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Massless Fermions on a half-space

The curious case of 2+1-dimensions
Shovon Biswas and Gordon W. Semenoff
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Boundary conditions for a massless Dirac fermion in 2+1 dimensions where the space is a half-plane are discussed in

detail. It is argued that linear boundary conditions that leave the Hamiltonian Hermitian generically break C P and T

symmetries as well as Lorentz and conformal symmetry. We show that there is essentially one special case where a

single species of fermion has CPT and the full Poincare and conformal symmetry of the boundary. We show that, with

doubled fermions, there is a second special case which respects CPT but still violates Lorentz and conformal symmetry.

This second special case is essentially the unique boundary condition where the Dirac operator has fermion zero mode

edge states. We discuss how the edge states lead to exotic representations of scale, phase and translation symmetries

and how imposing a symmetry requirement leads to edge ferromagnetism of the system. We prove that the exotic

ferromagnetic representations are indeed carried by the ground states of the system perturbed by a class of interaction

Hamiltonians which includes the non-relativistic Coulomb interaction.

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the fascinating properties of the Dirac theory of

fermions quantized in 2+ 1 spacetime dimensions is that the

mass term in the Dirac equation can, an in some cases must,

break some of the discrete spacetime symmetries. For exam-

ple, for a single two-component Dirac spinor the Dirac equa-

tion with a mass term,
[

/∂ +m
]

ψ(x) = 0, while having the full

Poincare symmetry expected of a relativistic wave equation,

necessarily violates both spacetime parity (P) and time rever-

sal (T ) invariance, although it does have good charge conju-

gation (C) symmetry, PT and CPT .

Of course the P and T symmetries can be restored by dou-

bling the fermions so that the two species of fermions trans-

form into each other under P or T , but then the signs of the

mass term for each of the two species must be different and

the mass terms break a global U(2) symmetry (or O(2) sym-

metry in the case of Majorana fermions) which would rotate

the two species into each other. One has the statement that,

even for the case of doubled fermions, they can have a mass

gap, but that gap must necessarily violate either P and T or an

internal U(2) (or O(2)) symmetry as U(2)→U(1)×U(1) or

O(2)→ Z2 ×Z2.

In this note we wish to point out another fact, that even

in the absence of mass, a single species of Dirac fermion de-

fined on a 2+1-dimensional spacetime with a 1+1-dimensional

boundary also violates the discrete spacetime symmetries P

and T through its boundary conditions. Like a mass term,

it preserves PT . In addition, like for a massive fermion, P

and T can be restored by doubling the fermions, but then the

boundary condition will violate a U(2) symmetry. Note that

we do not include the Majorana option here, since, generi-

cally, there isn’t one. Unlike a mass term, boundary condi-

tions for a single massless fermion on a half-space generally

violate C. Here, and in the rest of this paper, we will always

take the boundary to be as symmetric as possible, specifically,

if xµ = (x0,x1,x2), are the Cartesian coordinates of open, infi-

nite Minkowski space, we will consider the half-space x1 > 0.

We will show that there is only one essentially unique spe-

cial case of a boundary condition where a single species of

fermion can have C symmetry. That theory, even though it vi-

olates P and T , has C and CPT invariance and it also preserves

the Poincare and conformal symmetry of the boundary. It has

the only boundary condition where a single species fermion

can be a boundary conformal field theory. In all other cases,

a single fermion species violates C and CPT and, coinciden-

tally, it also violates the Lorentz and conformal symmetries of

the boundary.

We will also find that when the fermions are doubled, this

special, highly symmetric theory has C, P and T symme-

tries as well as the full conformal symmetry of the boundary

and, amongst all of the possibilities we consider, it is still the

unique one which is a boundary conformal field theory. It is

the theory described in equations (31)-(36) of section III be-

low. We will refer to it as the BCFT. For doubled fermions,

we shall call the two species “the valleys”, after the terminol-

ogy used in graphene. This boundary conformal field theory is

the low energy theory that models clean graphene near charge

neutrality and with an armchair boundary1 2.

There is, for doubled fermions, a second boundary condi-

tion that preserves C as well as P and T , distinct from the

boundary conformal field theory described above. The differ-

ence is that its C transformation, like P and T , interchanges

the two valleys, whereas in the conformal field theory it does

not. Having C, P and T separately, it has CPT symmetry but

it is not Lorentz or conformal invariant. The Lorentz and con-

formal symmetries are broken by the boundary condition and

they cannot be restored by doubling. This theory still has the

residual translation symmetries and the scale symmetry of the

boundary and it is an example of a scale invariant but not con-

formally invariant field theory. It is the one described in equa-

tions (37)-(42) of section III and we shall refer to it as the

“zig-zag theory” as it describes the low energy limit of elec-

trons near the charge neutral point in clean graphene with a

zig-zag edge. The interesting feature of the zig-zag theory

is that it has the unique boundary condition where the Dirac

Hamiltonian can have static fermion zero mode edge states.

The existence of bound states in a scale invariant theory where

there are no dimensionful parameters is already unusual. In

addition to that, Fermion zero modes have long been associ-
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ated with exotic realizations of symmetries3 and this zig-zag

theory is no exception. In this case it is the representation of

the scaling symmetry which we shall find interesting.

We will show that the only populations of the zero mode

edge states with fermions which can be scale invariant are

those where complete bands of the states are either completely

filled or completely empty. This fact, together with a require-

ment of U(1) charge neutrality will lead us to the valley ferro-

magnetic states. Of course such states are only one or two of

the enormous number of candidates amongst the degenerate

ground states in a system with an infinite number of fermion

zero modes and, in the free fermion theory, there is little be-

sides their special symmetry property that distinguishes them.

To improve on this situation, we generalize an old argument,

related to the Hund rules of atomic physics, and previously

applied to the quantum Hall ferromagnetism that is seen in

graphene4 to prove that a perturbation of the free fermion the-

ory by an instantaneous Coulomb interaction actually favours

these ferromagnetic states – in fact they are the exact ground

state if the Coulomb interaction is weak enough. This estab-

lishes their importance and therefore the importance of scale

invariant states.

