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The inverted band structure discovered in InAs/GaSb quantum well (QW) is found to host the
topological quantum spin Hall (QSH) states. A QSH insulator hosts counterpropagating spin-
polarized edge states that are protected by the time-reversal symmetry. The latest experiment
reported a robust quantized Hall conductance arising from these QSH states that persists in an
in-plane magnetic field as strong as 12 Tesla. Based on the result of this experiment, we present
here a precise calculation of the effective in-plane Lande-g factor. We based our calculations on
the tight-binding Hamiltonian projected on a square lattice that reproduces a slightly modified
Bernevig-Hughes-Zhang (BHZ) Hamiltonian. We also study the topological phase transitions w.r.t.
a magnetic doping. At suitable doping one type of spin states penetrate to the bulk of the QW and
the system also enters the Quantum Anomalous Hall (QAH) state. We further confirm this through
the calculations of quantum Hall conductance which shows a plateau at e2/h rather than 2e2/h at
such a doping state. The paper predicts a certain range of controllable parameters in an inverted
QW for enabling a dissipationless charge transport needed for spintronics application.

Introduction: One of the front runners in the re-
search of topological insulators1–3 is the quantum spin
Hall (QSH) insulator realized in a special type of two-
dimensional materials. A QSH insulator hosts coun-
terpropagating spin-polarized edge states that are pro-
tected by time-reversal symmetry4,5. The gapless 2D
Dirac states discovered in a band inversion contact of
InAs/GaSb are an exemplary material that naturally
hosts these QSH states5–12. In the quantum well (QW)
of InAs/GaSb heterostructure, the conduction band of
InAs is about 150 meV lower than the valence band
of GaSb providing the necessary condition to meet the
band inversion5,13(Fig. [1]). Due to their robust edge
states11,14, the QSH insulators have been at the center
of condensed matter research lately. The time-reversal
symmetry protected pair of counter propagating edge
QSH states make the QSH channel to specifically have
a quantized conductance equal to 2e2/h, where e2/h ≈
(25.4 kΩ)−1.

A magnetic field should literally destroy the QSH state
forcing the two topological spin states to penetrate into
the bulk of the materials15. To achieve this in an inverted
InAs/GaSb QW, an in-plane magnetic field as strong as
12 T is required. In particular, it was shown that the
InAs/GaSb mesoscopic Hall channel exhibits a wide con-
ductance plateau precisely quantized to 2e2/h upto an
in-plane magnetic field equals to 12 T11,14. Also in the
magnetic doped HgTe/CdTe QW (HgTe has been just an-
other material that naturally has a band inversion prop-
erties), it was shown that the quantum anomalous Hall
(QAH) states also can be realized.16 This is due to the
fact that in Hg1−yMnyTe, at sufficient doping, one of the
spin-states will start penetrating into the bulk of the ma-
terial. Note that a strong perpendicular magnetic field
will also introduce the QAH phase into the InAs/GaSb
heterostructure17–23.

In this paper, we uncover these two important dis-
coveries, from the theoretical perspective. We started

with the real space tight binding Hamiltonian to describe
the inverted QW. When projected it into the momen-
tum space, a slightly modified Bernevig-Hughes-Zhang
(BHZ) Hamiltonian4 is obtained. To take into account
the magnetic Mn-doping, we added to it a Zeeman like
term to the BHZ Hamiltonian. The observation in Ref.
[16], is confirmed through the calculation of the topolog-
ical invariant number (C) and subsequently the quantum
Hall conductance. As one would expect, the number, C,
should display integers equal to ±2, ±1 and 0 that cor-
respond to QSH, QAH and trivial insulating phases, re-
spectively. To address the observation of the robust QSH
states in Ref. [11,14], we consider the effect of in-plane
magnetic field added into the un-doped QW. Taking the
in-plane magnetic field equal to 12 T, as a threshold mag-
netic field, (after which the quantized Hall conductance
2e2/h disappears), we predict the values of the effective
in-plane Lande-g factor in the InAs/GaSb QW, assuming
it to be isotropic and field independent.
We start with the BHZ Hamiltonian which is a

four-band model, having two electron bands (spin-
up and spin-down) and two hole bands (spin-up and
down).4,21,22,24,25

FIG. 1. A schematic of the band inversion in the InAs/GaSb
bilayer and the topological invariant number in such a bilayer.
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FIG. 2. The intra and inter-orbitals hopping between the two
orbitals (E & H) projected on a square lattice for realizing
the QSH states in the InAs/GaSb QW. The E/H orbital is
illustrated in light black/sky-blue color.

