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In this work, we theoretically study the charge order and orbital magnetic properties of a new type
of antiferromagnetic kagome metal FeGe. Based on first principles density functional theory (DFT)
calculations, we have studied the electronic structures, Fermi-surface quantum fluctuations, as well
as phonon properties of the antiferromagnetic kagome metal FeGe. We find that charge density wave
emerges in such a system due to a subtle cooperation between electron-electron (e-e) interactions and
electron-phonon couplings, which gives rise to an unusual scenario of interaction-triggered phonon
instabilities, and eventually yields a charge density wave (CDW) state. We further show that, in
the CDW phase, the ground-state current density distribution exhibits an intriguing star-of-David
pattern, leading to flux density modulation. The orbital fluxes (or current loops) in this system
emerges as a result of the subtle interplay between magnetism, lattice geometries, charge order, and
spin-orbit coupling (SOC), which can be described by a simple, yet universal, tight-binding theory
including a Kane-Mele type SOC term and a magnetic exchange interaction. We further study the
origin of the peculiar step-edge states in FeGe, which shed light on the topological properties and
correlation effects in this new type of kagome antiferromagnetic material.

The frustrated nature of a kagome lattice can give rise
to intriguing electronic structure such as flat bands, Dirac
cones, and van Hove singularities (vHS) [1–4]. The flat
bands may serve as a good platform for strongly corre-
lated physics such as quantum magnetism and unconven-
tional superconductivity [5–16]. The Dirac points can be
gapped out either by spontaneous time-reversal symme-
try breaking or spin-orbit coupling (SOC), which thus
exhibits nontrivial topological properties [17–19]. When
the Fermi level is tuned to the van Hove singularity of
a kagome metal, various correlated states may emerge
through the Fermi-surface nesting scenario as driven by
e-e Coulomb interactions [20–53].

Recently, scanning tunnelling microscopy (STM) and
muon spin relaxation (µsR) measurements reveal time-
reversal breaking charge orders in AV3Sb5 (A=K, Rb,
Cs) [38, 49, 53, 54], which emerge at temperatures near
or below the 2 × 2 CDW transitions for this class of ma-
terials. Interestingly, these time-reversal breaking CDW
phases are proposed to exhibit spontaneous real-space
current loops, and are associated with orbital flux pat-
terns [21, 55–60]. Moreover, recent experimental stud-
ies demonstrate that an antiferromagnetic metal FeGe
with kagome lattice structure also hosts a 2×2 charge
order [61, 62], which is closely correlated with the an-
tiferromagnetism [63, 64]. Despite different theoretical
proposals [65–67], the origin of CDW state and how
the charge order interplays with antiferromagnetism in
FeGe are still open questions. In this work we theoret-
ically study the properties of charge density wave and
the orbital-flux states in the antiferromagnetic kagome

metal FeGe. Based on first principles DFT calculations,
we have systematically studied the electronic structures,
Fermi-surface quantum fluctuations, and phonon prop-
erties of FeGe. Specifically, through generalized suscep-
tibility calculations within random phase approximation
(RPA), we find that e-e interactions along cannot drive
any CDW-type instability in FeGe. However, e-e inter-
actions would renormalize the effective mass around the
Fermi surface which thus enhances the density of states
contributed by Ge p orbitals. The latter is coupled with a
branch of low-frequency optical phonon modes around M
point, which are consisted of Ge atomic displacements.
This branch of Ge phonon modes is getting softer with
the increase of U as more and more Ge 4p orbitals con-
tribute to the Fermi surface, and eventually gets frozen
with the onset of CDW. Therefore, we propose that the
CDW state in FeGe is triggered by an interaction-assisted
phonon instability.

We further show that, in the CDW phase, the inter-
site currents in the ground state form a mutually inter-
calated star-of-David and double-triangular current pat-
tern. Such orbital fluxes (or current loops) in this system
emerges as a result of the subtle interplay between mag-
netism, lattice geometries, charge order, and spin-orbit
coupling (SOC), which can be described by a simple,
yet universal, tight-binding model including a Kane-Mele
type SOC term and a magnetic exchange interaction.
Moreover, we have also studied FeGe in the monolayer
form in the 2 × 2 CDW phase, which turns out to be a
topological metal with both Weyl points and flat Chern
band near the Fermi level, exhibiting multiple low-energy
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edge states. This naturally explains the origin of the re-
cently observed spin polarized step-edge states in FeGe.
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FIG. 1: Lattice structure, current patterns and band struc-
tures of pristice FeGe. (a) Lattice structure and current pat-
terns. The inter-site current flow are indicated by solid ar-
rows, while the current loops among the Fe triangles are il-
lustrated by the arrowed dash circles. (b) Band structures.

