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Quantum geometric formulations of linear and nonlinear responses can be constructed from a
single building block in the form of a gauge-invariant interband transition operator. Here, we identify
a second building block for quantum geometry: a band-resolved adiabatic connection operator that
captures the noncommutativity between band projectors and their momentum derivatives. The
band-resolved adiabatic connection operator, first introduced in the theory of adiabatic driving,
serves as a generalized angular momentum within the state manifold of single bands, and we employ
it to reformulate expressions for the band-resolved orbital magnetic moment. This form provides
a complementary geometric interpretation alongside the multiband separation between energetic-
and quantum-state properties by the two-state Berry curvature. Our formalism allows us to present
formulas valid for both nondegenerate and degenerate bands, thereby removing the limitations of the
common Bloch-state formula. We illustrate our theory by calculating a large orbital magnetization
emerging without spin-orbit coupling in a spin-compensated, noncoplanar anomalous Hall magnet
with degenerate bands.

Introduction.— Traditional band theory analyzes the
properties of metals and semiconductors in terms of band
velocities and effective masses. The past few decades
have demonstrated that this description is incomplete.
Further geometric quantities, such as the quantum met-
ric and Berry curvature, need to be added in order to
describe phenomena such as linear and nonlinear Hall
and optical responses, superconductivity, flatband, and
Landau-level physics [1–8]. The geometric quantities
capture the momentum-space dependence of wave func-
tions and reveal an intriguing interplay between inter-
band transitions in multiband systems and a single-band
description in curved projective space.

Although the modern theory of orbital magnetization
has been revealed more than a decade ago [9, 10], its com-
plete quantum-geometric origin remains elusive. The for-
mulation of the orbital magnetization as a ground state
property suggests the need for an additional quantum
geometric quantity distinct from the quantum metric
and Berry curvature [11–15], which depends explicitly
on the Bloch Hamiltonian. The orbital magnetization,
as a mixed energetic-geometric quantity, is distinct from
purely geometric Abelian generalizations, built on traces
over band projectors and their derivatives [16–21]. In ad-
dition, the broadly used formulation in terms of Bloch
states prevents an efficient investigation of band- and
momentum-resolved contributions as well as the treat-
ment of degenerate bands. A gauge-invariant formulation
in terms of band projector of individual bands [19, 20, 22–
27] will allow the treatment of the orbital magnetic mo-
ment for non-degenerate and degenerate bands on equal
footing. It could enable band-resolved-geometric insights
into the microscopic origin of large orbital magnetization
predicted in noncoplanar orbital magnets [28–31] and po-
tentially make analytic and numerical investigations [32–
35] more efficient.

In this manuscript, we present two complementary
quantum-geometric descriptions of the orbital magneti-
zation built upon a systematic quantum geometric de-
composition [19, 20, 26, 36] within a fully-quantum finite-
temperature Matsubara Green’s function approach [37].
We show that the orbital magnetization can equivalently
be understood as arising from (1) the non-commutativity
of parallel Bloch-state transport within the ground state
perspective or as being caused by (2) the Abelian two-
state Berry curvature [19, 20] within a multiband per-
spective. The connection to parallel Bloch-state trans-
port is established upon explicitly summing over virtual
band transitions, where we identify a gauge-invariant
band-resolved adiabatic connection operator, first intro-
duced in the theory of adiabatic driving [38–46]. The adi-
abatic connection operator complements the interband
transition operator [16, 19, 20] as a second minimal build-
ing block of quantum geometry of Bloch states; and we
compare these two building blocks in Tab. I.

We formulate our theory entirely in terms of band pro-
jectors that enable the treatment of non-degenerate and
degenerate bands on equal footing. We exemplify theory
by investigating the orbital magnetization of a nonrel-
ativistic noncoplanar anomalous (also called topological
or geometrical) Hall effect magnet [28, 47, 48] hosting
topological two-fold degenerate bands which was stud-
ied previously for quantum anomalous [49] and magneto-
optical [47] effects. Our calculations also confirm that the
symmetry of the time-reversal broken anomalous Hall ef-
fect and orbital magnetization are captured by spin group
theory [50] and the effects can emerge without the ne-
cessity for spin-orbit coupling and spin-split bands, as
pointed out previously [47]. Our decomposition of orbital
magnetization also shows that the adiabatic connection
related contribution can be a dominating contribution in
nonrelativistic noncoplanar magnets. Our results thus
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Projector form iP̂n∂aP̂mP̂m −i
[
P̂n, ∂aP̂n