Practically any discussion of massless relativistic fermions

in 2+1-dimensions should have applications to Dirac

materials5, examples of which are d-wave superconductors,

graphene, and topological insulators. Graphene has long been

a venue where field theoretical ideas about 2+1 dimensional

Dirac fermions could find application6 and boundary condi-

tions for the Dirac field corresponding to various boundaries

have been found7 and are compatible with what we shall find

in this paper. Moreover, the occurrence of edge states on zig-

zag edges of graphene8,9 was discussed years before graphene

was readily available in the laboratory and their fascinating

properties have inspired literally thousands of research papers.

The edge states themselves are readily detected by experimen-

tal techniques such as scanning tunnelling microscopy10,11,

high resolution transmission electron microscopy12 and atom-

by-atom spectroscopy13. Most theoretical modelling using a

variety of techniques, mean field theory8,14, density functional

theory15, numerics16 and perturbation theory17, indicate that

the edge states favour taking up a ferromagnetic configura-

tion, although this has yet to be seen reliably in experiments.

Such an edge ferromagnetic state is expected to have impor-

tant technological applications in spintronics15. The theoreti-

cal computations normally use the lattice tight binding model

of graphene and various types of interactions and mean field

theory arguments. Our results are confined to the scale in-

variant continuum theory that would describe the electrons in

a low energy, large wavelength limit of clean graphene near

charge neutrality. In that context, our proof that the scale in-

variant valley or spin ferromagnetic states are actually the true

ground states of such a system with a weak Coulomb interac-

tion added is in line with other results in this vein. Affleck17

et.al. give a strong argument that the ground state of charge

neutral graphene with a weak Hubbard interaction is edge fer-

romagnetic and they also argue, with somewhat less rigour

that the same should apply with the Coulomb interaction. Our

work uses a similar technique, is in agreement with them

and, in addition, it solves the issue of edge-bulk hybridization

which they left as an open problem. It also treats the Coulomb

interaction directly and it is easily generalized to other inter-

actions. Finally, we emphasize the tantalizing possibility that

this edge state ferromagnetism could be confirmed by experi-

ment in the near future.

One interesting property iof the valley ferromagnetic states

that we find, and which we would like to understand better, is

an induced momentum density for momentum parallel to the

boundary (see equation (55),

〈

T
02(x)

〉

=± 1

4π

1

x3
1

where the sign depends on the polarization of the ferromagnet.

This equation is relevant to spin polarized graphene. With

two degenerate spin states, it can easily cancel between two

spin degrees of freedom. It can also easily be shown that this

apparent buildup of momentum density is not due to fermion

transport as the fermion number current vanishes,

〈

J2(x)
〉

= 0

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In sec-

tion II we will discuss the possible boundary conditions for

the Dirac field. This includes a discussion of both the discrete

and continuous spacetime symmetries. It is where we show

that the BCFT is the only Lorentz and conformal invariant

possibility. In section III we look at the possibility of restoring

the discrete spacetime symmetries by doubling the number of

fermions. We find and then we concentrate on two interesting

cases, which we will call the BCFT and the zigzag theories.

In section IV we explore the zigzag theory in more detail by

solving the Dirac equation explicitly and then discussing the

possible ground states of the quantum field theory. It is there

that we argue that scale invariance is closely tied to valley fer-

romagnetism. In section V we prove that the ferromagnetic

states are the ground state of the zigzag theory deformed by

a weak nonrelativistic Coulomb interaction. In section VI we

offer conclusions.

II. SINGLE SPECIES OF MASSLESS DIRAC FERMION

Consider a single Dirac Fermion which obeys the massless

Dirac equation

iγµ∂µ ψ(x) = 0 (1)

with the Dirac field obeying equal time anti-commutation re-

lations

{

ψ(x),ψ†(x′)
}

δ (x0 − x′0) = δ (x− x′) (2)

and defined on the half-space (x0,x1,x2) with x1 > 0. The

spinor field must also obey a boundary condition which we

will assume is linear and we will take as

lim
x1→0

(1−Π)ψ(x) = 0 (3)



3

where Π is a 2× 2 matrix. In the following we will discuss

the possible forms of Π. Note that the anti-commutator (2) is

valid only in the region where x1,x′1 > 0.

We will consider linear boundary conditions where the

Dirac Hamiltonian

H = iγ0~γ ·~∇ (4)

defined on the space with a boundary is a self-adjoint differ-

ential operator. A necessary condition is that the normal com-

ponent of the fermion particle flux vanishes there, that is,

−ψ†(x)γ0γ1ψ(x)
∣

∣

x1=0
= 0 (5)

This requirement is satisfied by a two-parameter family of

local, linear boundary conditions of the sort in equation (3)

where

Π = icosh χ cosθγ0 + coshχ sinθγ1 + isinh χγ2 (6)

Here the parameter χ can be any real number and θ ∈ (−π ,π ].
A constraint on Π that is solved by the ansatz (6) is simply that

(1 −Π) must be proportional to a projection operator with

rank one, so that, at the boundary, it constrains one of the

two degrees of freedom in the Dirac spinor ψ(x). In the next

section we shall see that the boundary condition (3) with Π
given in (6) generally violates both discrete and continuous

spacetime symmetries. Then we will focus on a few special

cases which can be more symmetric.

A. Discrete spacetime symmetries

To examine the discrete spacetime symmetries of the Dirac

equation, it is useful to observe that the Dirac matrices are

2×2 matrices which have a Majorana representation in which

they are real,

γ0 =−iσ2 , γ1 = σ1 , γ2 = σ3 , γµ = γ∗µ (7)

where

σ1 =

[

0 1

1 0

]

, σ2 =

[

0 −i

i 0

]

, σ3 =

[

1 0

0 −1

]

(8)

are the Pauli matrices. These matrices have the algebraic

property

γµγν = εµνλ γλ +ηµν (9)

where εµνλ is the totally anti-symmetric tensor with ε012 = 1

and ηµν = diag(−1,1,1) is the metric of Minkowski space-

time.

