second-nearest neigh-
bor hopping. The blue curves correspond to three dif-
ferent values of N, specifically N, /t; = 0.4,0.6,0.8, and
the red dashed curve corresponds to the result obtained
from applying Eq. (26) to the Dirac point at (m, 7). As
expected, the calculated monopolization depends linearly
on 4 and approaches the result from the Dirac model as
N, decreases. Note that the edge of the valence band is
located at energy —N, + 4t,, and since we are only in-
terested in the insulating regime, we do not compute M
for values of u below the valence band edge.

In Fig. 6(b) we show the spin quadrupolization O, —
O,y obtained when the orthorhombic distortion given
by (39) is included. The general behavior of the
quadrupolization is similar to monopolization, and in
particular also approaches to result from the Dirac model
(the red dashed line) as N, decreases. Note, however,
that the Dirac model approximation of the quadrupoliza-
tion is proportional to p and vanishes for y = 0, since it
is only determined by the Dirac point at X, which sits
at energy zero [ep = 0 in Eq. (26)].

IV. SQUARE LATTICE DOUBLE-Q SPIN
MODEL

The purpose of this section is to demonstrate the topo-
logical spin magnetoelectric effect in a second microscopic
lattice model for a 2D antiferromagnet. This second
model is also defined on a square lattice, but differs in
two important ways from the buckled square lattice con-
sidered in the previous section. First, spin-orbit cou-
pling is neglected, such that the model has a full spin-
rotation symmetry, and second, the magnetic state is
non-collinear and defined by a coplanar double-Q) config-
uration of ordered moments (see Fig. 7). The remainder
of this section will resemble the discussion of the buck-
led lattice model. We first describe the symmetries and
energy bands of our spin-orbit-free model, then examine
the allowed magnetoelectric couplings, and finally com-
pute the magnetoelectric polarizability highlighting the
occurrence of the topological spin multipolization.

A. Model and symmetries

The model considered in this section describes itiner-
ant electrons on a simple square lattice coupled to an or-
dered configuration of local moments. The tight-binding
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Hamiltonian of this model reads as

H= Zt(ij>CICj + JZ S; - cloc, (40)
(ig) i

where S; are classical local moment spins (of unit length),
J is a Kondo coupling between electrons and spins,
and ¢;; are nearest neighbor hopping amplitudes. The
ordered configuration of local moments is given by a
double-Q spin state generally written as S; = S;e?Q1 T 4
S0e’Q2Ti with wave vectors Q; = (7,0) and Qz = (0, 7).
Here S; and Sy are the corresponding Fourier compo-
nents, which must be real and on which we impose the
fixed-length constraint S; - So = 0. Three different real-
izations of the double-Q order are shown in panels (a—c)
of Fig. 7. The configuration of panel (a) corresponds to
the choice S; = x and Sy =y, whereas panel (b) corre-
sponds to the choice S; = y and S, = —x. Finally, panel
(c) corresponds to S; = (x+¥)/v2 and Sp = (x—¥)/V/2.
All three configurations are related by a global spin ro-
tation and are therefore energetically equivalent in the
absence of spin-orbit coupling.

We further assume a staggered modulation of the near-
est neighbor hoppings in both the & and ¢ directions, as
shown in Fig. 7. The two alternating hopping amplitudes
are labeled ¢; and t5. The electronic energy bands ob-
tained from Eq. (40) are shown in Fig. 7(d), both with-
out hopping modulations (7 = ta; thin black curves)
and with hopping modulations (thick blue curves). The
spectrum consists of two branches separated by an en-
ergy J, which we assume is the largest energy scale. We
focus our discussion on the lower branch. First note
that all bands are twofold degenerate due to Z7 sym-
metry, with the inversion center located at the center of
the square plaquette. Without hopping modulations the
bands cross at M = (m, ), realizing a fourfold degener-
ate Dirac point protected by the symmetries of double-Q)
spin state [57, 82]. Specifically, in the absence of hop-
ping modulations the spin state shown in Fig. 7(a) has
two generalized fractional translation symmetries given
by Usy{1|50} and Uz, {105}, where Uy, and Us, are
pure spin rotations (i.e., rotations of the electron spin
only) and the translations are defined with respect to
basis vectors of the magnetic unit cell. The spin state is
furthermore left invariant by the product of time-reversal
7 and the diagonal fractional translation {1|34}. The al-
gebraic properties of these symmetries have the following
implications at M = (m,m): the two fractional transla-
tions mutually anticommute and square to +1, whereas
the antiunitary symmetry ’T{l\%% squares to —1 and
commutes with the translations. This implies that all
bands must be fourfold degenerate at M (see Appendix C
for details on space group algebra and degeneracies).

The Dirac point at M acquires a gap in the presence of
bond modulations, which break the generalized transla-
tion symmetries [83]. The double-@Q spin state with bond
modulations thus realizes a gapped Dirac theory simi-
lar to the antiferromagnetic buckled square lattice model
of the previous section, with the notable difference that
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FIG. 7. (a),(b),(c) Sketch of the square lattice double-Q spin
model. t; and t2 are the two alternating nearest neighbor
bond strengths. The dashed blue box indicate the lattice unit
cell. The arrows on each lattice sites indicate the directions
of the classical spin. The three configurations in (a),(b),(c)
are characterized by different but related spin multipoles. (d)
Electronic band structure for a Kondo coupling J = 5 t1. For
to = t1 (black thin lines) the model realizes a Dirac antiferro-
magnet. For ¢ = 1.3t; (blue thick lines) the Dirac cones are
gapped out by the bond density waves.

spin-orbit coupling is absent and that the bond modula-
tions provide the Dirac mass. Below, we will focus on the
insulating state which arises at quarter filling. All results
equally apply to the insulating state at three-quarter fill-
ing.

The structure of the allowed magnetoelectric response
of the insulating antiferromagnet can be inferred from
an analysis of its crystalline symmetries. Below we deter-
mine the magnetoelectric response using a Landau theory
approach similar to Sec. III B, but as a first step towards
such a more general approach it is instructive to analyze
the specific spin configuration of Fig. 7(a). Choosing the
origin at the center of the unit cell (i.e., at the center of
the dashed square; see Fig. 7), it is clear that the prod-
uct Uy, C, leaves the state invariant, where C, denotes
a spatial twofold rotation and Us, is a pure spin rota-
tion. (Recall that spin-orbit coupling is absent.) The
magnetic state is also left invariant by Us,C, and Us.C.,
and the combination of these three symmetries forces all
off-diagonal components of «;; to vanish. Off the diag-
onal components, «,, must vanish due to mirror reflec-
tion symmetry in the plane, and o, must equal a, due
to fourfold rotation symmetry. This symmetry analysis
thus show that the magnetoelectric response is governed
by one independent parameter.
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Although the symmetry analysis is specific to the spin
configuration shown in Fig. 7(a), the spin configurations
shown in panels (b) and (c) are related to (a) by a global
spin rotation, and the corresponding magnetoelectric re-
sponses thus follow directly. This is most clearly exposed
by the Landau theory approach, which we now turn to.

B. Landau theory of magnetoelectric response

As demonstrated in Sec. I11 B, Landau theory provides
a way to frame magnetoelectric responses in very gen-
eral terms. Whereas in Sec. III B we determined all
symmetry-allowed trilinear couplings between polariza-
tion, magnetization, and Néel order, in the present case
an appropriate Landau theory must account for two dis-
tinct orders. In addition to the magnetic order parame-
ters S; and S, one must also consider the bond density
wave modulations of the hopping amplitudes. The neces-
sity of bond density wave order (i.e., the hopping modula-
tions) follows from the observation that uniform hopping
implies an inversion symmetry with the lattice sites as in-
version centers. Within the framework of Landau theory
we therefore consider a simple square lattice which devel-
ops two distinct types of order: spin order and bond den-
sity wave order. Our goal is to determine all symmetry-
allowed quadrilinear coupling between these orders and
the polarization and magnetization.