FeGe consists of an alternating stacking of the Fe3Ge
kagome layer and the Ge honeycomb layer as shown in
Fig. 1(a). It has an A-type collinear antiferromagnetic or-
der along the c axis which doubles the primitive cell with
a Néel temperature ∼ 400 K [68]. We perform DFT calcu-
lations with additional Hubbard-like on-site interactions
applied to the Fe 3d orbitals [69], where the Hubbard U is
treated as a parameter to be varied. With U = 4.1 eV (de-
termined through the linear-response method [70]) and
Hund’s coupling J = U/5 = 0.82 eV, the calculated lo-
cal magnetic moment for each Fe atom is 2.61µB. The
band structures in the antiferromagnetic phase of the
pristine structure are shown in Fig. 1(b), which involve
multiple bands around the Fermi level. Moreover, these
low-energy bands are topologically nontrivial, which host
multiple Dirac nodal loops as marked by the green circles
in Fig. S5 in Supplementary Information (SI). The nodal
loops are resided within the kz =π plane, which are pro-
tected by horizontal mirror symmetry [71]. More details
about the band topology are given in SI [71].

We continue to discuss the origin of the CDW phase in
FeGe. Recent experiments report an in-plane 2×2 charge
order at temperatures below ∼ 100 K in FeGe, which
seems to be interwined with its antiferromagnetic order
[61]. To shed light on the experiments, we first calculate
the phonon spectra of pristine FeGe at different Hub-
bard U values, the results are shown in Fig. 2(a). As we
can see, at small U , the phonon spectrum of the pristine
structure are well behaved without any imaginary fre-
quency, indicating that the pristine structure is stable.
With the increase of U value, a flat phonon band within
the kz = 0 plane, as marked by red arrow in Fig. 2(a),
gradually moves downward in frequency and becomes
imaginary when U > 3.1 eV, indicating that the pristine
structure eventually gets unstable at larger U values, pos-
sibly with the onset of CDW. A closer inspection reveals
that the soft branch of phonon modes are contributed by

collective displacements of the Ge atoms. This unusual
dependence of the phonon spectrum on the Hubbard U
implies that the CDW transition in FeGe may be trig-
gered by e-e interactions. It turns out that with the in-
crease of U , the flat bands contributed from the Fe 3d or-
bitals are gradually pushed away from the Fermi level (see
Supplementary Information); in the meanwhile, contri-
butions from the Ge 4p orbitals at the Fermi level become
more and more significant (Fig. 2(b)) with the increase of
U . As the soft phonon band (marked in Fig. 2(a)) is con-
tributed by Ge displacements, it is coupled to the Ge 4p
orbitals much more strongly than to the Fe 3d orbitals.
Thus, an enhancement of the Ge 4p spectral weight at
the Fermi surface would yield stronger electron-phonon
coupling matrix elements for the soft phonon band with
the Ge displacements. This would give rise to a strong
renormalization effects to the phonon frequency [72], and
eventually makes the soft phonon band (from Ge dis-
placements) unstable, driving the CDW transition. Such
an argument is also consistent with the relaxed structure
of the 2 × 2 CDW phase as shown in Fig. 3(a), in which
only the Ge atoms show substantial distortions. We will
discuss this in greater details later.

We note that the Hubbard U value can be calcu-
lated self consistently through the response process of
local charge density to a perturbative potential [70],
which gives U = 4.1 eV for Fe 3d orbitals. This jus-
tifies the above argument that CDW of FeGe may be
induced through an interaction-assisted phonon insta-
bility scenario. Certainly DFT+U is a mean-field ap-
proach which cannot fully capture the characteristics of
single-particle excitation spectrum for such correlated
metals Ḣowever, recently both angle resolved photoemis-
sion spectroscopy (ARPES) measurements [63] and DFT
+ dynamical mean field theory (DMFT) calculations [64]
suggest an overall effective mass renormalization by a
factor of ∼1.6 compared to DFT band structures, with
well defined quasi-particle features around Fermi level.
As the Fermi surface has contributions from both Fe 3d
and Ge 4p orbitals, both the overall density of states
(DOS) and Ge 4p DOS around the Fermi level would be
enhanced due to e-e interaction effects. This further con-
firms the above scenario that interaction-enhanced DOS
would lead to stronger electron-phonon coupling effects
thus induces phonon instability.

