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Topological invariant of multilayer Haldane models with irregular
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Abstract
We study multilayer Haldane models with irregular type of stacking, considering the nearest
interlayer hopping. We prove that the value of the topological invariant is equal to the number
of layers times the value of the topological invariant of monolayer Haldane model, regardless of

stacking type, and interlayer hoppings do not induce gap closing and phase transitions.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Multilayer graphene have been studied quite a lot in the past two decades and their
band structures have been well analyzed with different types of stacking. In nature, stable
graphite has Bernal type, which corresponds to ABAB... stacking, rhombohedral type, which
correspond to ABCABC...stacking and turbostratic type, which corresponds to irregular
stacking that mixes both[IH4]. It is well-known that the type of stacking affect the band
structure and gives different phenomena in, for instance quantum transport[3], 5l [6], optical
absorption[4], [7].

On the other hand, Haldane model is constructed also in a hexagonal lattice, the same
lattice structure as graphene. Haldane model[8] may be the first example of Chern insu-
lator invented, showing the topological structure of electronic Hamiltonian can define new
phases of matter. The anomalous Hall conductivity is unchanged by any perturbation if
the band gap remains open[d]. Haldane model thus can be stacked in a similar way to
make multilayer Haldane models. Questions naturally arise: Do multilayer Haldane models
resemble multilayer graphene in any way? How does the stacking types and the interlayer
hopping parameters affect the properties of multilayer Haldane models such as anomalous
Hall conductivity?

For ABC stacking: It was shown analytically[I0] that, when only the nearest neighbor



hopping is taking into account, the Hall conductivity is proportional to the number of layers
times the Hall conductivity in monolayer Haldane model and interlayer hopping parame-
ter do not induce band closing. How about other stacking type such as Bernal or even
turbostratic?

Moreover, constructing large Chern number device has been an interesting topic in the
passed decade. One approach shows that taking into account distant hoppings in a monolayer
Haldane model can give rise to larger Chern numbers[I1] and this gives beautiful analytical
results. Another way is to consider multilayer models but they are usually done in numerical
methods[12, [13]. This makes one suspect whether analytical method can be practical in
determining the Chern number in multilayer models.

In this paper, generalizing the method in [I0], we provide the analytical approach to
study the topological number of multilayer Haldane models. Limited to the nearest neigh-
bor interlayer hoppings, we find a one-to-one correspondence between the spectra, eigen-
wavefunctions of multilayer graphene and that of multilayer Haldane model. Using this
correspondence, we prove that the property for ABC stacking is valid for all the stacking
types mentioned above and that the values of each interlayer hopping parameters do not
matter, either.

The paper is organized as following: In Sec. we review the construction of multilayer
graphene and propose multilayer Haldane model in a similar way; in Sec. we show the
correspondence and give the proof; in Sec.([V]) we give examples which violate some of the
conditions of the prove, leading to gap closing and thus phase transitions; in Sec. (V] of
discussion, we discuss the gap closing at the limit when interlayer hopping parameters go to

infinity, the applications of our result and possible future directions.

II. MULTILAYER GRAPHENE AND MULTILAYER HALDANE MODEL

In Sec.(ITA)), we review the stacking types of multilayer graphene for the benefit of
defining our multilayer Haldane model; in Sec.(IIB|) we define multilayer Haldane models
with irregular stacking and show an important anti-commutation relation that serves for the

proof.



A. Review of multilayer graphene

Here we mainly follow the discussion in [3,5]. Graphene is a two-dimensional set of carbon
atoms, arranged into a honeycomb structure. The structure can be decomposed into two
sublattices, called o and 5. Monolayer graphene has linear energy-momentum (dispersion)
relation near the Fermi level that the conduction band contacts with the valence band at

two Fermi points K and K’, having effective Hamiltonian

0 o

v(p1 + ip2) 0
where v is the Fermi-velocity and p; p, are the momenta.
Considering multilayer case, because of the C'5 symmetry of the honeycomb lattice, there
are three distinct positions for the latter layers, labelled A-, B-, and C-type. If one takes into
account only the coupling between the nearest layers, the effective Hamiltonian of multilayer

graphene can be written as

[ HY 4,
t, HY
My = trs H{ 5, : (2)
a
L th1n HY' | 2nx2n

ti_1, is the coupling matrix between layer ¢+ — 1 and layer 7, defining the stacking types.
The stacking patterns are AA..., ABAB..., and ABCABC... and irregular patterns with
mixing between ABAB... and ABCABC.... The simplest case is AA stacking, defined by

10
tifl,i - t O 1 . (3)