We introduce general bond density wave order param-
eters by writing the staggered hopping patterns as

5ti,i+£ = Alein'r’i7 5ti,i+g = AgeiQQ‘ri. (41)
Here Q; and Q3 are the same wave vectors that define the
spin order, and A; and As are the corresponding order
parameters. Note that in the model discussed above have
made the choice A; = Ay = §t/2, such that t; = ¢+ 6t/2
and to =t — §t/2, but in general these are independent
order parameters. To construct the required quadrilin-
ear couplings, we must require (7) translational invariance
with respect to the underlying square lattice and () full
rotation invariance in spin space (since spin-orbit cou-
pling is absent). Imposing these two symmetries gives
rise to the allowed couplings

fA,S,P,M = 6IIA1P$ (Sl . M) + Ba:yAIPy (Sl : M)
+ ByeAaPy (Ss - M) + B,y AP, (S2 - M).  (42)

Note that translational invariance requires that A; o and
S1,2 are coupled, since both carry wave vector Q1 2. Fur-
ther imposing the rotation symmetries of the square lat-
tice reduces the allowed couplings to a single term given
by

Fa,s,pm = BIA1P, (S1-M) + AxP, (So-M)].  (43)

From this Landau theory the magnetoeletric response can
be determined for a given spin configuration and a given
realization of hopping modulations. Global spin rotation
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FIG. 8. (a) Magnetoelectric polarizability ag. of the square
lattice double-Q spin model at one-quarter filling as a func-
tion of the bond density wave order parameter 6t = ¢ — t2
measured in units of ¢ = (¢1 4 ¢2)/2. The Kondo coupling
constant J = 5¢. The red bar indicates the analytical value
obtained using a Dirac theory. (b) Close-up of (a) showing
the 6t dependence at different values of the Kondo coupling
constant. For J >> t the behavior is well captured by the
(J = o0) effective four-band tight-binding model of Eq. 47.

invariance is manifest in Eq. (43) and it is clear how the
magnetoeletric responses of two spin states that differ by
a global spin rotation are related.

Let us then apply the result of (43) to the specific order
parameter configurations shown in Fig. 7. As mentioned,
in Fig. 7(a) we have chosen S; = x and Sy = y, and
furthermore A1 = Ag = t; — to = §t. Inserting this in
(43) yields

-7:P,M = 5575 (Psz + PyMy) ) (44)

and from this result it follows that the only allowed com-
ponents of ay; are ag, = ayy. Consequently, the mag-
netic configuration of Fig. 7(a) is associated with a mag-
netoelectric monopole. Instead, the spin configuration of
Fig. 7(b) corresponds to S; =y and S = —%. Inserting
this in (43) yields

Fpm = ot (Pp M, — Py M), (45)

which reveals that in this case a;; is fully off-diagonal and
antisymmetric. The magnetic configuration of Fig. 7(b)
is thus characterized by a toroidal moment. The spin
configuration of Fig. 7(c) is intermediate between these
two cases and gives rise to both diagonal and off-diagonal
components.

C. Magnetoelectric polarizability and continuum
Dirac theory

We next proceed by determining the magnetoelectric
microscopically, specifically for the magnetic order pa-
rameter configuration of Fig. 7(a). A numerical calcula-
tion based on Eq. (6) for the full eight-band model con-
firms the existence of two non-vanishing and equal SMP
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components oz, = oyyy. In Fig. 8(a) we show our numer-
ical results for o, as a function of 6¢t. Precisely as for the
buckled square lattice model considered in Sec. III, the
key feature evidenced in Fig. 8(a) is the discontinuity of
Qze at 0t = 0. This is in contradiction with the Landau
theory analysis discussed above, in particular in Eq. 44,
which would instead suggest that a,, tends to zero as
0t — 0. The discontinuity of the SMP component
at 0t = 0 is again caused by the existence of Dirac cross-
ings, in particular the Dirac point located at the M point
mentioned above. This can be shown by determining the
effective long-wavelength continuum theory of the model
given by Eq. (40).

To do so, we first consider the system at t; = t5, in
which case the Dirac point is gapless, and choose a ba-
sis in which the Kondo coupling term with coupling J is
diagonal. We focus on the sector with energy —J and
project out the +J sector, which yields an effectively
spinless four-band model (since spin is tied to the local
moments). Expanding in the small momentum q and
performing two additional rotations in the low-energy
sector, we obtain a Dirac theory that can be written in
terms of four Dirac matrices as

ot . . _ .
7 (=270 + 6.7y)

(46)
where the Dirac mass dt = ¢t; — to, while the Fermi veloc-
ity vp = a t/(v/2h) and ¥ = (t; +t5) /2. We have used
a tilde to denote the Pauli matrices &; and 7;, to em-
phasize that these do not directly correspond to spin or
(magnetic) sublattice degrees of freedom, but instead are
introduced to span the low-energy subspace. To com-
pute the SMP it is necessary to determine the form of
the physical spin operators when projected into the low-
energy subspace. We find that in the chosen basis the
spin operators 5, , can be expressed in terms of commu-
tators of Dirac matrices

,Hélw =hvp (*Qm&z%z + Qy(}y%o) +

L 5,7.5.7)
Sy = — = |OyT2,0.T;
2/2i Y
5 L 15.70,5,7]
= — 02T0,04T0] -
v 92 - T Two

In the massless case, i.e. for 6t = 0, the effect of a
Zeeman coupling due to an external magnetic field will
be to shift the twofold Dirac cones in opposite directions
along the BZ boundary. Specifically, the Dirac cones are
shifted along X — M or Y — M line for a magnetic field
along the = and g direction, respectively. As discussed in
Appendix E the shift of the Dirac crossings in response
to a Zeeman field is protected by symmetry, and thus
valid beyond the low-energy description. The situation
is thus similar to the buckled square lattice model: in the
massless limit, the Zeeman field enters as a pseudo-gauge
field, shifting the Dirac points in momentum space.
Using the expression for the SMP of a general four-
band model, as derived and discussed in Appendix B, and
applying it to the continuum Dirac model of Eq. (46), we



obtain that the Dirac point gives rise to an SMP contri-
bution a,, = ay, = egupsgn(t)/(2v/2rat). This value
is indicated with the red markers in Fig. 8(a) and is in
full agreement with the numerical result. The topological
contribution to the SMP originating from the Dirac point
at M is the central result of this section and shows that
the same fundamental physics identifued in the buckled
lattice model—a magnetic insulator described by a mas-
sive Dirac theory—is at play here.

Apart from the discontinuity due to the topological
contribution to the SMP, the behavior of a,, at finite
dt [see Fig. 8(b)] exhibits an additional weak dependence
on the Dirac mass dt. It originates from two contribu-
tions of a different nature. The first contribution is from
crystalline anisotropy terms in the low-energy manifold
of four bands that warp the massive Dirac cone. The
second stems from the hybridization between the two
quartets of bands separated by the Kondo coupling J.
We can effectively keep track of the former by project-
ing the Bloch Hamiltonian onto the low-energy manifold
at energy —J and retain its full momentum dependence
(i.e., not expand in small momentum around M). After
a momentum translation k — k + M, such that k = 0
corresponds to M = (m,7), we obtain the effective four
band Bloch Hamiltonian

_ ko k
Hip = V2 (— sin ?O'ZTZ + sin 2yay7'o> +

ot k ks
E (— cos ?yazm + cos 2027'y> .40

This Hamiltonian can again be expressed in terms of four
anticommuting Dirac matrices. An explicit computation
using the method outlined in Appendix B then leads to
the J = oo behavior reported in Fig. 8(b). The deviation
from this behavior, which becomes more clearly visible by
decreasing the Kondo coupling .J, can be then attributed
to the hybridization between the two quartets of bands.