When the Dirac matrices are in the Majorana representation

(7) the discrete spacetime symmetries, C, P and T of the Dirac

equation are given by the transformations

C : ψ(x) = ψ∗(x) when γµ = γ∗µ (10)

P : ψ(x) = iγ2ψ(x′) x′ = (x0,−x1,x2) (11)

T : ψ(x) = T iγ0ψ(x̃) x̃ = (−x0,x1,x2) (12)

In equation (12), T is the complex conjugation operator. Here

we have adjusted the phases of the P and T transformation

so that, when acting on fermions, P2 = −1, T 2 = −1 and

(CPT )2 = −1, although this is not important for the current

discussion.

There is no choice of the parameters χ and θ for which the

boundary condition (which we recopy here for convenience)

lim
x1→0

(1−Π)ψ(x) = 0 (13)

Π = icosh χ cosθγ0 + cosh χ sin θγ1 + isinh χγ2 (14)

is compatible with either the P or the T transformation. All

possible choices of the linear boundary condition break both

P symmetry and T symmetry. However, all of the possible

choices preserve the combined PT symmetry.

Since PT is a good symmetry, we could ask about CPT

which would require invariance under C. The C transforma-

tion is simple in the Majorana representation where the Dirac

operator /∂ is real. Invariance under C further requires that

the boundary condition is real. Of the family of conditions in

equations (13) and (14), there are only two essentially equiv-

alent boundary conditions that preserve C and therefore CPT .

They are gotten from the choice of parameters χ = 0 and

θ =± π
2

in Π above so that

Π =±γ1 , lim
x1→0

(

1∓ γ1
)

ψ(x) = 0 (15)

Coincidentally, we will see shortly that these are also the

unique choice of boundary condition that preserves the

Lorentz and conformal symmetry of the boundary. It is in-

teresting to find such a strong correlation between CPT and

Lorentz invariance in the context of a boundary field theory.

The Dirac theory on a half-space with one of the boundary

conditions in equation (15) is the starting point for construc-

tion of a boundary conformal field theory with fermion con-

tent.

Another special boundary condition that will be of interest

to us is one which allows edge states. These are zero energy

eigenstates of the Dirac Hamiltonian (4) which are localized at

the boundary. In the family of boundary conditions in equa-

tions (13) and (14) there is an essentially unique choice for

which this can occur, the choices χ = 0 and θ =±π ,

Π =±iγ0 , lim
x1→0

(

1± iγ0
)

ψ(x) = 0 (16)

As we have already discussed, this boundary condition vio-

lates all of the C, P, T and CPT symmetries and we will see

shortly that it also violates the Lorentz and conformal symme-

try of the boundary. On the other hand, the edge states have

interesting implications for the physical properties of such a

system. A discussion of them and their properties will occupy

most of the bulk of this paper.

B. Continuous Spacetime symmetries

A continuous space-time symmetry is symmetry under

an infinitesimal coordinate transformation xµ → xµ + f µ(x)
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where the spinor field transforms as

δ f ψ(x) =

[

f µ(x)∂µ +
1

4
εµνλ ∂µ fν (x)γλ +

1

3
∂µ f µ(x)

]

ψ(x)

(17)

On infinite 2+1-dimensional spacetime – without the bound-

ary – the above transformation is a symmetry of the Dirac

equation (1) and the symplectic structure when f µ(x) is a con-

formal Killing vector of three-dimensional Minkowski space.

A conformal Killing vector obeys the conformal Killing equa-

tion

∂µ fν (x)+ ∂ν fµ(x)−
2

3
ηµν ∂λ f λ (x) = 0 (18)

The ten solutions of this equation are

f λ (x) =
{

aλ , ωλ
ρ xρ , cxλ , xλ b · x− bλx2/2

}

(19)

corresponding to translations δxλ = aλ , Lorentz transforma-

tions δxλ = ωλ
ρ xρ where ωµν = −ωνµ , dilatations δxλ =

cxλ and conformal transformations δxλ = xλ bνxν −bλ xνxν/2

with parameters bλ , respectively.

When the boundary is present, these symmetries are re-

duced to those which preserve the geometry of the bound-

ary and which also preserve the boundary condition. The

symmetries which preserve the geometry of the boundary

are just the symmetry transformations of the boundary itself

which in our case is the two-dimensional Minkowski space-

time with coordinates xµ = (x0,0,x2). The remaining sym-

metries are then time translations and space translations along

the boundary, aµ = (a0,0,a2), the Lorentz transformation

along the boundary, with the only nonzero components of ωλ
ρ

being ω20 = −ω02, the dilatation symmetry with parameter

c and δxµ = c(x0,x1,x2) and the conformal transformations

with bµ = (b0,0,b2). These transformations are generated

by Noether currents related to the stress tensor and Noether

charges which generate the transformations, respectively

− i
[

Pµ , Ψ(x)
]

= ∂µψ(x) , µ = 0,2 (20)

− i [M, Ψ(x)] =

(

x2∂0 − x0∂2 +
1

2
γ1

)

ψ(x) (21)

− i [∆, Ψ(x)] =
(

xµ ∂µ + 1
)

ψ(x) (22)

− i [Kλ , Ψ(x)] =
{(

xλ xµ − x2

2
δ

µ
λ

)

∂µ +
1

2
ελ ρσ xρ γσ + xλ

}

ψ(x), λ = 0,2

(23)

Because of the action of the spin operator in the transfor-

mation, for generic values of χ and θ , the boundary condi-

tions in equations (13) and (14) are not invariant under the

Lorentz transformation generated by M in equation (21), nor

are they invariant under the conformal transformations gener-

ated by K0 or K2 in equation (23). The transformation from

the spin operators in both of those cases would not be com-

patible with the boundary conditions. The generic boundary

condition therefore reduces the symmetry of the theory from

the conformal symmetry of the boundary to a subset consist-

ing of time translations, spatial translations along the bound-

ary and dilatations. These symmetries are governed by the

sub-algebra.generated by P0, P2 and ∆ of the full conformal

algebra.

There is one special case of the boundary conditions which

is compatible with the spin part of the transformation in M, K0

and K2. It is the case where χ = 0, θ = ± π
2

and Π = ±γ1,

where the boundary condition preserves the Lorentz and con-

formal invariance. As we have discussed earlier in this sec-

tion, this is also the unique special case where the boundary

condition preserves C and CPT symmetries. The single rela-

tivistic fermion theory in that special case is a boundary con-

formal field theory and as such it is interesting in its own right.