The «/f sublattices from one layer overlaps with the same type of sublattices of the next

layer, making it energetically unstable. The spectrum is

T
Ef =+ 2t =1,..,n. 4
= ulpl + 2tcos( 7 ) 7 = L )
The most energetically favorable one is ABAB... stacking. It is defined by

01 00
toi12i =1t y o b =1t ; (5)
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and the spectrum is

rm

rw
EF = 4+, /02|p|? + 2 cos? t =1,...n.
> \/v |p|? + 2 cos (n 1)+ COS<n+1> T ) (6)

Another common example is ABC stacking with

01
o=t 0ol (7)

The exact spectrum is not solved, instead the effective Hamiltonian is given by

1 0 ™" (p1 — 1p2)"
Hfof _ — (pl p2) (8)
t V™ (p1 + ip2)” 0
with dispersion
E> = it”—l ) 9)

For an irregular stacking n-layer graphene, we apply the chiral decomposition: (i) Identify
the longest ABC stacking chain with its layer, say J; and partition it out; (ii) repeat step
(i) until all the layers are exhausted. Then we have J; + Jo + ...Jp = n. And the effective

Hamiltonian of the whole multilayer graphene is
HN ~H; @ H;, ©..Hy,, (10)

where each H, is of form Eq. (g).

B. Multilayer Haldane model

In this subsection, we discuss various kinds of multilayer Haldane models corresponding to
multilayer graphene models considered in the previous subsection. The monolayer Haldane

model has the Hamiltonian
H{—I:h101+h202+h30’3, (11)

here we ignore the term proportional to identity matrix for simplicity, which can be set to

zero in the original Haldane model by setting cos ¢ = 0. And the n-layer Haldane model has



the Hamiltonian

s
t H{" 5
H, = trs H{' 3 = Zhiln@ai+T
H
o tnfl,n Hl - 2nx2n
= hsl, ® o3+ HS, (12)
where
0 it 0 0 .
ti,i-i—l = or = ti,i+1(01 j: lO'Q) (13)
0 0 tiir1 O

are the inter-layer hopping matrices. HS have the same matrix structure as, and at K points
identical to HY. In the following part of this paper, we will refer to HS instead of HS as
multilayer graphene.

It is obvious that hsl,, ® o3 anti-commutes with h;1, ® o7 and hyl,, ® 09. Let’s show

{T', h31,, ® 03} = 0 in the following:

{tiit1,03} =0 4103 = —0o3t; ;44 (14)
thus
1, ®o3T =-T1,®o0s (15)
and thus
{T, h3l, @03} =0. (16)
As a result, we get
{hs3l, ® 03, H{} =0, (17)

and because of this anti-commutation relation, there is a one-to-one correspondence between

HY and H,



III. THE ONE-TO-ONE CORRESPONDENCE AND THE PROOF

In this section, we prove that for all the stacking types considered in [5] except AA
stacking(we consider it in Sec. (IV Al)), the topological invariant responsible for anomalous
Hall conductivity is proportional to the number of layers times that of monolayer Haldane
model. The basic logic is the same as in [I0], in which we the topological number in the
zero interlayer hopping limit and then prove that the gap does not close for any finite val-
ues of interlayer hoppings. This section is set into four subsections: in Sec. (IIIA)) We
calculate the topological invariant of multilayer Haldane model when the interlaced hop-
pings are turned off; in Sec. we prove a one-to-one correspondence between multilayer
graphene and multilayer Haldane model, which shows that the gap closing of multilayer
Haldane model cannot happen in Brillouin zone except at multilayer graphene gap closing
point; in Sec.([II C)) we study the gap closing condition of multilayer graphene and find
that interlayer hoppings do not change it; in Sec. we summarize the ingredients in
previous subsections and explains that the gap of multilayer Haldane model is protected by
monolayer Haldane model gap and together with the result in Section. (III A)) we complete

the proof.

A. Interlayer hopping zero limit

The result in this subsection is not new, but for the completeness of the proof we put
it here. The topological invariant [I4HI7] responsible for the conductivity of anomalous

quantum Hall effect, is defined as follows
1 dp
NB] = 5 / ﬁe”k Tt (GH:G'GO;G GG ) . (18)
! ™
In these expressions G is the two-point Green function of electrons. In this section, we

consider the limit that the interlayer hopping is zero, namely £, = 0. G is expressed as

Q1

G'=iw—-HY,, o= @ : (19)

@n

- - 2nx2n

where Q; = iw — Hi and i is the label of the layer. The matrix G™! becomes a direct sum of

Q; . If a matrix G is a direct sum of the two other matrices G; and G4, then the topological