V. TOY MODELS IN ONE DIMENSION

The discussion of the previous section highlights
and emphasizes the observation that the origin of the
(quasi)topological magnetoelectric polarizability of 2D
Dirac semimetals can be traced back to the to the strong
Z5 topological numbers characterizing 1D topological
crystalline insulator. To further expose and examine the
significance of this topological crystalline invariant in 1D,
in this section we investigate two simplified 1D toy mod-
els derived from the microscopic 2D models considered
in Secs. III and IV.

A. Buckled 1D zigzag chain

The first 1D toy model we consider is the buckled
zigzag chain shown in Fig. 9(a), which may be viewed as

14

a 1D version of the 2D buckled square lattice. The buck-
ling gives rise to two sublattices, again denoted A and B,
and using the framework of Eq. (9) a minimal Hamilto-
nian for the buckled chain can be expressed as [66]

1
Hy, = —2t10k/27'x—)\SkTZO'Z—I—TZN'O'—§g,uBB-O'. (48)

Here the first term corresponds to nearest-neighbor hop-
ping (between sublattices) and the second terms is a
Kane-Mele-type spin-orbit coupling activated by the
buckling [84]. The third and fourth terms represent Néel
order and the Zeeman field, as before. Note that we have
abbreviated ¢ o = cos(k/2) and s, = sink, where k is
the momentum along the chain direction. The lattice
constant is set to a = 1.

The point group Dsp of the buckled chains is em-
bedded in a nonsymmorphic space group generated by
{Cos|3}, {C2:|0}, and {Z]0}. All three generators ex-
change the two sublattices, such that products of the
generators do not exchange the sublattices. Examples of
the latter are the twofold rotation {Ca,|3} or the mirror
reflection {M,|3}. The nonsymmorphic structure of the
space group has important implications for the energy
spectrum of Hy. The spectrum for N = B = 0 (i.e. no
Néel order or Zeeman field) is shown in Fig. 9(b), where
the dashed and solid curves correspond to A = 0 and
A = 0.4¢4, respectively. Note that the energy bands are
manifestly twofold degenerate due to the presence of both
inversion and time-reversal symmetry.

When the spin-orbit term is ignored, the energy bands
simply correspond to the folded single-band spectrum of
an ordinary 1D chain. The folding gives rise to a linear
crossing at k = 7, which must remain in the presence of
SOC as a result of space group symmetry. In fact, the
space group algebra mandates that all energy bands at
k = m must be fourfold degenerate. In this sense, the lin-
early dispersive fourfold degeneracy is equivalent to the
symmetry-enforced Dirac points of the 2D buckled square
lattice, as is detailed further in Appendix F. Expanding
the Hamiltonian in small momentum ¢ in the vicinity of
k = m yields

Hy =tig7" + Mq770% — UT’HqU =hvgr?o®,  (49)

where, as in Sec. III C, we have performed a rotation U =
exp(—i07Y0%*/2) to bring the expanded Hamiltonian into
standard Dirac form, and have defined v = (t2 +\?)/2/h
with tan 6 = ¢1/A.

Consider then the effect of antiferromagnetic Néel or-
der and of a Zeeman field. For our purpose it is suffi-
cient to analyze the case in which the Néel vector points
in the ¢ direction (IV,) and the Zeeman field points in
the Z direction (B,). As is explained in more detail in
Appendix F, Néel order in the ¢ direction allows for a
Nnonzero ., which we determine and examine below.

The effect of nonzero IV, on the spectrum is shown in
Fig. 9(c) by the red curve. The bands remain twofold
degenerate due to Z7 symmetry, but the Dirac point at
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FIG. 9. (a) Buckled “zigzag” chain in one dimension (1D)
with inversion centers between the A and B sites; the lat-
tice sites themselves are not inversion centers. (b) Energy
spectrum of Eq. (48) without Néel order and Zeeman field
(N = B = 0). Dashed and solid line correspond to A = 0 and
A = 0.4¢1, respectively. (c) Energy spectrum with Ny = 0.2¢;
(red curve) and gupBe/2 = 0.2 (blue curves). In both cases
A = 0.4¢.

k = 7w acquires a gap. In the resulting insulating state
the electronic contribution to the polarization P,, which
may be calculated using the modern theory of polariza-
tion [85-88], must vanish due to the presence of the com-
bined Z7 symmetry. This can also be understood by not-
ing that any symmetry-adapted Wannier function [89-92]
will have a time-reversed partner centered at a Wyckoff
position related by inversion. Therefore, the contribu-
tion to the electronic polarization of each time-reversal
related pair of Wannier functions will identically vanish.

Now consider the case of a Zeeman field B,, but no Néel
order (N, = 0). While 7 is clearly broken, inversion sym-
metry Z is preserved. The spectrum, shown in Fig. 9(c)
by the blue curves, is no longer manifestly twofold de-
generate, but also has energy gap. Note that the buck-
led chain with Zeeman field has a twofold rotation sym-
metry {C;|3}, such that the Hamiltonian Hj, block-
diagonalizes (see Appendix F).The dashed and solid blue
curves Fig. 9(c) correspond to the energy bands in the
two blocks, which are labeled by eigenvalues of {Ca.|5}.
Inversion symmetry would seem to forbid a polarization
P, but since polarization is only defined up to an integer
multiple of e, the presence of Z symmetry gives rise to
two distinct classes 1D insulators with quantized polar-
ization P, = 0 and P, = e/2 [42, 64]. Crucially, here
we find that the 1D buckled chain with Zeeman field B,
belongs to the second class of insulators, and thus has
polarization P, = e/2. A proof and detailed discussion
is provided in Appendix F.

The footprint of the half-integer polarization of the
insulating state in the presence of a Zeeman field is man-
ifested in the SMP «,,, which is the quantity that pre-
cisely captures the polarization response to a Zeeman
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FIG. 10. (a) Berry phase polarization P, of the 1D buckled
chain model given by Eq. (48) as a function of Zeeman field
B.. Blue dots represent calculated polarization at finite B
using the modern theory of polarization [88]. Black line cor-
responds to a.. calculated at B, = 0 using (50). Here we
have chosen A = 0.8t; and Ny = 0.2¢;. (b) Shown is o as
a function of NY. Blue dots represent the result calculated
using Eq. (50) and the dashed red curve is approximate result
from a continuum Dirac model at £ = 7. Here we have chosen
A= 0.4¢5.

field. Applying Eq. (15) to the 1D model defined by
Eq. (48) (with B, = 0), we find

gy = —le /% AN, ci (50)
T — 2 gupB o (Ny2 I 4t%Ci/2 + )‘2‘9%)3/2.

In Fig. 10(a) we show the calculated Berry phase polar-
ization P, as a function of Zeeman field, obtained for
A = 0.8t; and N, = 0.2¢; in Eq. (48). The solid black
line represents the linear relation P, = qu. By, with g,
calculated from (50), and demonstrates that oy, indeed
describes the linear magnetoelectric polarizability.

The topological signature of the 1D model becomes
apparent when evaluating o, as a function of Néel or-
der parameter N, as is shown in Fig. 10(b). As N,
approaches zero, the polarizability o, diverges, which
can be understood by expanding the integrand in (50)
around k = m, where a massive Dirac model describes
the dispersion. This yields the result

o A C9PB /@ AN,
T 2 ) 21 (N2 + ¢?)3/?

egupA
= 1
4dmhv Ny (51)

which, as evidenced by Fig. 10(b), correctly captures the
~ 1/N, divergence of the full lattice calculation.