It would be very interesting to study it further using conformal

techniques. We do not have time or space to do it justice here

and we put it off for future work. Instead we will concentrate

on another special case.

III. DOUBLED FERMIONS

In the previous section we learned that P and T can never

be good symmetries of a single massless Dirac theory for any

acceptable linear boundary condition. In this section we will

double the degrees of freedom so that there are two species

of fermions, ψ(1)(x) and ψ(2)(x) satisfying identical massless

Dirac equations

iγµ∂µψ(1)(x) = 0 , iγµ∂µψ(2)(x) = 0 (24)

and, as is common in the literature on Dirac materials like

graphene, we will call the two species the two “valleys”. Now,

we can do one of two things. We could demand that each

valley has the same boundary condition. Then we would

simply have two identical copies of the P and T violating

fermions that we studied in the previous section. The sys-

tem would have a “valley symmetry” under the transformation

ψ(A)(x)→UA
Bψ(B)(x) where UA

B is a 2× 2 unitary matrix.

Alternatively, we could allow the valleys to transform into

each other under P and T . Cursory examination of the pos-

sibilities shows us that the following system is P and T sym-

metric,

iγµ∂µψ(1)(x) = 0 , iγµ∂µ ψ(2)(x) = 0 (25)
{

ψ(A)(x),ψ(B)†(x′)
}

δ (x0 − x′0) = δ ABδ (x− x′) (26)

ψ(1)(x)x1→0 =

(icosh χ cosθγ0 + coshχ sinθγ1 + isinh χγ2)ψ
(1)(x)x1→0

(27)

ψ(2)(x)x1→0 =

(−icosh χ cosθγ0 − cosh χ sinθγ1 + isinh χγ2)ψ
(2)(x)x1→0

(28)
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where T and P are

T :

{

ψ(1)(x) → T iγ0ψ(2)(x̃)

ψ(2)(x) → T iγ0ψ(1)(x̃)
(29)

P :

{

ψ(1)(x) → iγ2ψ(2)(x′)
ψ(2)(x) → iγ2ψ(1)(x′)

(30)

for any value of the parameters χ and θ . We thus have a large

family of boundary conditions which are compatible with P

and T symmetry. We note that, on the other hand, for any

values of χ and θ , the boundary condition breaks the valley

symmetry – reducing U(2) to U(1)×U(1).
Now that, in equations (25)-(30), we have restored the P

and T symmetries, we can again ask whether any of the family

of boundary conditions there is also consistent with imposing

a C symmetry. For this, there are only two possibilities. In

the first possibility, we assume that C does not interchange the

valleys, that is (1) → (1) and (2) → (2). Then it can be so

only if χ = 0 and θ =±π/2 and (25)-(30) become

iγµ∂µψ(1)(x) = 0 , iγµ∂µψ(2)(x) = 0 (31)
{

ψ(A)(x),ψ(B)†(x′)
}

δ (x0 − x′0) = δ ABδ (x− x′) (32)

[1− γ1]ψ
(1)(x)x1→0 = 0 , [1+ γ1]ψ

(2)(x)x1→0 = 0 (33)

where

T :

{

ψ(1)(x)→ T iγ0ψ(2)(x̃)

ψ(2)(x) → T iγ0ψ(1)(x̃)
(34)

P :

{

ψ(1)(x)→ iγ2ψ(2)(x′)
ψ(2)(x)→ iγ2ψ(1)(x′)

(35)

C :

{

ψ(1)(x)→ ψ(1)∗(x)
ψ(2)(x)→ ψ(2)∗(x)

(36)

The avove equations (31)-(36) now describe a C, P and T in-

variant boundary conformal field theory which we refer to as

teh BCFT. This theory describes the very low energy limit of

clean, charge neutral (spin polarized) graphene with an arm-

chair edge.

The other possibility for obtaining a C invariant theory is

to let the C transformation interchange the valleys (1)↔ (2).
There is also a unique choice in equations (25)-(30), which

obtains C invariance with this interchange, where the parame-

ters are χ = 0 and θ =±π , and (25)-(30) become

iγµ∂µψ(1)(x) = 0 , iγµ ∂µψ(2)(x) = 0 (37)
{

ψ(A)(x),ψ(B)†(x′)
}

δ (x0 − x′0) = δ ABδ (x− x′) (38)

[1+ iγ0]ψ
(1)(x)x1→0 = 0 , [1− iγ0]ψ

(2)(x)x1→0 = 0 (39)

where

T :

{

ψ(1)(x)→ T iγ0ψ(2)(x̃)

ψ(2)(x)→ T iγ0ψ(1)(x̃)
(40)

P :

{

ψ(1)(x)→ iγ2ψ(2)(x′)
ψ(2)(x)→ iγ2ψ(1)(x′)

(41)

C :

{

ψ(1)(x)→ ψ(2)∗(x)
ψ(2)(x)→ ψ(1)∗(x)

(42)

This theory is C, P and T invariant. We note and empha-

size here that the doubling of the fermion degrees of freedom

cannot restore a continuous space-time symmetry that is bro-

ken by boundary conditions. The system described by equa-

tions (37)-(42) boundary conditions still violate the Lorentz

and conformal symmetries of the boundary so that its only

continuous spacetime symmetries are under time translation,

space translation parallel to the boundary and scale transfor-

mations. It is still, on the other hand, a doubled version of the

unique boundary condition that allows the Dirac equation to

have zero energy edge state solutions. A discussion of those

solutions and their implications for the realization of the re-

maining symmetries will occupy the rest of this paper. This

theory describes the very low energy limit of clean, charge

neutral (spin polarized) graphene with an zig-zag edge, as

well as a host of other possible edges that are related to the

zig-zag7.

IV. EDGE STATES

Let us consider the the system described by the equations

and boundary conditions in equations (37)-(42). If we look

for solutions of he Dirac equation of the form ψ(A)(x) =
[

u(A)(x)

v(A)(x)

]

the equation and boundary condition become

[

∂y ∂x − ∂t

∂x + ∂t −∂y

][

u(A)(t,x,y)

v(A)(t,x,y)

]

= 0

u(1)(t,0,y) =−iv(1)(t,0,y) , u(2)(t,0,y) = iv(2)(t,0,y)
(43)

Note that, in this Majorana representation of the Dirac matri-

ces, the Dirac equation is real. However, the boundary con-

ditions are not real, so the solutions which we shall find are

complex.