7



invariant, or the winding number, of G will be the sum of the topological invariant of G,

Gy 0
and that of Gy. Namely, if G = ' , then N[G] = N[G1] + N|[G>] [18].Because:
0 G
NG| = l/ dp e Tr(Go,G'GO,G'Go,G ™)
31 ) (2m)? ‘ !
1 Sp
== g (;l—p;Z Ewk Tr(Gl&Gl_lGlﬁle_lGlﬁkGfl + Gg@iGgngangngﬁngl)
! 7r
= NG| + N[G,]. (20)

Therefore,
NI[G,] = ZN[GZ-] . (21)

One can see that without the inter-layer hoppings, the n-layer Haldane model would have
the topological invariant with the value equal to the sum of the topological invariants of
each layer. This would be generalized if we turn on the inter-layer hopping and the energy

gap does not close, which will be shown in the next subsection.

B. One-to-one correspondence

In this subsection we prove a lemma that tells there is a one-to-one correspondence of
the energy spectrum and eigenfunction between multilayer graphene and multilayer Haldane
model.

We start from considering matrices

Hy = Hg + H, (22)
satisfying
{Hg, Hs} =0, (23)
and
H;=h31, (24)

where hg is some number. These conditions are the ones satisfied by the Hamiltonians of

multilayer graphene and multilayer Haldane model, shown in Sec. (LI Bj).

8



The lemma is as following: For each eigenequation

(He — BY)Y7 =0, (25)
there exists an eigen-equation
(Hu — B =0, (26)
satisfying
(Bf)? = h3 + (EF)?, (27)
and vice versa.
Proof: From Eq. we get
(2 — (BO)?)uf = 0. (28)
Eq. ([23)and gives
H} =Hi+h31. (29)

Substituting Eq. into Eq. , we have
(3 = 13 = (B9)?)uf = 0. (30)

There are two solutions for Eq.

(HH F\/h3+ (E§)2)¢f’i =0., (31)

with
Ut = (Hy 13+ (BE2)us (32)

Define
B = sgn(EO)\ /13 + (ES)? (33)
vf = (Hy +sgn(ES)\ 13 + (B9 )ul, (34)

we arrive at Eq. and . The sign of EX is chosen such that at the limit h3 — 0 Eq.
and become identical, which means

Ef(hy — 0) = EC, (35)

9



and also 1 # 0. The above procedure can be reversed: starting from Eq. we can
derive Eq. and so the lemma is proven.

Remark: the condition Eq. makes sure that the correspondence is one-to-one, with-
out it, there is still a correspondence similar as Eq. and but not one-to-one, between

the two spectra, with h2 replaced by eigenvalues of Hz.

C. Gap closing condition of multilayer graphene

Eq. tells us that the gap closing condition of multilayer Haldane model, namely
E = 0 for some i is that hs = E¢ = 0. In this subsection, we look for gap closing condition

of multilayer graphene E = 0. The secular determinant of multilayer graphene is
det(HS — E91,,) = det(h1, ® 01 + hol, ® 02 + T — E°1) (36)
and the gap closes at half-filling when

det(HS — E“1,,)

= det(HY) = 0. (37)

EG=0

The choices of hy and hy that satisfy Eq. determine the gap closing points. Though
stacking type and values of ¢; ;.1 in general determine the energy eigenvalues of multilayer
graphene and it is very hard or maybe impossible to find the energy spectrum, Eq. (37)) is
doable.

Next we show that
det(HS) = (=2 — )" (38)

for ¢;,11 in Eq. and any value of t;;,.1,7 = 1,....n — 1. When ¢;;,,; = 0 for all

1=1,...,n—11it is easy to see that
det(HE) = (~h? - h3)", (39)

and we just need to prove terms involving ¢; ;.1 do not contribute to the determinant. We

use mathematical induction. From here we change the notation of t;;; from ¢;,;; into

10
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for convenience. For n = 2 we have

V; 0
0 hl — ’th (%
hi+ih 0 u
det(HE) = | = (1%~ )2,
u 0 hl - Zhg
v hl + ZhQ 0
for either u = 0 or v = 0. Suppose for n = k
det (HY) = (=hf — h))",
we calculate det(H ). It is expressed as following:
det (H{ ;)
0 hl - ’LhQ 0 U1 0 0 0
hl + Zhg 0 Ul 0 0 0 0
0 (A 0 hl — ’th 0 Vo 0
= V1 0 hl + ZhQ 0 U9 0 0
0 0 0 (5) 0 hl — th
0 (%) 0 h1 + Zhg 0
0 0 0 0

(40)

(41)

Let us consider u; = 0 and v; = 0 separately. u; = 0 or v; = 0 can contribute to the

determinant only if their cofactors are nonzero. If u; = 0, we can show that the cofactors

of the two vys equal to zero:

hi+ihe 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 Vg 0
Aur = — V1 0 hy +ihs Us 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 hy —ihy ...
0 Vo hy + iho 0
0 0 0

(43)

because the second column is zero and similarly A; 4 is zero because its second row is zero.