We also consider the possibility that the CDW state in
antiferromagnetic FeGe may be driven by Fermi-surface
instabilities due to strong e-e interaction effects. We
calculate the general susceptibility tensor defined in the
charge-sublattice-orbital-spin space [73–76] based on a
realistic Wannier tight binding model including all the Fe
3d orbitals and Ge 4p orbitals generated from DFT cal-
culations. The eigenmodes and eigenvalues of the static
susceptibility tensor reflect the properties of the intrinsic
quantum fluctuations at the Fermi surface. The e-e inter-
action renormalization effects on the generalized suscep-
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FIG. 2: (a) Phonon spectrums. (b) Dependence of the DOS of the Ge on the on-site U , taken at the Fermi energy. (c) Leading
eigenvalues of the susceptibility tensors along a high-symmetry q path, taken at U = 0.0 eV. (c) Leading eigenvalues of the RPA
susceptibility tensors of pristine FeGe at different Hubbard U values. (d) Same at (b), but taken at U = 4.1 eV. The flat bands
in (a) which goes down with increasing U are indicated by red arrows. Here J = 0 eV for U = 0 eV and J = 0.82 eV otherwise.

tibility tensor are treated by random phase approxima-
tion (RPA). The leading eigenmodes of the RPA gener-
alized susceptibility tensor indicate the possible sponta-
neous symmetry breaking states driven by Fermi surface
quantum fluctuations and e-e interactions. The details
are given in Supplementary Information. In Fig. 2(d),
we show the eigenvalues of the bare susceptibility ten-
sor calculated from the U = 0 Fermi surface in the anti-
ferromagnetic ground state of FeGe with pristine lattice
structure. We see that the eigenvalues of all the leading
Fermi-surface fluctuation modes are small, with ampli-
tudes ⪅ 0.5. Including e-e interactions in the RPA frame-
work does not change the result qualitatively. As shown
in Fig. 2(e), the largest eigenvalues of the RPA suscepti-
bility tensor at different high-symmetry points (Γ, M , K,
A) only show moderate enhancement with the increase of
U , which are far from driving a CDW transition (marked
by diverging susceptibility eigenvalue). We have further
inspected the effects of inter-site Coulomb interactions
(between Fe 3d and Ge 4p electrons), and still cannot
find any instability mode that can lead to CDW state
(see supplementary information). Therefore, we con-
clude that in FeGe e-e interactions alone cannot lead to
a CDW-type Fermi surface instability; rather the CDW
state results from a subtle interplay between on-site e-e
interactions and electron-phonon couplings, which real-
izes an intriguing scenario of interaction-assisted phonon

instability, giving rise to the CDW state.

As the phonon spectrum at U = 4.1 eV has a whole
optical-phonon branch with imaginary frequencies within
the kz =0 plane (Fig. 2), which implies that there could
be various possible lattice distortions. Here we only con-
sider the unstable phonon modes at the three M points
in the pristine Brillouin zone, which are the modes that
first become unstable as U increases. We first make a
linear combination of the three unstable phonon modes
at the three M points, which yield a 2×2 supercell struc-
ture. Then we take such a lattice distortion as an ini-
tial ansatz for the structural relaxation calculation. In
Fig. 3(a) we present the fully relaxed lattice structure of
a 2×2 supercell, which preserves all the symmetries of the
pristine structure. This is a stable structure as no more
imaginary frequency can be found in its phonon spec-
trum as shown in Fig. S6 in SI [71]. Such a 2 × 2 CDW
phase involves two types of lattice distortions. The first
one is a type of in-plane shortening or elongation of the
nearest neighbour Ge-Ge bond within the honeycomb Ge
layer, which forms a “kekulé type” distortion pattern of
the Ge honeycomb lattice as shown in the top panel of
Fig. 3(a), where the two Ge atoms connected by a solid
line denotes the shortened Ge-Ge bond, consistent with
previous report [65]. The kekulé distortions of the two
Ge honeycomb layers within an antiferromagnetic primi-
tive cell stacks along the z direction in an anti-phase way
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as illustrated by the opposite kekulé distortions for the
bottom and top Ge layers [top panel of Fig. 3(a)]. The
second type of distortion is the out-of-plane buckling of
the Ge atoms within the Fe kagome plane, as shown in
the bottom panel of Fig. 3(a). We have also considered
the situation that only one of the three unstable phonon
modes at the M points is stablized and leads to a CDW
phase with 2 × 1 supercell, whose relaxed lattice struc-
ture is shown in the inset of Fig. 3(d). Although the
1 × 2 supercell is slightly lower in energy than the 2 × 2
one, the former is inconsistent with recent experimental
observations [61, 77]. Thus, the CDW phase observed
in experiments may be the 2 × 2 supercell resulted from
the spontaneous condensation of three unstable phonon
modes at the three M points, which are characterized by
in-plane kekulé distortions and out-of-plane bucklings of
the Ge atoms.