The equation and boundary conditions in (43) have the ex-

plicit solutions

ψ
(1)
k,ℓ±(x) =

e−iωt+iky

√
8πω2

[

(ik+ ℓ+ω)eiℓx+(−ik+ ℓ−ω)e−iℓx

i(ik+ ℓ−ω)eiℓx+ i(−ik+ ℓ+ω)e−iℓx

]

(44)

ψ
(2)
k,ℓ±(x) =

e−iωt+iky

√
8πω2

[

(−ik+ ℓ+ω)eiℓx+(ik+ ℓ−ω)e−iℓx

i(ik− ℓ+ω)eiℓx+ i(−ik− ℓ−ω)e−iℓx

]

(45)

ℓ≥ 0, −∞ < k < ∞,

ψ
(A)
k,ℓ+(x) has ω =

√

k2 + ℓ2; ψ
(A)
k,ℓ−(x) has ω =−

√

k2 + ℓ2

(46)

ψ
(1)
0,k (x) =

√

|k|
2π

eiky−kx

[

1

i

]

, k > 0, ω = 0 (47)

ψ
(2)
0,k (x) =

√

|k|
2π

eiky+kx

[

1

−i

]

, k < 0, ω = 0 (48)

The above solutions are Dirac spinors ψ
(1)
k,ℓ±(x) and ψ

(2)
k,ℓ±(x)

which propagate in the bulk of the half-space and we shall
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refer to them as “bulk states”. Their subscripts ± have two

choices of sign, + corresponds to a positive energy solution

and − corresponds to a negative energy solution. Then, there

are also the spinors ψ
(1)
0,k (x) and ψ

(2)
0,k (x) which are localized

near the edge of the half-plane at x1 = 0 and we will refer to

them as “edge states”. They have zero energy.

We have normalized the wave-functions and it is easy to

check that they obey the appropriate completeness relation –

which indicates that the entire set of bulk and edge states are

required by the equal-time anti-commutation relation (2). The

energy of each of the single particle bulk states is given by its

value of ω and, for each valley (1) and (2), there is a band of

positive energy bulk states and a band of negative energy bulk

states. As well, the infinite number of edge states all of which

have zero energy form what is sometimes called a “flat band”.

To find these solutions we have used the fact that the system

is translation invariant along the t = x0- and y = x2-directions,

the latter being parallel to the boundary. The eigenvalues of

the energy and momentum operators which generates transla-

tions in the t- and y-directions are the variables ω and k which

appear in the solutions. It is interesting that the edge states in

a given valley, besides having ω = 0, all have momenta with

the same sign, either k > 0 in valley (1) or k < 0 in valley (2).
We are interested in the states of this system near the Dirac

vacuum where all of the negative energy states are occupied

and all of the positive energy states are empty. This is clearly

unambiguous for the bulk states where there is a clear distinc-

tion between positive and negative energy states. We begin

construction of our candidate ground states for this system by

assuming that all of the positive energy bulk states are empty

and all of the negative energy bulk states are filled. There is

an equivalent “second quantized” version of this statement –

that we choose the state that is the vacuum for both fermions

and anti-fermions.

What is left to decide on is the distribution of fermions in

the zero energy edge states. There is clearly an enormous vac-

uum degeneracy since any such distribution of fermions into

the zero modes has the same energy as any other, no matter

what the number of particles or with which values of momenta

or which valleys the particles occupy. In the following, we

will concentrate on finding special occupations of the states

which have certain symmetry properties, an important one be-

ing scale invariance. Later on we will explain why we are

particularly interested in scale invariant states.

Let us ask what are the possible scale invariant states of

the many-particle system. A scale transformation, xµ → Λxµ

acts on the positive, negative and zero energy states as the

transformation

ψ
(A)
k,ℓ ( x) → Λψ

(A)
k,ℓ±(Λx) = Λψ

(A)
Λk,Λℓ±(x) (49)

ψ
(A)
0,k (x) → Λψ

(A)
0,k (Λx) = Λ

1
2 ψ

(A)
0,Λk(x) (50)

An orbit of the scaling transformations acting on a function

is the set of all functions that are generated from it by scale

transformation with 0 < Λ < ∞. An orbit of a particular bulk

state is the infinite set of bulk states with all magnitudes but

the same signs of k and ω (remember that ℓ > 0 in the solu-

tions (44)-(46)),

Orbit of scaling = {Λψ
(A)
Λk,Λℓ±(x),∀Λ ∈ (0,∞)}

In each valley the set of all bulk states thus divides into four

subsets according to the signs of k and ω , each subset being

an orbit of scaling.

On the other hand, as can be seen by inspecting (47)-(48),

the set of all of the edge states in a given valley comprise a

single orbit of scaling,

Orbit of scaling = {Λ
1
2 ψ

(A)
0,Λk(x),∀Λ ∈ (0,∞)}

A scale invariant state of the quantum field theory, that is,

of this many-fermion system should have every orbit of the

scale transformations either completely filled with fermions or

completely empty. For the bulk states in a given valley, we see

that the negative energy states consist of two complete orbits,

one with k > 0 and one with k < 0, as do the positive energy

states. Thus, completely filling the negative energy bulk states

and leaving the positive energy bulk states completely empty

is a scale invariant filling of the bulk states.

For occupations of the edge states, on the other hand, the

only possibilities are to either completely fill or leave com-

pletely empty the zero mode states in a given valley. This

leaves us with four possible scale invariant ground states. In

all four cases the positive energy bulk states are completely

empty and negative energy bulk states are completely filled.

Then, either the edge states have both valleys completely

filled, or both valley’s completely empty, or the two possi-

bilities where one valley’s edge states are completely filled

and the other valley’s edge states are completely empty. Scale

symmetry alone does not tell us which of these four possibili-

ties is the correct on. For that, we need more information.

The Dirac equation and boundary conditions in equation

(37) has two U(1) symmetries, and two conserved currents,

ψ̄(1)(x)γµ ψ(1)(x) and ψ̄(2)(x)γµ ψ(2)(x), one for each valley.