H = ε(k)σ0⊗σ0 +M(k)σ0 ⊗ σz +Akxσz ⊗ σx
−Akyσ0 ⊗ σy. (1)

Here, σi, (with i = x, y, z) are the Pauli’s spin matrices
and σ0 is the 2×2 identity matrix. The band symmetry-
breaking effect between that of the electron and the hole,
is captured in the first term ε(k) = χ − dk2. The very
important termM(k) =M0 − bk2 has two parameters,
viz., ‘M0’ that controls the band inversion and ‘b’ that
symmetrically controls the band curvatures. The last two
terms take care of the finite coupling between the electron
and hole states. The BHZ Hamiltonian is governed by the
number C = (sign[b]+sign[M0])/2. This number predicts
the existence of the QSH states for a given choice of the
set of parameters {M0, b}.

The lattice Model of BHZ Hamiltonian: For re-
alization of the QSH states in such InAs/GaSb QW, we
adopt the tight-binding Hamiltonian on a square lattice
with two orbitals corresponding to a lattice site (Fig.
[2]), represented as E & H orbitals. We can think of
the two different orbitals to originate from the two III
and V elements that give rise to the inverted band struc-
ture. The said tight-binding Hamiltonian is written as
H = H0 +HT +HZ ,

26 with

H0 =
∑
m,σ

[
εEe
†
m,σem,σ + εHh

†
m,σhm,σ

]
HT =

∑
〈m,n〉,σ

[
tEe
†
m,σen,σ + tHh

†
m,σhn,σ

]
+

∑
m,σ

tEH
[
szi
(
e†m,σhm+x̂,σ − e†m,σhm−x̂,σ

)
+
(
e†m,σhm+ŷ,σ − e†m,σhm−ŷ,σ

)]
+ h.c

HZ =
∑
m,σ

sz
[
GEe

†
m,σem,σ +GHh

†
m,σhm,σ

]



(2)

In the above Hamiltonian, εE/H denotes the onsite en-
ergy of an electron in the E/H orbital. The notation
〈m,n〉 describes a pair of the nearest neighbor (NN) lat-
tice sites with position vectors m and n. The terms tE/H
and tEH denote the energy involed in intra-orbital and

inter-orbital hopping, respectively. The magnetic dop-
ing we considered is taken into account through the term
Zeeman term HZ , with GE/H , being the resulting Zee-
man energy to the E/H orbital due to the doping at a
lattice site. The operators (e†m,σ/em,σ) & (h†m,σ/hm,σ)
are the (creation/annihilation) operators for the E andH
orbitals, respectively, with spin σ at the site m. Finally,
sz = +/− for spin states σ =↑ / ↓.
Writing the operator em,σ & hm,σ in terms of the Bloch

wavefunction as em,σ =
∑

k ek,σ exp[ik ·m] and hm,σ =∑
k hk,σ exp[ik · m], respectively, one can have H =∑
k ψ
†
kH(k)ψk where ψk =

(
ek,↑ hk,↑ ek,↓ hk,↓

)′ and
H(k) is a slightly modified BHZ Hamiltonian as in Eq.
[1], withM0 →M0 + 8b and χ → χ + 8d. The param-
eters b, d, M0, and χ in terms of tE , tH , tEH , εE , εH
are found to be

b = tE − tH
2 , b = tE + tH

2 , A = −2tEH ,

M0 = εE − εH
2 − 2(tE − tH),

χ = εE + εH
2 − 2(tE + tH)


(3)

For HgTe, the lattice constant is a = 0.646 nm. For sim-
plicity, we have taken a = 1 A

◦ . For a typical inverted
InAs/GaSb QW, the different hopping and onsite ener-
gies are tE = 1.74 meV, tH = −12 meV, tEH = −1.9
meV, εE = 17 meV and εH = −58 meV. Equation [1]
allows us to have a set of four energy spin-split bands
given by

Eλ,sz
(k) = ε(k) + sz

GE +GH
2 + λ

√
A2k2 + [Msz

(k)]2,(4)

with their corresponding eigenstates given by

ψk,λ,−1(r) = 1√
1 + pλ,−1(k)2

 0
0
1

pλ,−1(k)



ψk,λ,1(r) = 1√
1 + pλ,1(k)2

 1
pλ,1(k)

0
0




, (5)

where

pλ,sz
(k) = −szAke−iszθ

Msz (k) + λ

√
A2k2 +

[
Msz (k)

]2 . (6)

Here,Msz
(k) =M(k) + sz

GE−GH

2 and λ = +/− which
denotes the conduction/valence band.
The two spin-split conduction bands (λ = +) are char-

acterised by a Berry curvature given by

Bsz (k) = i
A2Msz

(k)
2[E+,sz (k)− E−,sz (k)]3 . (7)