B. Two-legged Su-Schrieffer-Heeger ladder

The second model we consider corresponds to a 1D
version of the double-Q spin model on the square lattice
discussed in Sec. IV. The 1D variant of the double-Q spin
model is shown in Fig. 11(a). It can be viewed as a spin-
ful two-legged Su-Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) ladder model
with a Kondo coupling between itinerant electron spins
and an ordered configuration of local classical moments.
As shown in Fig. 11(a), the configuration of moments



is chosen equal to the configuration of a unit layer of
Fig. 7(a). In particular, within in each leg the magnetic
configuration has a ferromagnetic component (along )
and antiferromagnetic component (along &), and the fer-
romagnetic components are equal and opposite for the
two legs. The alternating intraleg hopping amplitudes
are denoted t; and to, and are crucial to obtain a finite
magnetoelectric polarizability. Finally, we introduce an
interleg hopping ¢, [see Fig. 11(a)], which couples the
two legs.

This SSH ladder model preserves the combined Z7T
symmetry when the inversion center is chosen as the cen-
ter of the square. Therefore, all bands are twofold degen-
erate at all momenta. In addition, the model retains the
two product symmetries M, 7T and M, T, where the mir-
ror planes intersect the center of the bonds. A symmetry-
based Landau theory adapted from the theory developed
in Sec. IV then shows that the only symmetry-allowed
magnetoelectric coupling is of the form ay,M,P,. In
what follows we examine the magnetoelectric coefficient
Qg microscopically and demonstrate that this model ex-
hibits the same essential features as the zigzag chain
model.

Consider first the situation in which the intraleg hop-
ping amplitudes t; 2 are assumed to be equal and the
interleg hopping is set to zero, i.e., t; = 0. When the
intraleg hoppings are equal (f; = t2) the system has an
additional symmetry composed of a half translation and
a spin rotation given by Us, {1|3}. Under this symmetry
the electric polarization P, does not change, P, — P,,
while the magnetization M, is reversed, M, — —M,.
Hence, this additional symmetry forbids the appearance
of any magnetoelectric coupling. The energy bands of
SSH ladder model for t; = t3 and t; = 0 are shown in
Fig. 11(b) in black. Two manifolds of bands are centered
at energies —J and J, and the bands within each man-
ifold cross at k = m, thus giving rise to a gapless phase
at quarter and three-quarter filling. The gapless point at
k = 7m may be understood as follows. When ¢; = 0 the
legs of the ladder are uncoupled and may examined inde-
pendently. Viewing each leg as an independent 1D chain,
we observe that such a chain as an additional inversion
symmetry with respect to the atomic sites. This inver-
sion symmetry anticommutes with Us, {1|%} at k =,
which implies a twofold degeneracy of all energy levels
and explains band crossings shown in Fig. 11(b) in the
limit of uncoupled legs.

Let us now consider the effect of making the two intra-
leg hoppings different, i.e., t; # ta, as well as the effect
of introducing a Zeeman field B,. As in Sec. IV, we
define 0t = t; — t5 and ¢ = (t; + t2)/2 to parametrize
the alternating hoppings. Both 6t and the Zeeman field
B, lead to an energy gap at quarter (and three-quarter)
filling; the case of a nonzero Zeeman field is shown in
Fig. 11(b) in red. The two resulting insulating states are
different, however. The insulating state resulting from a
nonzero Zeeman field B, (with 6t = 0) has a quantized
electronic contribution to the polarization, as explicitly
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FIG. 11. (a) Sketch of the two-legged Su-Schrieffer-Heeger
ladder discussed in Sec. V B. The center of the squares are
centers of the product symmetry Z7. (b) Energy spectrum
for a vanishing interchain hopping amplitude ¢, and £ = (¢1 +
t2)/2 displaying a fourfold degeneracy (black thin lines) that is
gapped out by Zeeman coupling (red thick lines). The Kondo
coupling J = 3. (b) Diagonal magnetoelectric polarizability
Qzq as a function of the bond density wave order parameter
0t = t1 — t2, assuming an interleg hopping amplitude ¢t; = t
(blue line) and ¢, = % (red line). In the former case the
divergence as dt — 0 signals the topological contribution to
the magnetoelectric polarizability.

shown in Appendix G. Specifically, the total electronic
contribution to the polarization of the two-legged ladder
is given by e/2 mod e. Instead, the insulating state pro-
duced by nonzero dt does not have a half-integer quan-
tized polarization. This is fully analogous to the situation
encountered in the case of the spin-orbit coupled zigzag
chain model, where the Néel ordered insulator was trivial
(vanishing polarization) and the “Zeeman insulator” had
a nontrivial half-integer quantized polarization.

As for the buckled zigzag chain, the half-integer po-
larization of the Zeeman field insulator leaves a topolog-
ical footprint in the SMP. To demonstrate this, we show
the magnetoelectric polarizability o, as a function of dt
(for B, = 0) in Fig. 11(c). The blue curve corresponds
to t; = 0t and exhibits a divergence as dt — 0, which
is the analog of the divergence shown in Fig. 10(b) as
N, — 0. It reflects the fact that, as ot decreases, the
system responds more strongly to a Zeeman field due to
half-integer quantized polarization at ¢t = 0. Impor-
tantly, we also find that this topological signature is ab-
sent when the interleg hopping amplitude ¢ is set to ¢, as
is shown by the red curve in Fig. 11(c). In this case the
SMP shows behavior consistent with simple symmetry
arguments and vanishes when §t = 0. The reason is that
t1 competes with a Zeeman field and produces a trivial
insulating state without half-quantized polarization.

We thus find that the SSH ladder model provides a
spin-orbit free realization of the essential features found
in the buckled zigzag chain model. The spin magne-
toelectric polarizability can exhibit a divergence as the
symmetry which forbids a magnetoelectric effect are re-



stored. This divergence is a signature of nontrivial crys-
talline topology in 1D and the associated half-quantized
electronic polarization.

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this final section we summarize and discuss the main
results presented in this paper. The discussion will em-
phasize three aspects in particular. The first concerns
the way in which the topological magnetoelectric effect
revealed in this work relates to the known response the-
ory of topological phases in 1D, 2D, and 3D. The second
concerns connections to the notion of anomalous spin and
also to topological insulator surface states. The third
concerns possible material candidates.

A. Pattern of electromagnetic response

The central result of this work is the topological con-
tribution to the spin magnetoelectric polarizability of 2D
antiferromagnets. In general, antiferromagnets which ad-
mit a linear magnetoelectric response break inversion (Z)
and time-reversal symmetry (7), but preserve their prod-
uct (ZT), and can be classified in terms of higher order
magnetoelectric multipole moments (i.e. magnetoelectric
monopole, toroidal dipole, magnetic quadrupole). The
topological contribution to the spin magnetoelectric po-
larizability occurs in the special class of Dirac antiferro-
magnets, by which we mean insulating antiferromagnets
described by a gapped Dirac theory [93]. As the analysis
of the two microscopic models shows, this class includes
spin-orbit coupled antiferromagnets with collinear Néel
order, but also spin-orbit-free antiferromagnets with non-
collinear order. The key characteristic shared between
these two representative models is that the essential elec-
tronic structure of the magnetic insulator is adequately
captured by a continuum Dirac model.

The origin of the topological magnetoelectric effect
is directly linked to this Dirac structure and can be
traced back to the electromagnetic response theory of
Dirac semimetals in 2D [60]. To demonstrate this, we
have detailed how the topological spin magnetoelectric
polarizability—which describes the Berry-phase polariza-
tion response to a Zeeman field—can be understood from
examining the effect of a Zeeman field on the Dirac cross-
ings. The Zeeman field enters the Dirac description as a
pseudo-gauge field and shifts the Dirac nodes in momen-
tum space, thus creating a family of effectively 1D Hamil-
tonians with half-integer quantized polarization. As ex-
plained in Sec. IID, this observation establishes a con-
nection between the magnetoelectric response of Dirac
antiferromagnets in 2D and the quantized electromag-
netic response of 1D crystalline insulators. The connec-
tion between Z classifications of crystalline insulators in
1D and magnetoelectric response was further explored in
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Sec. V in the context of microscopic toy models of 1D
antiferromagnets.