We will call the sum of the Noether charges corresponding to

those two symmetries

Q =

∫

d2x

{

1

2

[

ψ(1)†(x),ψ(1)(x)

]

+
1

2

[

ψ(2)†(x),ψ(2)(x)

]}

(51)

the “electric charge”. In this vein, we will also assume that

there is a background charge density which is −1/2 unit per

degree of freedom, so that many fermion states with exactly

half of the energy levels occupied are charge neutral. The

Dirac commutator prescription for ordering the operators in

Q in equation (51) is one way to take this neutralizing back-

ground charge density into account. As defined in (51) it is

easy to confirm that Q →−Q under C and that it is invariant

under P and T .

Then, given the symmetry of the spectrum between positive

and negative energy bulk states we would conclude that, to

achieve overall charge neutrality of the many-fermion system

when the bulk negative energy states are filled and positive

energy states empty, we would want to fill precisely half of

the edge states. As we have argued above, any partial filling
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of the edge states in a given valley will violate scale invari-

ance. Thus, if we require scale invariance and charge neu-

trality, there are two candidate ground states, where the edge

states of one valley are completely filled and the edge states of

the other valley are completely empty. These are “valley fer-

romagnetic” states. It is interesting that we are led to this val-

ley ferromagnetism by symmetry considerations alone, even

in the absence of interactions.

There is a third property of many particle states, which

might be bothering the reader at this point, and is worthy

of comment. Each single particle state with wave-function

ψ
(A)
k,ℓ±(x) or ψ

(A)
0k (x) carries a linear momentum k along the di-

rection parallel to the boundary. Moreover, as we have already

observed, all of the zero mode states in a given valley have the

same sign of k. The contribution of a given occupied single

particle state to the total momentum is kψ
(A)†
k,ℓ±(x)ψ

(A)
k,ℓ±(x) or

kψ
(A)†
0k (x)ψ

(A)
0k (x). If we add up the contribution of the occu-

pied bulk states in a single valley it is

∫ ∞

−∞
dk

∫ ∞

0
dℓ k ψ

(A)†
k,ℓ−(x)ψ

(A)
k,ℓ−(x)

= lim
x′→x

1

i

d

dx2

∫ ∞

−∞
dk

∫ ∞

0
dℓψ

(A)†
k,ℓ−(x

′)ψ(A)
k,ℓ−(x) (52)

We can use a particle-hole-symmetry identity, which we find

in the next section in equation (63), to re-write the right-hand-

side of the above equations as

lim
x′→x

1

i

d

dx2

∫ ∞

−∞
dk

∫ ∞

0
dℓ×

× 1

2

{

ψ
(A)†
k,ℓ−(x

′)ψ(A)
k,ℓ−(x)+ψ

(A)†
k,ℓ+(x

′)ψ(A)
k,ℓ+(x)

}

(53)

Then we can use completeness of the set of all wave-functions

to rewrite the right-hand-side of the above equation as

lim
x′→x

1

i

d

dx2

× 1

2

{

δ (x′− x)−
∫

dkψ
(A)†
0,k (x′)ψ(A)

0k (x)

}

=−1

2

∫

dk k ψ
(A)†
0,k (x)ψ

(A)
0k (x) (54)

where we have taken the x′ → x limit and we have assumed

that the delta function (or some parity symmetric regulariza-

tion of the delta function) obeys limx′→x
d

dx2
δ (x− x′) = 0. We

conclude that the bulk states have a deficit of momentum den-

sity that can be compensated by the edge states. In some

sense, for a given valley, it should be half of the possible mo-

mentum that could be stored in the edge states.

Now, if we add the two valleys together, the deficit of bulk

momentum cancels, since the edge state contributions would

have opposite signs. The Dirac vacuum for the bulk states in

the two-valley system contributes zero total momentum den-

sity. Then, the momentum that is left is entirely due to the

edge states and our valley ferromagnetic configuration of the

edge states carries a linear momentum density in the direc-

tion parallel to the boundary. It is also easy find the integrated

momentum density, which is a component of the stress tensor

as

〈

T
0y(t,x,y)

〉

=
∫

dk k ψ
(A)†
0k (x)ψ

(A)
0k (x) =± 1

4π

1

x3
(55)

where the plus of minus sign depends on which valley edge

states are filled and which valley is empty. Remember that the

integral over k should be over (0,∞) for valley (1) and (−∞,0)
for valley (2). This is what leads to the plus or minus sign on

the right-hand-side of (55).

This induced momentum density should characterize our

valley ferromagnetic states. Its source definitely deserves fur-

ther exploration. We can only comment here that the current

density, due to charge transport, by a similar argument to the

above is

〈Jy(t,x,y)〉 =−
∫

dk ψ
(A)†
0k (x)γ0γ2ψ

(A)
0k (x) = 0 (56)

This tells us that the induced momentum density that we found

in equation (55) is not associated with charge transport.

There is a consequence of this discussion of we consider

the total momentum

Py =

∫

dxdy T
0y(t,x,y)

and the generator ∆ of scale transformations and the total U(1)

charge Q. What we have found is that it is impossible to find

a distribution of the fermions into edge states so that our can-

didate ground state obeys all three of the following

∆|ψ >= 0 , Py|ψ >= 0 , Q|ψ >= 0

It is possible to have two out of three in this system with two

valleys of fermions.

Of course if we further double the fermion degrees of free-

dom, then it is possible to have all three of the above. In

graphene, where the electrons have spin, this doubling is done

for us, it is just the two spin states which to a good approxima-

tion are degenerate there. Once we this additional doubling of

the fermions, we can easily find states where all three of the

above hold, the state is scale invariant, charge neutral and has

zero momentum density. The two possibilities are

1. Both valleys of one spin polarization are filled and both

valleys of the other spin polarization are empty. This is

a spin ferromagnetic state.

2. For one spin polarization, valley (1) is filled and valley

(2) is empty and for the other spin state, valley (2) is

filled and valley (1) is empty. This is a valley, rather

than spin ferromagnet.