The integral of the Berry curvature over the Brillouin
zone, Csz

=
∫

dkBsz
(k)/2πi gives the topological invari-

ant number which describes the topological state of the
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system27. Thus, here in the case of a magnetic doped
QW, we can define two topological invariant number
w.r.t. each of the spin states

Csz = 1
2
[
sign(b) + sign{M0 + 8b+ sz

GE −GH
2 }

]
.(8)

The topological state of the system is now defined by the
number C = C+ + C−, which in the undoped case, this
number could have values equal to {-2, 0, 2}. The varia-
tion of this number as a function of the parametersM0
and b in a magnetic doped QW is shown in Fig. [3 a)].
It is now easy for us to separate out three different topo-
logical phases as shown in Fig. [3 a)]. The QSH phases
(with C = ±2) host two counterpropagating edge states
with opposite spin. When the QW is magnetically doped,
we saw a lifting of the Kramer degeneracy as shown in
Eqn. (4). With a suitable doping and for some suitable
parameters (M0 & b), the states (Eλ,−), penetrate into
the bulk of the materials leaving only the states (Eλ,+)
at the edges of the QW. In other words, the system now
enters into a QAH topological phase with C− = 0 and
C+ = ±1. The QAH phase can also be observed when
a strong magnetic field is applied perpendicular to the
plane of the QW17–23. In this case there is no require-
ment of such strong magnetic field.

Quantum Hall conductivity and Longitudinal
conductivity: To have a firm inception of the possi-
bility of the QAH phase, we calculate the static conduc-
tivity tensor in a magnetic doped inverted QW, switch-
ing off the in-plane magnetic field. Using the Kubo
formula in the linear response regime, the transversal
conductivity27,28 in a quantum Hall channel can be writ-
ten as

σyx = ~ lim
η→0

∑
λ,sz

∫
dk fλ,sz

(k)− f−λ,sz
(k)

Eλ,sz
(k)− E−λ,sz

(k)

×
Im
[
〈k, λ, sz|Ĵy|k,−λ, sz〉〈k,−λ, sz|Ĵx|k, λ, sz〉

]
Eλ,sz

(k)− E−λ,sz
(k) + iη

.(9)

Here, the current density operator is written as Ĵi(k) =
−e/~∂kiĤ and fλ,sz denotes the Fermi-Dirac distribution
function for the quantum state ψλ,sz (k). After a fair bid
of calculations, we arrive at the following expression for
the static Hall conductivity

σyx = e2

h

1
(2π)2

∑
sz

∫
dk[f+,sz

(k)− f−,sz
(k)]Bsz

(k).(10)

To confirm the predicted resistanceless edge states, we
also calculate the longitudinal conductivity whose general
expression is given as follows29

σxx = β~
π

∑
λ,sz

∫
dkfλ,sz (k)(fλ,sz (k)− 1)δ(Eλ,sz − Eλ′,s′z )

×Re [〈λ, sz(k)|Ĵx|λ′, s′z(k)〉〈λ′, s′z(k)|Ĵx|λ, sz(k)〉]. (11)

FIG. 3. a). A phase diagram showing the different topological
phases resulting out of the real-space tight-binding Hamilto-
nian in Eqn. (2). We set the magnitude of the effective Zee-
man energies due to doping at GE = 12.8 meV, GH = −0.35
meV. Sections b), c) and d) show the Hall conductance (σyx)
and the longitudinal conductance (σxx) as a function of the
Fermi energy with their corresponding band structure at dif-
ferent topological phases. For parameters in sections b) & c)
the system hosts QSH states, whereas in section d) it hosts
the QAH states.

In this case, this quantity turns out to be

σxx = e2

π~
β

Γ
∑
λ,sz

∫
kdkfλ,sz

(fλ,sz
− 1)

×k2 (A2 − 2bMsz
(k)− λ2d

√
A2k2 + [Msz(k)]2)2

A2k2 + [Msz(k)]2 . (12)

Results and Discussions: For analysing the results
of our calculations, we take the parameters as shown in
the table below

b
(meV a2)

d
(meV a2)

χ
(eV)

A
(meV a)

M0
(meV)

686 −512 0 36.5 10

TABLE I. The different parameters associated with the BHZ
Hamiltonian in eq. (1)

We now analyse the characteristics of σyx and σxx ob-
tained in Eqns. [10 & 12]. The variation of these quan-
tities as a function of the Fermi energy is shown in Fig.
[3 (b-d)]. For choosing a specific set of parameters so as
to restrict ourselves in a certain topological region, we
refer to the phase diagram in Fig. [3 a)]. The sections
[b), & c)] correspond to a specific set of parameters from
the QSH region and thus one can witness the Hall con-
ductivity plateaues at 2 e