We then turn to the discussion of the electronic struc-
tures and orbital magnetic properties of antiferromag-
netic FeGe within the CDW phase. In Fig. 3(b) we
present the band structures of the antiferromagnetic
FeGe in the 2 × 2 lattice structure, where every band
is twofold degenerate due to the combined time-reversal
(T ) and inversion symmetry of the antiferromagnetic
phase.As mentioned above, a realistic Wannier tight-
binding model including all the Fe 3d orbitals and Ge
4p orbitals has been constructed for the 2 × 2 antifer-
romagnetic CDW phase, based on which the inter-site
currents have been calculated. As denoted by the ar-
rows in Fig. 3(c), the current pattern of the Fe kagome
layer with spin up magnetization in the 2×2 CDW phase
is qualitatively different from that of the pristine phase
(Fig. 1(a)). In the pristine phase of the antiferromag-
netic state, the currents flow around a loop connecting
the nearest-neighbor Fe triangle within the kagome plane,
with the current amplitude ∼ 250 nA. In the 2 × 2 CDW
phase, as a result of the lattice distortion, the current
pattern within each Fe kagome layer consists of two types
of current loops: the first one only flows between the
nearest neighbor Fe sites, forming a star of David (SoD)
current loop flowing in the clockwise direction (black ar-
rows in Fig. 3(c)) with the current amplitude ∼360 nA;
the second type only flows between the second near-
est neighbor Fe sites, forming double triangular shaped
(DT) current loops flowing in the counter-clockwise direc-
tion (red arrows in Fig. 3(c)) with the current amplitude
∼280 nA. These two types of current loops intersect with
each other, forming an intriguing “current-loop density
wave state” that is driven by the subtle interplay among
magnetism, spin-orbit coupling (SOC), and the charge
order. The current pattern in the Fe kagome layer with
spin down magnetization is exactly opposite to that of
the spin-up layer. This forms an new intralayer ferro-
magnetic and interlayer antiferromagnetic orbital mag-
netic order that can be potentially measured by neutron
diffraction measurements.

The current-loop state in FeGe can be captured by a
simple tight-binding model. For a monolayer ferromag-
netic kagome lattice, the tight-binding Hamiltonian can
be written as :

Ĥmono = − t∑
⟨ij⟩

ĉ†i ĉj + iλ ∑
⟨iα,jβ⟩

(Eij × rij)z ⋅ σαβz ĉ†iαĉjβ

+ J ∑
iαβ

Si ⋅ σαβ ĉ†iαĉiβ (1)

where ⟨⟩ refers to the nearest neighbor hopping, ĉ†i (ĉj)
is the electron creation (annihilation) operator at site
i (j), αβ is the spin index. The first term is the usual
first-neighbor hopping within the kagome triangles. The
second term is the Kane-Mele type SOC term [78] which
is generated by the internal in-plane electric field Eij
normal to the bond vector rij connecting the two sites
i and j [see Supplementary Information]. The third
term is the effective magnetic exchange interaction. If
one periodically stacks the monolayer model along the
z direction in an antiferromagnetic configuration with
some proper interlayer coupling included, one would ob-
tain a minimal model describing the electronic proper-
ties of antiferromagnetic FeGe in the pristine structure.
Surprisingly, despite the complexity of the Fermi sur-
face topology in the pristine structure of FeGe (Fig. 1(b)
and Fig. 2(b)), the current pattern from first principles
calculations (Fig. 1(a)) is perfectly consistent with that
obtained from the simple tight-binding theory described
above. In general, more terms can be included into the
model for a more realistic description of the system. For
example, next-nearest-neighbor hoppings and SOC can
be added, which can lead to the DT current pattern;
and an effective charge order can also be added to the
tight-binding model which give rises to the SoD current
pattern. More details about the extensions of the tight-
binding model can be found in SI [71].