These are the maximally symmetric states and they are fer-

romagnetic. It is interesting that the valley ferromagnet com-

petes with the spin ferromagnet. In any case, this is a predic-

tion of ours. In condensed matter studies the prediction usu-

ally only finds the spin ferromagnet. Those studies are usually

done at the level of the tight-binding lattice theory. The fact

that our continuum theory sees an extra state is attributable to

the fact that the extra state should be there in the lattice the-

ory too, but perhaps with a small energy, one which scales to
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zero in the continuum limit. In that case, our prediction would

be that, as well as the spin ferromagnet which is widely pre-

dicted, there is a competing, metastable valley ferromagnet.

In the next section we will study the effect of introducing a

weak repulsive interaction for the fermions. We will see that

our two ferromagnetic states, which in this section we have

identified by symmetry arguments alone, survive there and are

picked out by the interaction as the true ground states.

V. RESOLUTION OF THE GROUND STATE

DEGENERACY

Now we must address the question as to why we are so

interested in states which are scale invariant. Of course, at

the level of the non-interacting theory there is little that dis-

tinguishes scale invariant or charge neutral states from other

states that they are degenerate with. The idea here is that,

given the high degree of degeneracy, the introduction of even

an infinitesimally weak interaction could split the degeneracy

and favour various states and often these are states which have

a higher degree of symmetry. We could, for example, intro-

duce an instantaneous Coulomb interaction,

HI =

∫

d2xd2x′ ρ(x)
e2

8πε0|~x−~x′| ρ(x′) (57)

The fact that it is the Coulomb interaction is not overly impor-

tant to us. Our arguments in the following would be valid for

any density-density interaction which is repulsive at all scales,

translation invariant and has a positive semi-definite interac-

tion Hamiltonian which depends quadratically on the fermion

density as (57) does. In the expression (57), ρ(x) is the (suit-

ably operator ordered) density operator

ρ(x) =
1

2

[

ψ(1)†(x),ψ(1)(x)
]

+
1

2

[

ψ(2)†(x),ψ(2)(x)
]

(58)

Since the boundary conditions already break Lorentz invari-

ance we have no incentive to make the interaction Lorentz

invariant. In fact, in a realistic Dirac material, the Coulomb

interaction is often the most important one. Moreover, the

speed of the Dirac fermions is so much smaller than the speed

of light that the electromagnetic interactions are often well

approximated by the instantaneous Coulomb interaction con-

tained in (57).

By its classical engineering dimension, the Coulomb in-

teraction is a marginal deformation of our theory – it con-

tains no dimensionful parameters and it is scale invariant at

the classical level. However, it is also well known that, for

this theory without the boundary, quantum corrections in the

form of renormalization of the massless Dirac theory with

this Coulomb interaction added violate scale invariance in

such a way that interaction becomes a marginally irrelevant

perturbation18,19. That means that the weak coupling limit

is stable under the renormalization group flow to the infrared

and the fixed point is represented by the scale invariant free

field theory that we have been discussing. We expect that the

Coulomb interaction introduced to this theory with a bound-

ary behaves in a similar way although the fine details have yet

to be explored. Here we will assume that it justifies studying

the weak coupling limit in order to resolve the vacuum degen-

eracy.

Let us consider an anzatz for the ground state which con-

sists of the bulk states having their negative energy levels

completely filled and their positive energy levels completely

empty and, then, some filling of the edge states. We will study

how the Coulomb interaction prefers to fill the edge states.

We will denote a state which is such a bulk Dirac vacuum and

some definite filling of edge states by the symbol |α >. With-

out interactions, the energy of the fermion system does not

depend on how the edge states are filled. There is an enor-

mous degeneracy of ground states in that all states |α > have

the same leading order energy.

We shall assume that the interaction in equation (57) is suf-

ficiently weak that we can use first order perturbation theory.

In the first order of degenerate perturbation theory, we must

resolve the ground state degeneracy by diagonalizing the ma-

trix

δEαα ′ = < α|HI |α ′ > (59)

where |α >, |α ′ >,. . . are amongst the degenerate ground

states of the Hamiltonian in the absence of the interaction.

We will not be able to solve this diagonalisation problem

in general. However, we will be able to identify the lowest

energy states. To do this we examine the operation of the in-

teraction Hamiltonian operator on a state with some definite

filling of the edge states. The key to understanding this in-

teraction is to realize that the bulk states in both |α > and

|α ′ > are in the Dirac vacuum with all of the negative energy

states filled and positive energy states empty. There are three

separate contributions to the matrix element < α|HI |α ′ > in

equation (59):

1. The interaction Hamiltonian can create and then re-

annihilate a bulk fermion-anti-fermion pair. This pro-

cess is does not depend on the filling of the edge states

and its contribution to the ground state energy is

δE
(1)
αα ′ = δEbulkδαα ′ + . . . (60)

where

δEbulk =

∫

d2xd2x′
e2

8πε0|x− x′| ∑
A=1,2

∫ ∞

0
dℓdℓ′ ×

×
∫ ∞

−∞
dkdk′Tr

[

ψ
(A)
kℓ−(x)ψ

(A)†
kℓ− (x′) ψ

(A)
k′,ℓ′+(x

′)ψ(A)†
k′,ℓ′+(x)

]

(61)

does not depend on the state |α >. This is the usual ex-

pression for the Coulomb exchange energy which one

would compute for the Dirac ground state if the edge

states were absent. Generally, this quantity scales like

the volume of space and it is ultraviolet divergent. We

will assume that it can be defined with a suitable ultra-

violet cutoff, the details of which are of no importance

to us as this contribution to the matrix that we want to

study is already diagonal and it is proportional to the
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unit matrix, so it is of absolutely no help in distinguish-

ing preferred edge states.

Worthy of note is the fact that the Dirac commutator

choice of ordering the operators in the charge density

in (58) automatically cancels the total charge density of

the bulk states when the bulk state is the Dirac vacuum.

This is the reason why there is no direct interaction ac-

companying the exchange interaction in equation (62).