]
Two-band systems ± 1

4

[
n× ∂an+ i ∂an

]
· σ 1

2

(
n× ∂an

)
· σ

N-band systems
− 1

4

(
bn × ∂abm

)
· λ

+ i
4

(
2
N
∂abm + bn ⋆ ∂abm

)
· λ

1
2

(
bn × ∂abn

)
· λ

TABLE I. The interband transition operator and band-resolved adiabatic connection operator serve as minimal building blocks
for quantum geometry of Bloch states. We provide the gauge-invariant projector form [16, 19, 20] as well as the general expres-
sions for two-band and N-band systems using the generators of SU(2) and SU(N) [23]. We sketch the physical interpretation
within state and energy space for a 1d two-band system.

demonstrate that nonrelativistic quantum geometry be-
yond Berry curvature [28], Berry curvature dipole and
quantum metric [36, 51] may play an important role in
our understanding of observable effects and spintronics
applications in noncoplanar antiferromagnets.

Band-resolved adiabatic connection operator.— We
consider a general quadratic Bloch Hamiltonian Ĥ(k)
with arbitary number of bands, which decomposes into
the (potentially Nn-degenerate) band dispersions En(k)
and the corresponding orthogonal and smooth Bloch pro-
jectors P̂n(k),

Ĥ(k) =
∑

n∈bands

En(k) P̂n(k) . (1)

The gauge-invariant projectors and their derivatives form
the building block of a comprehensive quantum geomet-
ric analysis of the Bloch state manifold in terms of physi-
cal quantum geometric quantities. The interband transi-
tion operator êanm(k) = iP̂n(k) ∂ka

P̂m(k) P̂m(k) provides
a minimal building block for optical responses [16], lead-
ing to the notion of two-state (or, generally, multi-state)
quantum geometry involving band projectors of multiple
bands [19, 20]. We point out that the two-state quan-
tum metric and Berry curvature are directly related to
the single-band quantities upon summation over all re-
mote bands. In contrast, the interband transition op-
erator is insufficient to provide a complete quantum ge-
ometric description of observables that are expected to
be ground state properties but yield unconventional vir-

tual interband transitions weighted by energy. We will
demonstrate this below explicitly for the orbital magnetic
moment.
For this purpose, we introduce the band-resolved adia-

batic connection operator

L̂a
n(k) = −i

[
P̂n(k), ∂ka

P̂n(k)
]
, (2)

capturing the non-commutativity of the Bloch projectors
of a particular band n with its derivative. The adia-
batic connection operator is well-established to capture
parallel state transport within the state manifold and
serves as counterdiabatic Hamiltonian upon summation
over all bands in the context of adiabatic quantum driv-
ing [38–46]. Here, it captures the parallel transport of
Bloch states within a given band n under momentum
shift, serving as the generator for shifting the band pro-
jector Pn(k) to Pn(k + δk). As such, the operator L̂a

n

naturally forms an additional minimal building block for
physical processes restricted to a band, complementing
the interband transition operator êanm capturing transi-
tions between two bands; as visualized for a two-band
system in Tab. I
It is important to note that both operators are not

independent of each other, yielding partially the same
information about the Bloch state manifold. The
off-diagonal components ⟨un(k)|La

n(k)|um(k)⟩ for non-
degenerate bands yield the non-Abelian Berry connec-
tion ranm(k) = i⟨un(k)|∂ka

um(k)⟩ captured by êanm
[16]. As limiting process of triangulation of the
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Bloch state manifold [25], the close relation sheds
an alternative interpretation on the two-state quan-
tum geometric tensor tr

[
êamn(k)ê

b
nm(k)

]
= (1 −

δnm) tr[P̂m(k)L̂a
n(k)L̂b

n(k)] and the quantum geometric

tensor Qab
n (k) = tr[P̂n(k)L̂a

n(k)L̂b
n(k)]. Whereas the for-

mer arises from parallel transport of Bloch states with
respect to a remote band, the latter arises from parallel
transport of Bloch states with respect to the same band.