11



If v; = 0, the cofactors of the two wu;s are zero:

0 hy —iho 0 0 0 0
0 Uy hy —ihs 0 () 0
Aps = — 0 0 0 Uz 0 0 (44)
0 0 Us 0 hi —ihy ...
0 0 0 hi +ihs 0
0 0 0

because the first column is zero and similarly Ass is zero because its first row is zero.

Therefore there is no contribution from u; or v;. As a result,
det(HY ;) = (—hi — h3) det(HY) = (—h] — h3)"*". (45)

Therefore, the gap closing condition is still h; = hy = 0 unchanged by interlayer hoppings.
Remark: this result can be generalized, namely the h; and hy in each layer can be different
hi and h, then we will have det(HS) = [T/, (—(h%)* — (h%)?) and the gap closing condition

is hi = hi = 0 for one of the 7’s.

D. The final proof

Let us summarize the conclusions in precious subsections: from Sec. the Hamiltonian
of multilayer Haldane model composes of hsl,, ® o3 and the Hamiltonian of multilayer
graphene, which anti-commute with each other, and from Sec. this leads to a one-
to-one correspondence between the spectra of them Eq. . As far as AA stacking is
excluded, we showed in Sec (III C|) multilayer graphene band gap closes, namely ES = 0,
only when hy; = hy = 0, but then hy # 0 as is required by the gap of monolayer Haldane

model:
hi + h3 + h3 > 0. (46)

Therefore hy = 0 and E¢ = 0 can never be satisfied simultaneously except the possibility at
the limit ¢; ;41 — 0o. So the topological invariant of multilayer Haldane model is not modified
by the introduction of the nearest interlayer hoppings, even for the irregular stacking types.
Sec. shows that at the limit interlayer hoppings are zero, the topological invariant of

multilayer Haldane model is the sum of all topological invariant of each monolayer Haldane

12



models. This completes the proof. In a sense, our proof is not even limited to Haldane
model, because we do not need the detailed information of h; he and hs.

Remark: This conclusion can be generalized into the situation that for each layer with
label i, b} and h} do not have to be the same with other layers. The bottom line is that A
has to be the same in order to anti-commute with 7" matrix. Since each layer is an insulator,
(hi)? + (h%)* + h2 > 0. Therefore there is no phase transition when turning on any of the
interlayer hopping. Then the topological invariant of the whole layered system is the sum

of the topological invariants of each layer.

IV. EXAMPLES OF MODELS THAT DO HAVE PHASE TRANSITIONS

To show the non-triviality of the result in the previous section, we consider two examples
that do have phase transitions, violating one of the requirements in previous sections. For
simplicity we only consider bilayer models. The models are: AA stacking, in which Eq.
is not obeyed, and aB&Ba stacking, in which hz = 0 and EY = 0 can be simultaneously

satisfied.

A. AA stacking

The AA stacking model is defined as following:

hs hy —ihy t
hi +1ihy  —hg t
t hs hi —ihgy
t hi+ihy  —hg

3
=Y hl®oi+to®1. (47)

=1

H3 , is block-diagonalized by a transformation S = \%(]1 —i09) ® 1:

hs+t hy—ihs
SH%AS_I _ hl + Zhg —hg +t (48)
hs —t hy —ihs

hy +ihy —hg —t |

13



therefore the spectrum is

Ega=+t+ |> h?=1kt+h. (49)

The band-closing points are
|t| = hm'm7 Nmage (50)

and if we tune the value of ¢ from zero to infinity the bilayer model will transit from topo-
logical /normal(depending on the monolayer model) insulator to metal and then to normal

insulator.

B. apf&fa stacking

We define af&pa stacking as following: there are two interlayer hoppoings: both from
the a sub degrees of freedom to the g sub degrees of freedom and from the [ sub degrees of
freedom to the « sub degrees of freedom. The continuum models were introduced in [19] 20].