2. The interaction Hamiltonian can create and re-

annihilate a bulk particle or a bulk anti-particle. This

will be accompanied by either annihilation and then cre-

ation or creation and then annihilation of edge states, re-

spectively. The latter processes can happen only when

the edge state is suitably occupied or unoccupied. The

matrix elements for the two possible processes are

∫

d2xd2x′
e2

8πε0|x− x′| ×

×
{

∑
k,ℓ

A,k′ occupied

Tr
[

ψ
(A)
kℓ−(x)ψ

(A)†
kℓ− (x′) ψ

(A)
0,k′(x

′)ψ(A)†
0,k′ (x)

]

+ ∑
k,ℓ

A,k′ unoccupied

Tr
[

ψ
(A)
kℓ+(x)ψ

(A)†
kℓ+ (x′) ψ

(A)
0,k′(x

′)ψ(A)†
0,k′ (x)

]

}

(62)

where we have taken into account the fact that the par-

ticle or hole which are created and then destroyed must

have the same k, ℓ quantum numbers and then, that con-

servation of total x2-direction momentum requires that

the k′’s on the edge state wavefunctions are identical.

The summation signs stand for integrals over ℓ,k,k′ and

the bulk wavefunctions in the first term have negative

energies whereas those in the second term have positive

energies.

It is easy to see from the explicit solutions for the wave-

functions that the summations over negative and posi-

tive energy bulk states are related by

ψ
(A)
kℓ−(x)ψ

(A)†
kℓ− (x′) =

[

0 −i

i 0

]

ψ
(A)
kℓ+(x)ψ

(A)†
kℓ+ (x′)

[

0 −i

i 0

]

(63)

for any k, ℓ and that the matrix

[

0 −i

i 0

]

commutes with

ψ
(A)
0,k′(x

′)ψ(A)†
0,k′ (x) for any value of k′. This allows us to

write equation (62) as

∫

d2xd2x′
e2

4πε0|x− x′|×

∑
k,ℓ
A,k′

Trψ
(A)
kℓ+(x)ψ

(A)†
kℓ+ (x′)ψ(A)

0,k′(x
′)ψ(A)†

0,k′ (x) (64)

where the sum over k′ is now a sum over all of the edge

states in valley A . This sum clearly does not depend on

the filling of the edge states. As a result

δE
(2)
αα ′ = δEbulk↔edgeδαα ′ + . . .

In this formula, δEbulk↔edge does not depend on the

states |α > or |α ′ >. This second type of contribution

also is insensitive to the structure of the edge states.

3. Finally, there is a term where the interaction Hamil-

tonian acts only on the edge states. To find its prop-

erties, we could restrict the charge densities ρ(x) to

operators which act on the edge states only. In sec-

ond quantization, we could do this by simply dropping

all of the bulk state creation and annihilation operators

from the charge densities. The restricted charge density

operator is Hermitian and the interaction Hamiltonian

that is made from this restricted operator is still a pos-

itive semi-definite Hermitian operator. Since it is non-

negative, a state in which the expectation value of this

restricted interaction Hamiltonian is equal to zero must

be an eigenstate with zero eigenvalue and it is thus a

lowest energy eigenstate of the edge state restricted in-

teraction Hamiltonian. It is then also a minimal eigen-

state of the matrix (59) and in linear order of perturba-

tion theory it would be the ground state. This ground

state could still have some residual degeneracy as one

would expect to happen in a symmetry breaking situa-

tion.

Now, it is easy to see that the only possible zero eigen-

states of the restricted charge density operator are the

states where, for one valley, all of the edge states are

full and for the other valley, all of the edge states are

empty. These ground states are overall charge neutral,

and the background charge implicit in the commutator

ordering prescription (58) cancels between the valleys.

The exchange energy is also zero for those states. This

mechanism for finding the lowest energy states is remi-

niscent of Hund’s rule for the population of degenerate,

or nearly degenerate atomic orbitals or arguments very

similar to the one that we have given here for quantum

Hall ferromagnetism4.

Thus we see that there are two degenerate valley ferromag-

netic ground states at this lowest order in perturbation theory.

They happen to be identical to the charge neutral and scale

invariant states that we constructed in the previous section.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have done a survey of possible boundary

conditions for the 2+1 dimensional Dirac theory defined on

a half-space. We have focused on two interesting cases, the

BCFT which is a boundary conformal field theory and the zig-

zag theory which is not, but where the second is the unique

example that supports edge states. We went on to discuss this

second example, which we called the zig-zag theory, in some

detail.
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The boundary condition of the zig-zag theory violates

Lorentz invariance and also the special conformal invariance.

The problem with these symmetries is the action of the spin

operator in their generators. That action is incompatible with

the boundary condition. On the other hand, the zig-zag does

remain a scale invariant theory and a translation invariant the-

ory, assuming that the boundary of the half-plane is scale and

translation invariant, of course.

We found that, with two species of fermions, the only states

of the zig-zag theory which are scale invariant and charge neu-

tral are valley ferromagnetic states. In addition, we observed

the puzzling fact that these valley ferromagnetic states carry

an anomalous linear momentum density. We observed that

it is impossible to simultaneously have a state which is scale

invariant, charge neutral and vanishing momentum density.

Of course this does become possible if the fermion species

are doubled, which is exactly the case for graphene with spin.

To a good approximation the low energy electron dynamics

there, the dynamics which is described by the Dirac theory, is

spin independent and spin can simply be thought of as an ad-

ditional degeneracy. On our zig-zag theory on the half-plane,

this doubling allows us to find scale invariant, charge neutral

states which have vanishing momentum density. Those states

are just the edge spin ferromagnetic state which is widely pre-

dicted to occur in graphene with a zig-zag edge and another

one which is an edge spin neutral valley ferromagnet. The fact

that it these states are degenerate in the continuum theory im-

plies that they should be almost degenerate at the lattice level

where indications are that the spin ferromagnet is favoured.

It would be interesting to understand in more detail whether

this existence of the valley ferromagnet as a state compet-

ing with the spin ferromagnet implies a competing metastable

state at the lattice level. This could have very interesting con-

sequences for spintronics applications.

Finally, our proof that our edge ferromagnetic states actu-

ally minimize the Coulomb interaction justifies our attention

to them. The proof itself has some novel aspects which are

interesting could be of use in other applications.

It could be that, as techniques for producing clean Dirac

semi-metals in the laboratory evolve, that some of what we

say here would be tested by experiments. For a spin polar-

ized case with the zigzag boundary condition, for example,

the anomalous momentum density should have some physical

consequences which have yet to be worked out.
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