Considering a generic two-band system Ĥ(k) =
d0(k)+d(k)·σ expressed in the Pauli basis, the adiabatic
connection operator yields the compact form 1

2 (n(k) ×
∂kan(k)) · σ with n(k) = d(k)/|d(k)|. Since n(k) deter-
mines the position on the Bloch sphere and ∂kan(k) is

an orthogonal tangent vector to the sphere, L̂a
n(k) gen-

erates the rotation on the Bloch sphere, generalizing the
notation of the generator of angular momentum to ro-
tations in state space; see Tab. I. Extending this geo-
metric interpretation to general N -band Hamiltonians in
terms of generalized Bloch vectors bn(k) [23], we find

that L̂a
n(k) = 1

2 (bn(k) × ∂ka
bn(k)) · λ with the cross

product arising from the fully antisymmetric form fac-
tors of the SU(N) algebra formed by the generators λ.

Quantum geometric origin of orbital magnetization.—
We perform a systematic decomposition of the orbital
magnetization into its energetic and quantum-geometric
components. We start from the expression obtained
within the Matsubara Green’s function formalism [37],
which ensures that the orbital magnetization

Morb = −∂K

∂B

∣∣∣
n,B=0

(3)

as response of the grand potential per unit volume K
under an external magnetic field B and fixed particle
density n yields all virtual interband processes at finite
temperature, ensuring the completeness of the quantum
geometric decomposition. We note that this approach is
valid for non-topological and topological insulators and
metals described by the Bloch Hamiltonian Ĥ(k).
As described in detail in the SM [52], we insert the pro-

jector expansion of the Bloch Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) into
the Green’s function expression isolating the Matsubara
summation and the trace over the matrix-valued vertices
∂ka

Ĥ(k), that decompose into the intraband component

van(k)P̂n(k) and the interband component iϵnm(k)êanm(k)
with quasiparticle velocity van(k) = ∂ka

En(k) and direct
band gap ϵnm(k) = En(k)− Em(k) [20]. The intraband
contribution vanishes by asymmetry in x ↔ y. The in-
terband contributions result in

Mz =
e

2ℏc
∑
n,m
n̸=m

ˆ
k

fnm(k)
(
En(k)− µ

)
Ωxy

mn(k)

− e

2ℏc
∑
n,m
n̸=m

ˆ
k

f ′
n(k)

(
En(k)− µ

)
ϵnm(k) Ωxy

mn(k) , (4)

involving the two-state Berry curvature Ωxy
mn(k) =

i tr
[
P̂n(k)∂kx

P̂m(k)∂ky
P̂n(k)

]
− (x ↔ y), while clearly

mz
n(k)

[
e
ℏc
]

Projector form − 1
2
Im tr

[
Ĥ(k)

[
∂kx P̂n(k), ∂ky P̂n(k)

]]
Geometric form − 1

2
Im tr

[
Ĥ(k)

[
L̂x

n(k), L̂y
n(k)

]]
Bloch state 1

2
Im ⟨∂kxun(k)|Ĥ(k)− En(k)|∂kyun(k)⟩

Two-band − 1
2
|d(k)|n(k) ·

[
∂kxn(k)× ∂kyn(k)

]
N-band − 1

2
h(k) ·

[
∂kxbn(k)× ∂kybn(k)

]
TABLE II. Different forms of the orbital magnetic moment
mz

n(k) of band n in units of e/ℏc arising from the gauge-
invariant projector formalism.

separating energetic and quantum-geometric contribu-

tions. We use the short notation
´
k
≡
´
BZ

ddk
(2π)d

for the

momentum integral over the BZ. The Matsubara summa-
tion reveals a second term present at finite temperature
[37], which is not present in the modern theory of polar-
ization [9]. In the zero temperature limit, part of Eq. (4)
can be brought into ϵnm(k) Ωxy

mn(k) summed over occu-
pied bands n and unoccupied bands m [8].
From modern theory of orbital magnetization [9, 10],

it is well-established that Mz is a ground state prop-
erty such that the multiband form in Eq. (4) should
be reducible to band projectors of the occupied states
only, while carefully taking the energetic prefactor into
account upon summation. Indeed, the summation over
remote bands can be performed in various terms by using∑

m̸=n Ω
xy
mn(k) = Ωxy

n (k) yielding the Berry curvature of

band n [20]. We find that the remaining terms yield∑
m

Em(k) Ωxy
mn(k) = i tr

[
Ĥ(k)[L̂x

n(k), L̂y
n(k)]