We note that in experiments, edge states [Fig. 4(a)] are
observed when the bias voltage is within the gap range
of the CDW structures [61], indicating the topological
nature of the antiferromagnetic CDW phase. To shed
light on these observations, we calculate the band struc-
tures and edge states of the single kagome layer for the
2×2 structure. The band structures of the monolayer
are shown in Fig. 4(b). We find that there exists both
Weyl points (protected by MxT symmetry) and topolog-
ically nontrival Chern band near the Fermi level, which
may lead to nontrivial edge states. As we can see from
Fig. 4(c) that there exists prominent edge states for the
single kagome layer. We further calculate both the edge
and bulk density of states (DOS) for the case of single
kagome layer in Fig. 4(d). A gap feature can be clearly
seen in the bulk DOS, while large edge states appear
within the bulk (partial) gap, consistent with the exper-
iments [61]. More details for the single kagome-layer cal-
culations can be found in Fig. S8 of SI [71]. Moreover,
we note that the Chern band of single-layer FeGe has a
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FIG. 3: Lattice, electronic structures and current-loop states of the CDW phase of FeGe. (a) First BZ, relaxed lattice structure,
illustration of the kekulé structure, and buckling of the 2×2 CDW structure of FeGe. The kekulé structure is formed by the
distortion of the Ge atoms in the Ge planes. The bottom-right panel is the side view to show the buckling of the Ge atoms
in the kagome plane. (b) Band structures of the 2×2 supercell structure. (c) Current patterns of the 2×2 supercell structure.
SoD is the abbreviation for star of David and DT is the abbreviation for double triangular, see the main text for details. (d)
Relaxed lattice structure and band structures of the 1×2 supercell structure.

small bandwidth (∼ 0.15 eV) with van Hove singularities
near the M point near Fermi level [see Fig. 4(b)], which
is expected to be unstable against electron-electron inter-
actions, and may lead to novel correlated and topological
states of matter such as topological density-wave states
[79, 80] and chiral superconductivity [81].

To conclude, based on first principles calculations,
we have systematically studied the electronic structures,
Fermi-surface quantum fluctuations, as well as phonon
properties of the antiferromagnetic kagome metal FeGe.
We find that charge density wave emerges due to a sub-
tle cooperation between e-e interactions and electron-
phonon couplings, which leads to an unusual scenario of
interaction-triggered phonon instabilities, and eventually
yields a charge density wave (CDW) state. We further
show that, in the CDW phase of such antiferromagnetic
kagome metal, the ground-state current density distribu-
tion exhibits an intriguing star-of-David pattern, leading
to flux density modulation, which can be potentially mea-
sured by neutron diffraction measurements. Such current
loop pattern emerges as a result of the subtle interplay

between magnetism, lattice geometry, charge order, and
SOC, which can be described by a simple, yet universal,
tight-binding theory including a Kane-Mele type SOC
term and a magnetic exchange interaction. The mono-
layer form of FeGe in the CDW phase turns out to be a
topological metal hosting both symmetry-protected Weyl
points and flat Chern bands, which exhibits multiple low-
energy edge states, which naturally explains the origin of
the recently observed spin polarized step-edge states in
FeGe. The flat Chern bands in monolayer FeGe may lead
to novel topological and correlated quantum states under
proper fillings, which may stimulate further experimental
and theoretical studies. Our work sheds light on the in-
triguing magnetic and charge properties in kagome mag-
nets, and will provide useful guidelines for future works.

We thank Quansheng Wu and Xiangang Wan for valu-
able discussions. This work is supported by the Na-
tional Natural Science Foundation of China (grant No.
12174257), the National Key R & D program of China
(grant No. 2020YFA0309601), and the start-up grant of
ShanghaiTech University.
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edge states of the 2×2 supercell structure of FeGe. (b) Band
structures of monolayer FeGe. The Weyl point protected by
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Edge states. (d) Density of states (DOS) for the bulk and the
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Supplementary Information for “Theory for charge density wave and orbital-flux state
in antiferromagnetic kagome metal FeGe”