It is worth considering in more detail how the magne-
toelectric response in two dimensions fits into a pattern
of electromagnetic responses of crystalline solids in one,
two, and three dimensions. Here we discuss this pattern
from the perspective effective actions, which provides a
unifying framework for understanding the responses.

The polarization of a 1D insulator is described by an
effective action of the form [39, 42, 43, 60]

P
Sip[A,] = L / dwdt ' F,,, (52)

where F,, = 0,A, — 0,A, is electromagnetic field
strength tensor (u, v = 0,1 in 1D), and P; is the polariza-
tion. When a coordinate-inverting crystalline symmetry
is present—inversion symmetry is an obvious example—
the polarization must satisfy P, = —P; mod Z, which
implies that Py —n = 0,1/2, where n is an integer. The
two possible values 0 and 1/2 define the Z, classifica-
tion of 1D crystalline insulators, and Eq. (52) captures
the electromagnetic response of such insulators (i.e., the
quantized polarization) [42].

A generalization of (52) occurs in three dimensions and
describes the electromagnetic response of 3D topological
insulators. The effective action reads as

€2P

/ Bxdt N F,,Fy,,  (53)

where now Pj is referred to as the magnetoelectric po-
larization. Time-reversal symmetry imposes a quantiza-
tion condition on P3 such that P; —n = 0,1/2, where
n is again an integer, and the two possible values 0
and 1/2 define the Z, classification of 3D time-reversal
invariant insulators. (Note that other symmetries can
have similar implications [42-44, 94].) The effective ac-
tion (53) describes the topological magnetoelectric ef-
fect of 3D topological insulators mentioned in the intro-
duction. This can be seen more directly by rewriting
" ME,,F\,/8 =E-B.

The two effective actions in Egs. (52) and (53) thus
describe the topological electromagnetic response of in-
sulators in 1D and 3D with a Zs classification protected
by discrete (crystalline) symmetries. In 3D, the re-
sponse corresponds to the topological magnetoelectric ef-
fect mentioned in the introduction, which has been a sub-
ject of great interest since it was first pointed out. The
polarization and magnetoelectric responses are topologi-
cal in the sense that they are quantized in units of natural
constants, i.e., the electric charge and e?/h, respectively.

The topological magnetoelectric effect revealed in this
work does not derive from a response theory of the form
(52) or (53), i.e., the response theory of insulators, but
instead derives from the response of topological semimet-
als. More specifically from the response theory of Dirac
semimetals in 2D [60] (see Sec. IID). The effective action



governing the response takes the form

e

Sap[Au] = -

/ d*xdt " b, F,y, (54)

from which the response equation (22) may be obtained
by variation with respect to the electric field. The effec-
tive action features the 3-vector b, = (by,b), where, as
explained in Sec. IID, b corresponds to the separation
of the Dirac nodes in momentum space (we comment on
the time component by below). As mentioned in Sec. ITD,
the response described by (54) can be understood as the
response arising from a stack or collection of 1D systems
with a response described by (52). This can now be seen
by comparing Eq. (54) with Eq. (52), and noting that the
former can be viewed as the result of promoting the 1D
topological response to 2D, with the help of b,,. Since b,,
clearly has dimensions, the 2D response is more appro-
priately referred to as a quasitopological response, which
is a typical feature for the electromagnetic response of
topological semimetals [60].

This brief review of electromagnetic responses thus
shows how the response theory underlying the topologi-
cal magnetoelectric effect in 2D fits into a pattern of re-
sponses of topological semimetals in various dimensions,
which themselves derive from the topological response
of insulators in lower dimensions. Note, however, that
it is far from obvious that the effective action (54) de-
scribes a magnetoelectric effect. Indeed, in the context
in which it was applied and discussed by Ramamurthy
and Hughes [60] it did not. In the present context, its
manifestation as a magnetoelectric response follows from
the identification of b with the magnetic Zeeman field
B, as is described by Eq. (25), and the way it enters
the theory of an antiferromagnetic 2D Dirac semimetal.
Therefore, since b is linearly related to B, the effective
action (54) describes a magnetoelectric coupling ~ EB.
Since the magnetoelectric coupling relies on the Zeeman
coupling of magnetic field and spin, it is a spin magne-
toelectric coupling. This is different from the topological
magnetoeletric coupling in 3D, given by Eq. (53), which
relies on the effect of the magnetic field on the orbital
motion of Bloch electrons.

B. Connection to anomalous spin and TI surface
states

In this work we have viewed and discussed the spin
magnetoelectric effect from the perspective of a polariza-
tion response to an applied Zeeman field. The Maxwell
relation given by Eq. (7) implies a complementary per-
spective: a spin magnetization response to an electric
field. Therefore, when viewed from this perspective, our
analysis implies that Dirac antiferromagnets also exhibit
a topological spin magnetization response to an electric
field.

In the broader context of spin magnetization responses
to electric fields, it is interesting to relate the magne-
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toelectric tensor to the anomalous spin polarizability
T [72, 95-97]. The latter describes a spin density re-
sponse to an electric field, typically of interest in met-
als, and is referred to as “anomalous” in analogy with
the anomalous velocity [72, 98], also typically relevant to
metals. It can be directly inferred from Egs. (6) and (8)
that the magnetoeletric polarizability and the anomalous
spin polarizability are simply related as

guB T

= Lij- (55)

aij =
Furthermore, it follows from Eq. (15) that for the class
of four-band models discussed in Sec. IIB the k-space
anomalous spin polarizability density associated with the
occupied bands is given by

Onxé;-n

(56)

This simplified expression for the anomalous spin po-
larizability density may be compared to similar expres-
sions for the k-space Berry curvature ;;(k) applicable
to generic two-bands models [99]. Clearly, the Berry cur-
vature associated with the occupied bands of of Hamil-
tonian system in Eq. (10) vanishes, but Egs. (56) reveals
that its cousin, the anomalous spin polarizability density,
is generally non-vanishing and captures a different band-
geometric property of the occupied states. The analysis
of Sec. II D exposes the way in which the integrated spin
polarizability density, in the case Dirac antiferromagnets,
reflects a topological property.

A connection between (anomalous) spin density re-
sponses and topology was first pointed out by Garate
and Franz in the context of topological insulator surface
states coupled to ferromagnetic order [100]. Our analy-
sis enables us to revisit their result within a model for
a topological insulator thin film with a top and bottom
surface, both coupled to a ferromagnetic layer. When
the magnetization of the adjacent ferromagnetic layers
is oriented along the direction of the surface normal for
both surfaces (i.e., in an antiferromagnetic and inversion-
breaking fashion), the Hall conductivities of the two sur-
faces cancel, but the magnetoelectric and anomalous spin
responses add. Instead, when the direction of magneti-
zation of, for instance, the bottom surface is reversed,
giving rise to an overall ferromagnetic state, the the Hall
conductivities of the two surfaces add. This leads to a
v = 1 state. The contributions to the magnetoelectric
and anomalous spin response from each surface cancel in
this case.

C. Connections to materials

Next, we turn to possible connections with experimen-
tally relevant materials. When considering material can-
didates, the most important requirement is that the es-
sential electronic properties are described by a Dirac the-



ory, since that is the origin of the topological magneto-
electric effect. The buckled square lattice model consid-
ered in Sec. IIT suggests that (layered) materials with
a nonsymmorphic space group are promising candidates,
owing to the symmetry protection of Dirac crossings pro-
vided by the nonsymmorphic symmetries. An exam-
ple of a magnetic material with the same (nonmagnetic)
space group as the buckled square lattice model is CuM-
nAs [101], which has attracted considerable attention as a
platform for antiferromagnetic spintronics [81, 102, 103],
as well as phenomena arising from inversion-breaking an-
tiferromagnetism [104]. CuMnAs can be thought of as a
layered structure, in which the magnetic Mn within each
layer form a buckled square lattice. In this sense it is
well described by the model discussed in Sec. IIT [81].