]
(5)

with Ωxy
nn(k) = Ωxy

n (k) upon summation over all bands,
where we identified the commutator of adiabatic connec-
tion operator L̂a

n(k) of band n defined in Eq. (2). We
note that the trace on the right-hand site of Eq. (5) is
not a purely Abelian quantum geometric invariant as it in-
volves Ĥ(k) within the trace but requires matrix-valued
(non-Abelian) quantities. The band-resolved adiabatic
connection operator serves as one minimal building block
for these.
Orbital magnetic moment.— By inserting Eq. (5) into

Eq. (4), the orbital magnetization restricted to the con-
tributions of each band reads

Mz =
∑
n

ˆ
k

[(
fn(k) + (En(k)− µ)f ′

n(k)
)
mz

n(k)

− e

ℏc
fn(k) (En(k)− µ) Ωxy

n (k)
]
. (6)

We recover the modern theory of orbital magnetization
[9, 10] at sufficiently low temperature when (En(k) −
µ)f ′

n(k) ≈ 0, after identifying the quantum geometric
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form of the orbital magnetic moment of each band

mz
n(k) = − e

2ℏc
Im tr

[
Ĥ(k)

[
L̂x
n(k), L̂y

n(k)
]]

. (7)

From a quantum geometric perspective, the band-
resolved orbital magnetic moment yields a clear quantum
geometric interpretation as the mismatch of Bloch-state
parallel transport in two directions within the curved
quantum state manifold of band n.

As summarized in Tab. II, the gauge-invariant quan-
tum geometric formulation enables several straightfor-
ward reformulations of the orbital magnetic moment [52],
which provides further insights into its physical proper-
ties and streamlines analytic and numerical evaluations.
Using L̂x

n(k) L̂y
n(k) = ∂kx

P̂n(k) ∂ky
P̂n(k) following from

basic projector identities, we obtain the projector ex-
pression with the minimal number of band projectors.
Inserting the band projector of a non-degenerate band
P̂n(k) = |un(k)⟩⟨un(k)| leads to the well-established
Bloch state form of the orbital magnetic moment [9, 10].
For the generic two-band case, we recover the proportion-
ality of the orbital magnetic moment with the Berry cur-
vature, mz

±(k) = ± e
2ℏc∆(k)Ωxy

± (k) for upper and lower
band with band gap ∆(k) [53, 54]. As revealed by the
general N -band form, this proportionality is no longer
valid since, in general, the Bloch Hamiltonian vector h(k)
is generically not proportional to the Bloch state vector
bn(k) [23], suggesting a much richer phenomenology of
the orbital magnetic moment in systems with more than
two bands.

Orbital magnetization as ground state property.— We
focus on the zero temperature limit in the following,
where piecewise smooth P̂occ =

∑
n θ(µ − En(k))P̂n(k)

yields the projector to the occupied states when setting
θ(0) = 1. The divergence at the Fermi level arising

from momentum derivative of P̂occ(k) [11] cancels within
the adiabatic connection operator of the occupied states
L̂a
occ(k) = −i[P̂occ(k), ∂ka

P̂occ(k)] making L̂a
occ(k) piece-

wise smooth. We use L̂a
occ to define the orbital magnetic

momentum of the occupied state manifold analogously
to Eq. (7). We find that the summation over the band-
resolved orbital magnetic moments and mz

occ deviate by
virtual interband transitions within the occupied mani-
fold [52]∑
n∈occ

mz
n(k) = mz

occ(k) +
e

2ℏc
∑

n,m∈occ

ϵnm(k) Ωxy
nm(k) . (8)

These transitions are compensated by the deviation
between the summation of En(k)Ω

xy
n (k) over occu-

pied states and tr[Ĥ(k)Ω̂xy
occ(k)] with the matrix-

valued (non-Abelian) Berry curvature Ω̂xy
occ(k) =

P̂occ(k)[∂kx P̂occ(k), ∂ky P̂occ(k)]P̂occ(k). Thus, we obtain
the compact form of the orbital magnetization in terms
of the quantum geometry of the occupied state manifold,