I. FIRST PRINCIPLES METHODS

Details for the first-principles calculations

The first-principles calculations are performed with the Vienna ab initio simulation package (VASP) which adopts
the projector-augmented wave method [82]. The energy cutoff is set at 465 eV for FeGe and 402 eV for Co3Sn2S2,
Fe3Sn and FeSn. Exchange-correlation functional of the Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof (PBE) type is used for both the
structural relaxations and electronic structures calculations [83]. The convergence criteria for the total energy is set
to 10−6 eV. The BZ is sampled by a 10×10×6, 10×10×4, 12×12×16. 10×10×12 k mesh for the pristine structure of
FeGe, Co3Sn2S2, Fe3Sn and FeSn , respectively. For the 2×2 and 1×2 supercell structure of FeGe, a 6×6×5 and a
10×6×6 k-meshs are adopted with the Γ-centered scheme. Rotationally invariant “DFT+U” scheme [69] is adopted
for some of the calculations, where the Hubbard on-site U is determined through the linear-response method [70] for
FeGe (with U = 4.1 eV). The Hund’s rule coupling is set to J = U/5. We have also calculated the current loop patterns
for other magnetic metals including Fe3Sn (U = 4.3 eV) and Co3Sn2S2 (with U = 4.0 eV), see Sec. .

Inter-site currents

Inter-site current patterns are calculated based on the Wannier tight-binding models which are obtained through
the VASP2WANNIER90 interface [84]. Here we give the details of the fomalism. The rate of change of charge density
at an atomic site j is expressed as

dnj

dt
= − 2

h̵
Im ∑

αα′j′
ραj,α′j′(R)Hα′j′,αj(−R) , (2)

where {α, α′} refers to the orbital indices and {j, j′} refers to the site (or sublattice) indices. n̂j = ∑α ∣φαj⟩⟨φαj ∣
is the electron number operator in the Wannier basis, and ρ̂ = ∑n,k ∣ψn,k⟩⟨ψn,k∣θ(EF − En,k) (n is the band index,
θ(EF − En,k) is the step function) is the density operator in the Bloch basis. Here ραj,α′j′(R) is expressed as
ραj,α′j′(R) = ∑k e

−ikRραj,α′j′(k)/N , and Hαj,α′j′(−R) = ∑k e
ikRHαj,α′j′(k)/N . We define the inter-site current

between site j′ and j as Ijj′ = −(2/h̵)Im∑α,α′ ραj,α′j′(R)Hα′j′,αj(−R).

II. TOPOLOGICAL PROPERTIES AND ELECTRONIC STRUCTURES OF PRISTINE FEGE

Topological properties of pristine FeGe

The band structures of the pristine FeGe are shown in Fig. 1(b) of main text. Due to the spatial inversion combined
with time-reversal + half lattice translation symmetry, the energy bands are all doubly degenerate though the system
is antimagnetic. We focus on the three pairs of energy bands near the Fermi level, which are labelled band indices
70, 72 and 74. We then search the crossing points between each pairs of bands, which can be identified with the help
of the direct gap (or topological gap) between 70-71, 72-73 bands and so on. We plot the results in Fig. 5, where the
touching points of the bands along the high-symmetry path are marked with black or green circles. Our calculations
show that there exists Dirac points and/or Dirac nodal loops over the kz = π plane for all the three cases, which
are protected by spatial inversion combined with time-reversal + half lattice translation symmetry and the mirror
symmetry with respect to the kagome plane. Specifically, when the highest number of occupied band is set to 70 (i.e.,
Nocc=70), there is a Dirac point at the A point. Additionally, there are two large nodal loops circling the A point
and one small triangular-like nodal loop circling the H point. When Nocc=72, there are multiple Dirac points and
only one nodal loop circling the A point. When Nocc=74, there would be two nodal loops circling the A point, one
nodal loop circling the H point and one nodal loop circling the L point.
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FIG. 5: Band structures and nodal loops of the pristine FeGe. The nodal loops are the crossing points between 70-71, 72-73
and 74-75 bands. The two pairs of bands between which we are searching the nodal points are colored red in the top panels.
The nodal points are marked out by green circles. The bottoms panels are the direct gap (in unit of eV) distributions over the
BZ.

DFT+U band structures of pristine FeGe

In this subsection we show the DFT+U band structures of pristine FeGe with different U values, as shown in Fig. 6

FIG. 6: DFT+U band structures of pristine FeGe, with U = 0,1.1,2.1,3.1,4.1 eV, respectively. The thickness of the blue lines
represent the weight from Fe 3d orbitals.