The Hamiltonian is as following

hy  hi —ihy v
Hzﬁ&ﬁ _ hl + Zh2 —h3 u
“ “ u h3 ]’Ll — Zhg
v hl + Zhg —hg ]

5 U+ v U—v
= E hl]l®0'1+ 5 O'1®O'1+ 9 02®02
=1

3
= Zhi1®0—i+t10—1®01+t20—2®02- (51)

i=1
When u = 0 or v = 0, this Hamiltonian reduces to bilayer case of the model in Eq. .
Although the gap does not close for the model in Eq. , for general u and v, as we will

see, the gap does close. The spectrum of this Hamiltonian satisfies

Elgepa =h3+hi+h3+t]+6+ 2\/h§t% + h3t} + 135, . (52)
Now we define the following function
f = (343 +154+13)% — 4(h3t5 + hits +tit3), (53)

14
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FIG. 1: The phase diagram of Ho%ﬁ wga- Lhe colored regions are topological nontrivial if

monolayer Hamiltonian is so.

and then gap closing condition can be reinterpreted as

=0
! (54
h3 == 0 .
f is simplified as
f=(hi—h3—t]+13)°+4hih3. (55)
So the gap closing condition becomes
t2 —12 =h? — h3 or uv = h? — h3
hihy =0 (56)

hs =0.

In the case of bilayer model of Eq. , all three equations cannot be simultaneously
satisfied because uv = 0. So uv = 0 case are topologically nontrivial, if the monolayer
model is topological. There is a phase transition from topologically nontrivial phase into
topologically trivial phase when turning |uv| from zero to infinity: From Eq. We can see
when increasing |uv| there are always some values of |uv|, say |uv|y to close the gap, and
after all the gap-closing values, the phase becomes trivial because it is smoothly connected

to the case that v — +o00 and v — F00.

15



Next let’s consider Wilson fermion[21] for each layer of Eq. instead of Haldane model
for simplicity and study the phase transition. It was also proposed Qi, Wu and Zhang to
be realized as spin Hall effect in two-dimensional paramagnetic semiconductors[22]. The

Hamiltonian for Wilson fermion is
Hw = (m + cos p; + cos pa)os + sin pyoy + sin paos (57)

from Eq. the gap closing condition is
(
uv = sin? py

If uv >0 sinpy = 0 =uv=1—(1+£m)?, (58)
m=E1+4cosp; =0.

uwv = —sin? py

Ifuv <0 sinp; =0 = —uww=1—(1£m)?, (59)
m=E1+4cospy=0.

\

in which + or- is taken such that (1 4+m)?* < 1. Eq. and can be combined into

one condition

(wv)? = (1 — (1 £m)?)?. (60)

V. DISCUSSION

Though we proved that the gap does not closed for any finite value of interlayer hopping
tii+1, the gap does get smaller and smaller when we increase the value of ¢; 41, and closes
at t;,11 = oo. The reason is that at ¢;,,; = oo, there is one E¢% goes to the zero limit for
all values of h; and hy so the gap closing point of multilayer Haldane model is determined
solely by hs = 0. In [10] we showed this for bilayer model. Now we show it is true in n-layer
model also, at least when all ¢; ;41 have the same value #;,;. When we increase the value of
tyor such that tp,; >> m , then the low energy effective theory nearby K points in [3]

becomes a good approximation throughout the Brillouin zone. And we have

HE~Hy; ®Hy® ... Hy, , (61)
where
1 0 (hy — ihy)”
tL (hl + ZhQ)Ji 0

16



where J; are integer numbers that corresponding to the chiral decomposition and J; + Jo +

...Jp =n. And the energy eigenvalues

55
EJZ.::EM%O&SM_—)O (63)
ty
for J; > 2. But it is impossible that all J; = 1 because of the mechanism of chiral decom-
position. Therefore if t;,; becomes too big, though it is impossible to transit into another
topological /trivial insulator phase, the material becomes a semiconductor practically.

From the proof we can see that multilayer Haldane models even with irregular stacking
can be used as a method to build large Chern number device since the phase is understood.
Moreover, from Sec. ,as the behavior is predictable when changing h! and h% in each
layer, we can change the Chern number not only by adding or removing layers but also by
modifying each layer. And one way to do this is to consider distant neighbor intra-layer
hoppings: as shown in[I1], distant neighbor hoppings can also create large Chern number
so the combination of both methods can give even more structures.

In his paper, we have found the one-to-one correspondence between multilayer graphene
and multilayer Haldane models, there may be more interesting phenomena of multilayer
Haldane models to be discovered. We only consider nearest neighbor interlayer hoppings.
As shown in multilayer graphene[23], distant interlayer hoppings can induce trigonal warping
in the band structure. It is interesting to understand what will happen to multilayer Haldane
model if we allow distant interlayer hoppings. Maybe the one-to-one correspondence will be

modified or even ruined. We leave this as a future direction.
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