Mz =

ˆ
k

mz
occ(k)−

e

ℏc

ˆ
k

tr
[(
Ĥ(k)− µ

)
Ω̂xy

occ(k)
]
. (9)

FIG. 1. Minimal model of noncoplanar anomalous Hall ef-
fect magnet[47]: magnetic unit cell on a 2D triangular lattice
with magnetic moments on 4 sites forming a compensated
noncoplanar magnetic order, shown in top-down projection
(a) and from a side angle (b). The magnetic moments form
a tetrahedron that remains invariant under spin-translation
group symmetry operations (two-fold rotations) exchanging
pairs of moments (c).

Upon basic projector manipulations, this expression is
equivalent to existing projector expressions of the orbital
magnetization [11, 13, 15, 32, 55], upon which current ab-
initio implementations are based [56]. These expressions
are not minimal in the numbers of projector but enable a
more transparent connection to the spatially-local form
of orbital magnetization [57, 58]. We recover the Bloch
state form of the non-Abelian Berry curvature [59] upon
insertion of the respective projector [52].
We close the discussion of the formalism by noting that

the smoothness of the Bloch projectors enables a robust
approximation of its gradient on a discrete grid ∇P̂ (k) =∑

b wbb
[
P̂ (k+b)−P̂ (k)

]
with connecting vectors b and

adequate weights on the shells |b| = b [20, 60, 61], which
makes the quantities and its individual terms in Eqs. (4),
(7), and (9) straightforwardly accessible numerically.
Furthermore, it enables making connection to the well-

established matrix elements M
(k,b)
mn = ⟨um(k)|un(k+b)⟩

[60] and C
(k,b1,b2)
mn = ⟨um(k+ b1)|Ĥ(k)|un(k+ b2)⟩ [32]

by inserting the corresponding Bloch projector of the
(non-)degenerate band or occupied states. In the SM
[52], we provide an estimate for the asymptotic compu-
tational complexity for the construction of the Bloch pro-
jectors and matrix elements as well as the evaluation of
the quantum geometric quantities.
Application to noncoplanar magnet.— We illustrate

the abstract discussion of our formalism on a minimal
model of noncoplanar anomalous (also called topological)
Hall effect magnet [3, 28, 47, 49]. For this, we consider a
2D tight-binding model on a triangular lattice [47] with
nearest-neighbor hopping tij and on-site exchange cou-
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(a) (b) (c) (e)(d)

FIG. 2. The minimal model hosts four double-degenerate topological bands with nonzero Chern number (a). Both contributions
to the orbital magnetization arising from the orbital magnetic moment mz

n and the Berry curvature Ωxy
n show large contributions

up to 1.5 e/hc of opposite sign (b,c), which results into large and strongly energy-dependent orbital magnetization (d) that
strongly deviate from the anomalous Hall response (e) We give the individual band contributions as dashed and dotted lines.

pling J ,

Ĥ = −
∑
⟨ij⟩,σ

tij ĉ
†
iσ ĉjσ − J

∑
i,σ,σ′

ĉ†iσσσσ′ ĉiσ′ · Ĵi (10)

where ĉ†iσ and ĉiσ are the electronic creation and anni-
hilation operators with spin σ =↑, ↓, respectively. The
spin quantization axis is chosen in the out-of-plane di-
rection for convenience. The unit cell is composed out
of four nonequivalent lattice sites with noncoplanar mag-
netic moments Ji = J Ĵi with |Ĵi| = 1 that are fully

compensated
∑

i Ĵi = 0; see Fig. 1. We give the 8 × 8
Bloch Hamiltonian matrix in the SM [52]. We set the
strength of the hopping amplitude and on-site exchange
coupling to one in the following, |tij | = J = 1.
We analyze the spin symmetries of the model [30,

50, 62, 63]. The spin space symmetry group of the
model (10) can be written as a product of the spin-only
group, spin-translation group and nontrivial spin group
G = GSO × GST × GNT . Due to noncoplanar spin or-
dering, the spin-only group contains only the identity
operation GSO = {[E||E]}. The nontrivial spin group
is GNT = P 30016001/