III. GENERALIZED SUSCEPTIBILITY TENSORS

Formalism

We calculate the bare static generalized susceptibility tensor χ0 of pristine FeGe along a symmetry path within the
first Brillouin zone, which is expressed as

χ0
µν,µ′ν′(q) = ∫

BZ

Ωd3k

(2π)3 ∑m,n
f(En,k) − f(Em,k+q)

Em,k+q −En,k
ψ∗µ,n(k)ψν,m(k + q)ψµ′,n(k)ψ∗ν′,m(k + q) , (3)

where µ, ν are composite indices referring to the sublattice, orbital and spin degrees of freedom, m and n are the band
indices, and Ω is the volume of the unit cell. f(En,k) is the Fermi-Dirac distribution function at zero temperature,
with En,k denoting the band energy of the nth band at wavevector k, and ψµ,n(k) is the corresponding eigenfunction
in the basis of the Fourier-transformed Wannier functions. The calculations are start from the DFT-based Wannier
tight-binding Hamiltonian [84]. A linear tetrahedra interpolation method is applied for the integration of the k points
over the first Brillouin zone [85] and a 30×30×18 k mesh is used. The summation over the bands are restricted to the
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10 bands nearest to the Fermi energy. For the RPA susceptibility tensor, we use the Kanamori interactions as

HK =U∑
i,α

n̂iα↑n̂iα↓ +U ′ ∑
i,α<β,σ,σ′

n̂iασn̂iβσ′ − JH ∑
i,α<β,σ,σ′

ĉ†iασ ĉiασ′ ĉ
†
iβσ′ ĉiβσ + JP ∑

i,α<β,σ

ĉ†iασ ĉ
†
iα−σ ĉiβσ ĉiβ−σ , (4)

where U and U ′ are the intra-orbital and inter-orbital direct Coulomb interactions. JH and JP denote the Hunds’
coupling and pair hoppings respectively, and n̂iασ = ĉ†iασ ĉiασ is the density operator. We let U ′=U −J andJP= 0 such
that Eq. (4) has full rotational invariance [86]. We have considered effects of density-density interactions between
neighboring Fe and Ge sites,

HFe-Ge = V ∑
⟨ij⟩

∑
αβσσ′

ĉ†iασ ĉ
†
jβσ′ ĉjβσ′ ĉiασ , (5)

with the interaction amplitude V . The effects of Coulomb interactions on the generalized susceptibility tensor are
treated within random phase approximation (RPA), including effects of both direct and exchange interactions as
described by the bubble-like and ladder-like Feynmann diagrams for the two-particle correlation function. All these
Coulomb interaction terms (after Fourier transform) can be expressed in matrix form denoted by U(q), then the RPA
generalized susceptibility tensor is expressed as

χ̂(q) = ˆχ0(q) ⋅ (1 +U(q) ⋅ χ̂0(q) )−1 (6)

where χ̂(q) and χ̂0(q) refer to the RPA and bare susceptibility tensor (at wavevector q) respectively. The “⋅” in
Eq. (6) denotes a matrix product operation.

More results

FIG. 7: (a) Band structures of the pristine FeGe in antiferromagnetic state, with Hubbard U = 0. The van Hove singularity
(VHS) around M point is indicated by the black arrow. Leading eigenvalues of RPA susceptibility tensor at different high-
symmetry points with different Fe-Se intersite interaction amplitudes V , the on-site U is taken as 0.0 eV in (b) and 2.1 eV in
(c). (d)-(e) Leading eigenvalues of the RPA susceptibility tensor, where the Fermi energy is set to the VHS.
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IV. GENERAL TIGHT-BINDING THEORY

We start our discussion from the following simple tight-binding Hamiltonian for a monolayer ferromagnetic kagome
lattice:

Ĥmono = −t∑
⟨ij⟩

ĉ†i ĉj + iλ ∑
⟨iα,jβ⟩

(Eij × rij)z ⋅ σαβz ĉ†iαĉjβ + J ∑
iαβ

Si ⋅ σαβ ĉ†iαĉiβ (7)

where ⟨⟩ refers to the nearest neighbor hopping, ĉ†i (ĉj) is the electron creation (annihilation) operator at site i (j),
αβ is the spin index. The first term is the usual first-neighbor hopping within the kagome triangles. The second term
is the Kane-Mele type SOC term [78] which is the generated by the internal in-plane electric field Eij normal to the
bond vector rij connecting the two sites i and j [see Fig. 8(a)]. The third term is the effective magnetic exchange
interactions. In general, more terms can be included into the model to be more realistic. Such as next-nearest-neighbor
hoppings and SOC can be added to the describe the DT current pattern, and an effective charge order can also be
added to simulate the SoD current patterns.
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FIG. 8: Tight-binding theory of the chiral charge order in kagome magnets. (a) Lattice structure of the typical collinear
kagome magnets with magnetic cations form the kagome lattice which are neighbored by the anions. The effective electric fields
experienced by the neighboring cations towards the anions with position vector rij are denoted as E1 and E2. (b) Band structure
of the kagome lattice without (black dash) and with magnetization and SOC (red solid), taken at t = −0.3, λ = −0.1t, J = −0.2t/3
and at half filling. (c) Dependence of the circulating currents I on the SOC λ (at J = −0.2t/3) and the Kondo coupling J
(at λ = −0.1t). The inset is the schematic of the inter-site current patterns, where the purple arrows indicate the directions
of the current flow and the red arrows refer to the magnetization of the atoms. (d) Band structures of the 3D layered
kagome lattice with interlayer ferromagnetically (FM, dash line) coupled or antiferromagnetically (AFM, solid line). Taken at
t = −0.3, λ = −0.2t, J = −0.5t/3, t⊥ = 0.2t/3 and at half filling.