D. Concluding remarks

We conclude with a number of final brief remarks.
First, we emphasize that the magnetoelectric coupling
discussed in this work does not rely on the presence of
spin-orbit coupling, but can also occur in magnets with
no or weak spin-orbit interaction. Our analysis of the
spin-orbit-free double-@Q) antiferromagnet on the square
lattice demonstates this. Second, the effective action of
Eq. (54) describes a response more general than what has
been considered here. Indeed, the magnetoelectric effect
this work has focused on is associated with the spatial
components of b, = (b, b), namely b. It is then natural
to ask what the response associated with time-component
by is. Furthermore, variation of Eq. (54) with respect to
the vector potential suggests that there are charge and
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current responses associated with spatial and temporal
variations of b. Since b is linearly related to the Zee-
man field, this in turn suggest that charge and current
responses in Dirac antiferromagents can be manipulated
and controlled by spatial variations of the Zeeman field.
This may be achieved by proximity coupling to magnetic
textures via heterostructure engineering. We anticipate
that these are fruitful directions to be explored in future
works.
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Appendix A: On the units of magnetoelectric
polarizability

This Appendix provides a brief analysis of the units
of the spin magnetoelectric polarizability (SMP). The
goal is to demonstrate explicitly that the SMP given by
Eq. (6) has the same units as the orbital magnetoelectric
polarizability introduced in Refs. 54 and 55.

Consider first the integrand of Eq. (6). It is useful to
define an energy scale of the order of the bandwidth as
W = (h/a)?/2m., where a is the lattice constant and m.
is the electron mass. The dimension of the numerator
comes from the derivative of the Hamiltonian (with re-
spect to wave vector k;) and the dimension of the denom-
inator is determined by the band energy. Since both the
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energy and the Hamiltonian can be expressed in units of
W, and since the integration measure has units of 1/a,
the integral has units of

4 aW el

—_— = —. Al
a"*x e W (A1)
It follows that the SMP «;; has units of
1—d
elnpa
- A2
L, (42)
which may be simplified by observing that
1%, 2m. eh 5€
— = =a“—. A3
W~ (ha)22m. R (A3)
The SMP can thus be expressed in units of
1-d 2
eupa 3_4€
_— = — A4
o= (a4)

which is indeed equal to e?/h in 3D, as found for the
orbital magnetoelectric polarizability [54, 55]. That the
topological Chern-Simons piece of the orbital magneto-
electric polarizability should have units of e2/h was re-
ported earlier in Refs. 39 and 40. We observe that in 2D
the SMP has units of ae?/h, thus implying a dependence
on the material-specific lattice constant.

Appendix B: Generalized four-band model

This Appendix describes the derivation of a formula
for the SMP applicable to the case of general four-band
models. Sec. IIB considers a particular class of four-
band models, namely those which can be expanded in
the particular set of Pauli matrices featured in Eq. (10).
Here we consider a slightly more general class, where the
explicit form of the generating matrices is left unspeci-
fied. The formula for the SMP derived here is therefore
representation-independent.

We consider four-band Hamiltonians of the general
form

H = h'T,,, (B1)

where I';, are a set of five 4 x 4 Hermitian matrices which
anticommute, i.e.,

{TuTu} =20 (B2)

i)
and h* is a five-component real vector, which may also
be written simply as h. Note that these five components
are generally functions of momentum k, but we suppress
(the obvious) momentum dependence in this Appendix
for simplicity. Four-band Hamiltonians which preserve
the product of inversion and time-reversal can always be
written in this form. In Eq. (10), the specific representa-
tion of I'-matrices is given by I', = (7%, 7Y, 7%0).
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The energy spectrum of (B1) is easily obtained and
consists of two branches €4 given by

e=vh2 = |n|.

The Hamiltonian may be written in terms of the projec-
tors P4 onto the two corresponding eigenspaces as

€4 = e, (B3)

H=e(P, —P.), (B4)

with Py given by

Py = %(1 +HJe) = %(1 L W'T,/e).  (BS)
Note that none of this requires specifying the form of the
T'-matrices; all these properties follow from the anticom-
mutation relation.

To compute «;; we first note that Eq. (13) remains
valid in this general case, and the task is therefore to de-
termine ImTr[P_v; P, §;] with projectors given by (B5).
To evaluate the trace we need the appropriate expressions
for 9; and 55, and for the velocity one clearly has

0; = 0;H = (0;h*)T,,. (B6)
The spin components 3; can very generally be expanded
as

§j = séTM + w;-‘”QW, (B7)
where €2, are defined as

1
Q/w = *[FuaFVL

24 (BS)

Since €, = —€,, there are ten such matrices, and
together with the five I'-matrices these span the set of
4 x 4 Hermitian matrices. It must therefore be possible
to write the spin operators in this way. In anticipation
of the result below we may note that the components sg‘
are irrelevant, since terms involving 55 do not contribute
to the trace.

Inserting the form of ?; and 3;, as well as the pro-
jectors, we then use trace formulas for products of I'-
matrices to arrive at the result

h“(@ih”)wfy

ImTy[P_#; Py 8;] = —4——— "I

- (59)

and substituting this into the expression for a;; yields

Pk 20*(0ihY )wh”
R B/ emr &

(B10)

This is the final result for the more general class of four-
band Hamiltonians.

We may check that this expression reduces to (15)
when the I'-matrices are chosen as (7%,7Y,7%0) and
§; = 07/2. Take j = z, for instance. In this case we
have

(B11)
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with all other components zero, since

1 1
WP Qs + w5y = I[Tzay,rzaz] = 50‘”. (B12)
i

We then have

2hHO; RV W hA0;h° — R0, h*
= : B1
g3 2e3 (B13)
Ny0in, — n,0;ny
= B14
523 (B14)
nxon-e,
=T om (B15)

which is precisely Eq. (15).

Appendix C: Space group P4/nmm

This Appendix provides a detailed analysis of the space
group symmetries of the buckled square lattice model
featured in Sec. III. The goal is to establish the space
group symmetry-enforced fourfold band degeneracies at
the high symmetry points on the Brillouin zone bound-
ary. The essence of such analysis was reported in Ref. 56;
here we revisit this analysis to emphasize the algebraic
relations between space group elements.

To demonstrate that all energies at the boundary high-
symmetry points must be fourfold degenerate, we seek
pairs of space group symmetries which have the following
properties: (i) the representations of these symmetries in
the space of Bloch bands anticommute at a given high
symmetry point, and (ii) the representation of at least
one of these symmetries squares to +1 at that point (i.e.,
square to the identity). These properties may be directly
inferred from the space group algebra. Together with
time-reversal symmetry, the presence of two symmetries
which satisfy these criteria implies the fourfold degener-
acy of all energy levels.

In what follows R will denote a rotation 27, which has
Bloch state representation —1 (41) in the case of spinful
(spinless) electrons. Since here we include the effect of
SOC the spinful case applies. We further make use of the
fact the representation of translations {1|a} in the space
of Bloch states is e~ The high symmetry points of
interest are M = (w,7), X1 = (7,0), and X5 = (0, 7).

We now examine pairs of symmetries. (In a slight
abuse of language we will say that a symmetry squares
to +£1 at a particular high symmetry point, even though
this is technically a statement about the representation
of the symmetry in the space of Bloch states.)

The glide mirror {M|%1} and inversion {Z|00}. Squar-
ing each of these symmetries yields

{M:[53}* =R{111}, {Z]00}* = {1]00},  (C1)

from which it follows that {M.|11} squares to +1 at
X7 and X5, but squares to —1 at M. The commutation
relation can be established by noting that

{M:]53HI100} = {11IHZ|00 M |55}, (C2)



from which it follows that {M. |31} and {Z|00} anticom-
mute at X7 and X5. It then follows that all energies must
be fourfold degenerate at X; and Xo.