1mm100
001 mm100

100 m120, whose orbital
part [50] fully coincides with the crystal space group
of the nonmagnetic system P6/mmm (space group no.
191). The spin-translation group is a dihedral group
isomorphic to the point group 222 [47, 50] with oper-
ations [C1

2 ||E|τ( e12 )], [C
2
2 ||E|τ( e22 )] and [C3

2 ||E|τ( e1+e2
2 )]

combining two-fold spin-rotation and lattice translations
along the hexagonal axes, as indicated in Fig. 1. The
spin and orbital part of the spin point group [50] are
Ps = 222⋊ 3m = 43m and Porb = 6/mm′m′.
In reciprocal space, the spin part Ps enforces expecta-

tion value of the spin polarization to be zero and bands to

be at least doubly degenerate for all momenta, as pointed
out previously [47, 50]. We show the dispersion of the
four bands along the high-symmetry lines in Fig. 2(a),
where we label the bands by increasing energy.
According to the nonrelativistic spin group symme-

try analysis, both orbital magnetization and anomalous
Hall vector [3, 30] transform as axial, time-reversal-odd
pseudovectors and are determined by the orbital part of
the symmetry Porb. In our model, non-zero out-of-plane
components σxy andMz are allowed, while in-plane com-
ponents vanish. Simultaneously, the effective cubic spin
symmetry Ps enforces spin magnetization to be zero.
The non-trivial geometry and topology of the degener-

ate bands are straightforwardly captured within the pro-
jector formalism by considering the rank-2 Bloch projec-
tors

P̂n(k)= |u(n1)(k)⟩⟨u(n1)(k)|+|u(n2)(k)⟩⟨u(n2)(k)| , (11)

where |u(ns)(k)⟩ are orthogonal eigenstates within the

energy subspace, i.e., Ĥ(k)|u(ns)(k)⟩ = En(k)|u(ns)(k)⟩.
The projector is invariant under SU(2) gauge transforma-
tions, unlike the two individual terms. The Berry curva-
ture Ωxy

n (k) = i tr
[
P̂n(k)[∂kx

P̂n(k), ∂ky
P̂n(k)]

]
as well as

the orbital magnetic moment mz
n(k) in Eq. (7) provide

the adequate generalization to degenerate bands [24]. We
note that a naive insertion of |u(ns)(k)⟩ into the formu-
las for non-degenerate bands does, in general, provide
non-physical results, with the Abelian Berry curvature
as a rare exception. The SU(2) gauge symmetry can be
explicitly restored by including further non-Abelian con-
tributions, which are taken into account directly within
the projector formalism.
In Fig. 3, we show the momentum distribution of

Ωxy
n (k) and mz

n(k) of the four degenerate bands. We
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

(e) (f) (g) (h)

FIG. 3. The momentum-resolved Berry curvature Ωxy
n (k) (a-d) and orbital magnetic moment mz

n(k) (e-h) in units e/ℏc for the
four degenerate bands obtained within the projector formalism via the rank-2 projector given in Eq. (11). We denote the BZ
and the high-symmetry points and the BZ boundary (dashed lines). The color scale is normalized to the smallest and largest
value for each quantity.

note that the three lower dispersive bands yield dom-
inant contributions that arise near the high-symmetry
point K, where the three bands are degenerate in the
back-folded band structure of the triangular lattice at
J = 0 [52] and split for finite onsite magnetic moments
J > 0. The large band splitting of the highest band
for zero J explains the missing contribution at K. In
addition, the upper two bands show contributions that
are an order of magnitude smaller but distributed over
a broad momentum region on the Γ-M line, where the
upper two bands are degenerate for zero J [52]. All
four bands are topological hosting a nonzero Chern num-
ber Cn = − 1

2π

´
BZ

d2kΩxy
n (k) [28, 47], which explains

the fixed relation between large concentrated and small
but broadly spread Berry curvature. As both Ωxy

n (k)
and mz

n(k) yield the same dependence on momentum

changes of the Bloch states via [∂kx
P̂n(k), ∂ky

P̂n(k)], a
similar momentum distribution is expected. However,
the sign and amplitude can significantly differ, as evident
in Fig. 3.