2

h as a consequence of the exist-
ing two counterpropagating edge states. Since the system
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FIG. 4. a) A figure showing the topological invariant num-
ber as a function of the in-plane magnetic field. b) The plot
showing the variation of the hall conductance as a function of
the Fermi enery of a set of values of βx.

is subjected to a magnetic doping, there is a possibility
that the system will also enter the QAH states with one
of two spin states that remains topological (refer to Fig.
[3 (d)]). When the system approaches the QAH topo-
logical phases, the states Eλ,− penetrate into the bulk of
the material, [their band structure shown in blue color of
Fig. [3] d)], whereas the states Eλ,+ remains topological
with the band inversion traits still persisting. However,
the QAH states appear over a thin regions in the phase
diagram as shown in Fig. [3 a)]. Also, there exists an
unwanted region where all the states will creep into the
bulk and the system behaves like a trivial insulator, with
C = 0. Here both the states Eλ,− and Eλ,+ lose all their
band inversion traits.

To complement the results obtained in the Ref. [11], we
switch on the in-plane magnetic field in undoped HgTe
qunatum well, B = Bxx̂+By ŷ. We now have a Zeeman
term Hin−plane = g∗(σxβx+σyβy), (assuming the Lande-
g factor to be isotropic and field-independent) added to
Eqn. [1]. Here βx,y = µBBx,y, with µB being the Bohr
magneton. Taking this into account the Berry curvature
now is transformed to

B(k) = i
A[A(M0 + bk2) + 2b(kxβx − kyβy)]

2[E+(k)− E−(k)]3 . (13)

Note that the energy dispersion here becomes anisotropic
in the momentum space and that the Kramers degener-
acy is not lifted. Similar calculations of the Hall and
longitudinal conductances as in Eqns. [10 & 12] can also
be obtained in this case.

We now carried out the numerical analysis for the Hall
conductivity when the in-plane magnetic field is switch
on. We choose the same set of system parameters from
Table. [I]. Note that, unlike a perpendicular magnetic

field, the in-plane magnetic field does not introduce the
QAH phase into the system. Our point of interest here
is the threshold magnetic field beyond which the quan-
tized Hall plateau (2e2/h) diminishes. We first plotted
the phase diagram in Fig. [4 a)] to help us identify-
ing the threshold magnetic field. In the reference11, this
threshold magnetic field was found to be 12 T. For sim-
plicity, we consider a case where the magetic field is ap-
plied only along the x-axis. A careful observation of
Fig. [4 a)], indicates that this threshold field occured
for βthreshold

x = 11.2 meV. This results in an effective in-
plane Lande-gx factor of 16.1. To accertain the fact that
the Hall plateau disappeared for any in-plane magnetic
field whose magnitude is greater than βthreshold

x , we plot
the Hall conductance in Fig. [4 b)]. We choose a set
of four values of βx = {0, 5, 11.2, 15} meV, two of which
βx = {0, 5} meV are well within the green region of Fig.
[4 a)] indicating a quantized Hall conductance of 2e2/h.
Analysing of the Hall conductance w.r.t. this set of val-
ues of βx shows a complete disappearance of Hall plateau
after a threshold value of βx > βthreshold

x = 11.2 meV.
In conclusions, we have studied the different possible

topological phases in an inverted InAs/GaSb QW. We
consider two cases for our study. Firstly, when the QW
is magnetically doped and secondly, when we turned on
the external in-plane magnetic field on an undoped QW.
The calculations in this paper are based on a tight bind-
ing Hamiltonian projected on a square lattice. A given
lattice site is considered to have the contribution from
the two different orbitals of the two constituent atoms
that provide the inverted band structure. In a suitable
doped QW, the resulting phase diagram predicted two
kinds of topological phases, namely, the QAH phase and
the QSH phase. Expectedly, our results show two possi-
ble quantized Hall conductance of e2/h (for QAH phase)
and 2e2/h (for QSH phase). The QAH phase occurred
due to the fact that one of the spin states starts pene-
trating into the bulk of the QW at the suitable doping
condition and its band inversion properties are lost. In
the second part of this paper, we have presented a pre-
cise calculation of the Lande-g factor in such a QW with
no doping considered. Our calculation is based on the
recent discoveries that the QSH states exist in an ap-
plied in-plane magnetic field as strong as 12 T. The pa-
per predicts a certain range of controllable parameters
in an inverted QW for enabling a dissipationless charge
transport needed for spintronics application.
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