The twofold screw {Ca.|350} and the twofold screw
{C2y|O%}. Squaring each of these symmetries yields

{C2,]30}% = R{1]10}, {C2y|03}* = R{1J01}, (C3)
from which it follows that {Co, |30} squares to +1 at X;
and M, whereas {Cay|03} squares to +1 at X» and M.
Evaluating the commutation relation we find

{C2a|30H{C2y |05} = R{L[1THCay |05 HCax |50}, (C4)

from which it follows that {Co,|10} and {C2,[01} anti-
commute at M, but commute at X; and X5.

The twofold screw {Ca,|30} and the mirror {M,|01}.
Squaring each of these symmetries yields

{C2230}% = R{1[10}, {M,|05}* = R{1]00}, (C5)
from which it follows that {Co, |30} squares to +1 at X;
and M, whereas {M,|03} always squares to —1. Evalu-
ating the commutation relation we find

{Coal 30H{M, |05} = R{1JOTH{M, |05 HCas |50} (C6)

from which it follows that {C2,|30} and {M,|03} anti-
commute at X7, but commute at X, and M.

The glide mirror {M.|%%} and the mirror {M,1|00}.
Note that by M1 here we mean a mirror reflection in a
plane with normal direction [11]. Squaring each of these
symmetries yields

[MLILLY? = R{L11},  {My1)00}2 = R{L|00}, (CT)
from which it follows that {M.|13} squares to +1 at
X, and X,, whereas {M;7|00} only leaves M invariant
and squares to —1 at M. Evaluating the commutation
relation we find

[MLIE3H{M]00) = REMl00H{M I3 3}, (C8)
from which it follows that {M. |34} and {M,1]00} anti-
commute at M.
The twofold screw {Cox|50} and inversion {Z|00}.
Squaring each of these symmetries yields
{C22]30}” = R{1]10}, {Z|00}* = {1]00},  (C9)
from which it follows that {Ca, |30} squares to +1 at X;
and M. Evaluating the commutation relation we find
{Z]00}{Cax |30} = {1[10}{Car|50}{Z[00}  (C10)
from which it follows that {C,|30} and {Z|00} anticom-
mute at X; and M.
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Appendix D: Landau theory of magnetoelectric
coupling

To determine the magnetoelectric response of a Néel
ordered state within a Landau theory framework, we
consider a Landau free energy of the general form F =
Fp 4+ Fum +Fn + Fpu,n. The first two terms are given
by
I 5o 1 2

P+ —M"-E-P-B-M, (D1)

Fp+ Fu =
2Xe 2Xm

where P is the polarization and M is the magnetization.
Here x. and x,, are the electric and magnetic susceptibil-
ities, and both P and M are coupled to their respective
conjugate fields, i.e., the electric field E and magnetic
field B. As is well-known, a theory of just Fp + Fs is
sufficient to describe the polarization response to an elec-
tric field and the magnetization response to a magnetic
field.

The contribution Fp is an expansion in the Néel order
parameter, which describes the development of magnetic
order. Its explicit form depends on the type of Néel or-
der, easy-plane or easy-axis, which cannot be determined
from symmetry arguments alone. If Fy is meant to de-
scribe easy-axis ordering (as is considered in the main
text), it takes the form

Fn = aN? +bN?, (D2)

whereas easy-plane order would be described by a free
energy given by

Fn =a(N; + N]) +bi (N, + N,)) + bNIN;.  (D3)

In keeping with the analysis of the main text, here we
assume Néel order along the z direction. In this case,
the final term Fp 57, v, which describes the trilinear cou-
plings, can be expressed as

~7:P,M,N = O_éijPiMsz. (D4)

Minimization of the free energy F with respect to P
and M yields the two coupled equations

P; = xeFs — XeijM; N,
M; = xXmB; — Xm@;; P;N..

(D5)
(D6)

Solving for P; and M; while only retaining the lowest
order linear terms in IV, finally yields

P; ~ xcEi — a;; By,
Mi ~ XTI’LB’L — Oé]ZEJ

(D7)
(D8)

where we have introduced a;; = XeXm@i; V..

Appendix E: Dirac point moving in the double-Q
spin model

In this appendix we show that the magnetic field-
induced shift of the Dirac cone in the double-Q) spin



model of Sec. IV is not a specific feature of the low-energy
model but is a symmetry-enforced process.

Let us specialize to the spin configuration depicted in
Fig. 7(a) and consider the effect of a Zeeman coupling
due to a magnetic field along the & direction. A finite
magnetic field along the & axis breaks the fourfold ro-
tation symmetry as well as the combined Z7 symmetry
of the model, but preserves the glide reflection symme-
try {M,|03}. In the two-dimensional BZ there are two
“glide” lines, k, = 0 and k, = 7, that are mapped onto
themselves under the glide reflection symmetry. The elec-
tronic bands are then labeled by the glide reflection eigen-
values. Importantly, while at the I' and X point the glide
eigenstates are non-degenerate, at the Y and M points
there is an effective Kramers degeneracy. This is because
the system preserves another antiunitary symmetry given
by the composition of the mirror M, (with the mirror
plane at the center of the bonds) and time-reversal. This
antiunitary symmetry squares to one and does not guar-
antee degeneracies. However, the Bloch Hamiltonian also
commutes with {M, |05} M, T that squares to minus one
at Y and M points and hence predicts Kramers degen-
eracies. We therefore find that, similarly to the situation
encountered in transition metal dichalcogenides in the
1T’ structure [105], the twofold degeneracies at even fill-
ings are symmetry protected: the splitting of the fourfold
degenerate Dirac point in a pair of twofold degeneracies
is the only symmetry-allowed process in the presence of
an external magnetic field. This guarantees the robust-
ness of the topological term in the SMP as well as in the
spin multipolization.

Appendix F: Buckled 1D chain

In this Appendix we collect details of the analysis of
the 1D zigzag chain model. We begin by demonstrating
that the space group symmetries of the nonmagnetic lat-
tice mandate fourfold degenerate energy levels at k = 7.
Following the recipe detailed in Appendix C, we exam-
ine the algebraic relations between space group elements
to identify a pair of symmetries sufficient to guarantee
fourfold degeneracies.

To this end, consider first the square of the rotations,
which are given by

{Coal3}? = R{1IL}, {C2z|0} = {Cayl5}2 =R. (F1)
Next, consider the mirror reflections, for which we find
(M, ]3)? = (M0} =R, {M,|5}* =R{1]1}. (F2)

From these relations we conclude the following that at
k = m the (representations of the) symmetries {Co,|%}
and {M,|1} must square to +1. (Recall that, as in Ap-
pendix C, R = —1 for spinful fermions.)

Next, consider the commutation relation between
{C22|3} and {M,|3}. We find

{Corl g HMyl 5} = RIMy[3H{Caul 5}, (F3)

25

which implies that {C2,|%} and {M,|3} anticommute at
k = m. We conclude that we have identified two point
group symmetries which square to +1 and mutually an-
ticommute at & = w. As a result, all bands must be
fourfold degenerate at k = 7, which implies in particular
that the fourfold linear crossing of the zigzag chain model
at k = m is symmetry-enforced.

We now turn to the allowed magnetoelectric response
in the Néel ordered state. To determine the response for
given orientation of the Néel vector, we follow the Landau
theory approach of Sec. IIT B and construct the trilinear
couplings between polarization, magnetization, and Néel
order. For the 1D zigzag chain we find

Fpmt,N = (BoayPeMy + Byyy Py My + By P, M;)N,
+ (Byz2PyM, + B2y P.M,)N,. (F4)

This is in agreement with previous work which discussed
aspects of the allowed response of zigzag chains [66-70].
Here we are primarily interested in bulk polarization and
therefore focus on terms involving P,. (A polarization
P, might be defined as charge imbalance between the
two sublattices.) The specific case of a polarization re-
sponse to a Zeeman field discussed in the main text as-
sumed Néel order along ¥, which is described by the term
BoayPeMyN, in (F4). A similar result may be obtained
by choosing the Néel vector along x and the Zeeman field
along v.