We note that upon (weakly) breaking the sym-
metry protecting the band degeneracy, the projec-
tor of the previously degenerate subspace separate
into two well-defined rank-1 projectors, i.e., P̂n(k) =

P̂(n1)(k) + P̂(n2)(k), where the corresponding Ωxy
(ns)(k)

and mz
(ns)(k) can develop a richer substructure and

topology, e.g., due to additional avoided band cross-
ings [61]. For instance upon adding onsite Zeeman

splitting Ĥpert = δ
∑

i(ĉ
†
i↑ĉi↑ − ĉ†i↓ĉi↓)), the four de-

generate bands with Chern numbers {1,−1,−1, 1} split
into eight non-degenerate bands with Chern numbers
{1, 0,−2, 1, 1,−2, 0, 1} for δ = 0.1.

We evaluate the two contributions to the orbital mag-

netization in Eq. (6) in the zero temperature limit and
resolved for each degenerate band Mz

1,n = 2π
´
occ

mz
n(k)

and Mz
2,n = −2π

´
occ

(En(k)−µ)Ωxy
n (k) in units e/hc in-

tegrating over the occupied states
´
occ

≡
´
k
θ(µ−En(k));

see Fig. 2(b,c). Summed over all bands, both contribu-
tions yield large but non-quantized values of order 1 for
a chemical potential between −3 and 3 dominated by
contributions around the high-symmetry point K for the
two lower bands. The slope of Mz

2,n scales as the respec-
tive Chern number Cn for fully filled bands according to
Eq. (6) [9, 10], whereas the individual band contributions
(dashed-dotted lines) of Mz

1,n saturate. The opposite rel-
ative sign implies a strong dependence on the chemical
potential for the full contribution Mz = Mz

1 +Mz
2 vary-

ing between −0.4 and 0.4 with various sign changes; see
Fig. 2(d). In Fig. 2(e), we provide band contributions to
the anomalous Hall response σxy

n = −2π
´
occ

Ωxy
n (k) as

well as the full response (solid lines) at zero temperature
for varying chemical potential in units e2/h, reflecting the
quantization to ±1 in the band gaps in agreement with
the respective Chern numbers [47]. It is evident that the
anomalous Hall contribution and the orbital magnetiza-
tion are not simply related confirming previous results
for kagome noncoplanar magnets [64].
We point out that the model has been used to explain

quantum topological Hall and magneto-optical effect due
to scalar spin chirality in K0.5RhO2 [47, 49]. It has been
experimentally demonstrated that a similar noncoplanar
magnetic structure in CoTa3S6 hosts large spontaneous
Hall effect [65, 66]. We compare spin group symmetries
of the model with other noncoplanar magnets which are
candidates for studying orbital magnetization from par-
allel transport from first-principles calculations in the
SM [52].
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Conclusion and Outlook.— We have introduced the
band-resolved adiabatic connection operator in Eq. (2)
into the basic building blocks of quantum geometry for
quantum matter and, thereby, provided a direct link to
the theory of parallel state transport. We have refor-
mulated the band-resolved orbital magnetic moment and
the orbital magnetic moment of occupied states in terms
of their respective adiabatic connections, connecting or-
bital magnetization to the geometry of the curved Bloch-
state manifold; see Eq. (7). We have provided an alter-
native multiband formulation in terms of the two-state
Berry curvature. We have derived equations for the or-
bital magnetic moment for general two- and N-band sys-
tems. Finally, we have shown that the contribution from
the adiabatic connection can be large in nonrelativistic
anomalous noncoplanar magnets. We have shown that
it can originate from contributions broadly distributed
over the Brillouin zone away from high-symmetry points,
particularly in narrow bands, potentially clarifying the

large variety of small or large orbital magnetization seen,
for instance, in altermagnetic systems [31, 67]. Our for-
mulation might also be advantageous for obtaining ex-
act analytic insights beyond two-band systems, as well
as for simplifying the numerical evaluation of band- and
momentum-resolved components contributing to the or-
bital magnetization. We expect our formulation to help
gain quantum geometric understanding of other physi-
cal properties, e.g., those that are not representable by
Abelian quantum geometric quantities [20] only but in-
volve non-Abelian quantum geometry [17, 24, 27, 68, 69].
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