We proceed with a more detailed analysis of the case
discussed in the main text (Néel vector along §; Zee-
man field along %). The Hamiltonian of Eq. (48) can be
rewritten as

Hy = for® +n,7%°0% + ny1%0¥ + b0”, (F5)
which takes the general form of Eq. (10), but with an
additional Zeeman term. Here we have set f, = —2t1c; /2
and

1
(TLZ,’I’Ly) = (_)‘Skay)v by = —sgupBa. (F6)

2

To examine the symmetries in the presence of Néel order
and the Zeeman field, consider first the case of Néel or-
der (n, # 0) but no Zeeman field (b, = 0). Néel order
breaks {Z| %} and 7, but preserves the product symmetry
{Z|1}T. Néel order furthermore preserves the twofold ro-
tation symmetries {C2.|0} and {C2,|3}. These rotation
symmetries imply that the Hamiltonian (with b, = 0)
satisfies the relations

TP0*Hy = H_y7%0%, 71%0"Hy = Ht%0", (F7)
respectively.

Instead, when Néel order is absent (n, = 0) but a Zee-
man field is applied (b, # 0) inversion symmetry {Z|1}
is preserved (while 7 is manifestly broken). Whereas
the twofold rotation symmetry {Cs.|0} is broken in the



presence of the Zeeman field, the twofold screw rotation
{Coz|3} is preserved.

It thus follows that when Néel order and the Zeeman
field are both present, the twofold rotation {Cay|3} re-
mains a symmetry and Hy of Eq. (F5) commutes with
70", As a result, writing the Hamiltonian in a basis of
eigenstates of 7%¢” will render Hj, block diagonal. We
find that the two blocks are given by

+ n, Efr + by —iny
Hy = (:l:fm + by +iny —n, ’ (F8)
where + corresponds to the eigenvalues +1 of 7%0*. The
spectrum in each sector is given by the two branches ¢+
and —e®, where

et = n2 402 + (b, £ f)2. (F9)

In the main text we have shown the effect of Néel order
and a Zeeman field on the Dirac crossing at k¥ = 7 in
Fig. 9(c). The effects are easily extracted from (F9).
Expanding in small momentum ¢ around k = 7 we find
that the spectrum for nonzero NNV, takes the form

e = /N2 + (B +22)¢2, (F10)

which corresponds to a massive Dirac fermion with ve-
locity hw =/t + A\? and mass N,.. Note that the spec-
trum is identical in the two rotation eigenvalues sectors
(labeled by =+).

In the absence of Néel order but with nonzero Zeeman
field the dispersion close to k = 7 is given by

ef = /222 + (by £ t19)2. (F11)
This also describes the dispersion of a massive Dirac
fermion, but shifted in momentum and in opposite di-
rections for the two eigenvalue sectors. The dispersion is
shown in Fig. 9(c) by the blue curves, with dashed and
solid curves corresponding to the two rotation eigenvalue
sectors.

The main text mentions the fact that the antiferro-
magnetic “Néel insulator” (i.e., b, = 0 but nonzero N,)
has zero Berry phase polarization P,, whereas the “Zee-
man insulator” (i.e., N, = 0 but nonzero b,) represents
a Z, topological phase in 1D protected by inversion sym-
metry, with quantized polarization P, = e/2 mod e. To
demonstrate this, we construct a family of 1D insulators,
parametrized by an angle 6, which interpolate between
these two insulators. Specifically, we construct a family
of Hamiltonians H}'(6) = d” - p, where p = (p*, p¥, p*)
are Pauli matrices and n = £, with d" = (d2,d?,d?)

X y’
given by
dl = —n2ty cos(k/2) + by sin 6, (F12)
dy = Ny cos?, (F13)
d] = —MAsink. (F14)
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When 6 = 0 the Hamiltonian H,'(6) describes the Néel
insulator, and when 6§ = 7/2 the Hamiltonian describes
the Zeeman insulator. For all intermediate values of 6
this family of Hamiltonians maintains a gapped spec-
trum. The difference in polarization AP, between the
two insulators of interest is given by [85-88]

71'/2 T dk N 3
AP, = / d / Eaf rom). (1)
0 -
where the curvatures Q}, can be expressed as
d” - 9;d" x Opd"
Q] = (F16)

2|d7}|3

Here 0y = 0/0k and 0y = 0/06. Inserting the expres-
sions for d"”, we find

1
d" - 9;,.d" x 9pd" = iNy/\(bxck +n2s0¢}y),  (F17)

and

|d"| = \/Ngcg + A25% + (besg F ticky2)?, (F18)
where, as in the main text, we have abbreviated ¢, =
cosk, cg = cosf, and sy = sinf. Assuming that t; > 0
we then find the result

AP, = sgn(ANyb,) (F19)

e
5

The fact that the Zeeman insulator is an inversion sym-
metry protected Zs topological phase is also reflected in
the fact that, as b, is increased, a gap closing transition
necessarily occurs at k = 0. This transition occurs when
b, £ f. = 0, and therefore only occurs in one of the two
rotation eigenvalues sectors. At the transition two bands
with opposite inversion eigenvalues cross, thus changing
the parity of the product of inversion eigenvalues of the
occupied bands.

Appendix G: Quantized polarization in the
two-legged SSH ladder

In this Appendix we demonstrate that in the presence
of inversion symmetry, i.e. for vanishing interleg hop-
ping amplitude ¢ , the two legs composing the SSH lad-
der lead to a half-integer electronic contribution to the
polarization e/2 mod e. Let us start by recalling the
elementary band representations [106] for exponentially
localized and symmetric Wannier functions in inversion
symmetric chains. In particular, since we are interested
in the magnetoelectric coupling at one-quarter and three-
quarter filling, we only need the elementary band repre-
sentation for Wannier functions with maximal Wyckoff
positions whose stabilizer group contains inversion. We
have that for the Wannier function with center of charge
with coordinate x = 0 in the inversion-symmetric unit



cell, the two inversion eigenvalues at the center and edge
of the 1D BZ will both be +1. On the contrary, the
Wannier function with center of charge with coordinate
x = a/2 will be characterized by inversion eigenvalue
+1 at the I" point and invergion eigenvalue —1 at the X
point of the BZ. Let us now fix the origin of both the
ladders leg at the lattice site where the classical spin has
positive & component [see the inset of Fig. 11(a)]. Re-
member that the inversion centers for the two uncoupled
legs and t; = to correspond to the spin sites. We can
now compute the inversion eigenvalues by simply notic-
ing that the inversion operator for each leg can be written
as Z = diag (1, eik) ®og. It is straightforward to see that
at one-quarter filling the two Wannier functions of the
two legs will be centered on our chosen unit cell origin
for a magnetic field B, > 0 and instead will be cen-
tered at the maximal Wyckoff position with z = a/2 for
B, < 0. This result could be also anticipated by consid-
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ering the atomic limit ¢; 5 — 0 where the Hamiltonian
reduces to the local exchange term J S - o augmented
with the Zeeman coupling B,o,.

Having established the center of charge of the two
Wannier functions for the two independent legs, we can
now compute the electronic contribution to the total po-
larization of the two-legged SSH ladder. In doing so, we
recall that for finite values of ¢ , the absence of any elec-
tronic contribution of polarization at zero magnetic field
is protected by Z7, which requires fixing the origin of
the unit cell at the centers of the squares. As we are in-
terested in difference of polarization, we need to evaluate
the electric polarization for the inversion symmetric case
at finite fields with the same origin choice. In this case,
the center of charges have coordinate x = Fa/4 sign(B,,)
and hence the contribution to the polarization will be
P, = Fe/2 sign(B,). Thus, the electronic contribution
to the polarization always assumes half-integer values.
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