Generally, for the magnetic kagome compounds, the magnetic cations would form a kagome lattice, while the
anions are typically located at the center of the hexagon and/or right on top of or at the bottom of the center of
the triangles (see Fig. 8(a)). The Eij experienced by the electrons hopping between nearby transition-metal cations
thus is perpendicular to the bond vector rij . Typically there are two types of cations in the three dimensional (3D)
kagome systems, one type of the cations are located at the center of the hexagons generating in-plane electric fields
pointing towards hexagon center (denoted by E1 in Fig. 8(a)), while the other ones are right on top of (or below) the
triangle centers generating electric fields with the in-plane component pointing to the center of the triangles (denoted
by E2). E1 and E2 would compete with each other, which determines the sign of the current loops thus the direction
of orbital magnetization in kagome magnetic metals. The third term in Eq. (7) is the antiferromagnetic exchange
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coupling term with J > 0 denoting the coupling strength, and Si is the unit vector denoting the expectation value
of the local magnetic moment at site i which is FM within the kagome plane, and is coupled to the spin operator of
itinerant electrons ∑αβ ĉ†iασαβ ĉiβ . Without SOC and the exchange coupling, the non-interacting band structures of
the Hmono consist of a spin degenerate Dirac cone and a flat band as shown by the black lines in Fig. 8(b). Including
SOC and the exchange coupling term would gap out the Dirac point and lift the spin degeneracy as shown by the red
lines in Fig. 8(b).

Circulating current loops within the kagome plane can be generated due to the interplay between ferromagnetism
and SOC. Setting t = −0.3, λ = −0.1t, considering an out-of-plane magnetization pointing to negative z direction
(< Sz >= −1) with J = −0.067t, at half filling of the model, the calculated currents turn out to flow anticlockwise along
the triangles, as shown in the inset of Fig. 8(c). Moreover, treating the SOC (λ) and the exchange coupling (J) as
a perturbation, the current amplitude turns out to be linearly dependent on both λ and J as shown in Fig. 8(c).
The ferromagnetic kagome monolayer (described by the Hamiltonian of Eq. (7)) can be stacked along the z direction
including the inter-layer coupling (with amplitude t⊥), which would yield a Hamiltonian describing the electronic
structure of a 3D kagome magnet. In Fig. 8(d) we present the band structures of 3D kagome magnetic metals (with
t⊥ = 0.067t), where the dash and solid lines denote the interlayer ferromagnetic and AFM configurations, respectively.
Such a model Hamiltonian and its variant can be applied to various ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic 3D kagome
magnetic metals such as FeGe, Co3Sn2S2, Fe3Sn, which are typical kagome compounds with collinear magnetic order.

Current patterns in some other kagome magnetic metals

We also consider Co3Sn2S2, which is a half-metallic ferromagnet. The Curie temperature of Co3Sn2S2 is 177 K
with the saturated magnetization 0.29 µB per Co atom [87]. Its space group is R3m (No. 166) with hexagonal lattice
constant a = 5.3 ∼ 5.4 Å, c = 13.2 Å[87]. The kagome plane consists of the Co3Sn layer with the Sn atom located at
the center of the hexagon, while the S atoms are stacked on top of (and below) the center of the Co triangles [see
Fig. 9(a)]. A hexagonal Sn layer is further intercalated between two adjacent Co3Sn layers. The system exhibits
giant anomalous Hall effect (AHE) which is believed to be contributed from the Weyl fermions near the Fermi energy
[88, 89]. Other than the AHE, STM experiments had observed negative flat-band orbital magnetism [87].

In order to understand the negative orbital magnetism [87], we calculate the inter-site current patterns as shown
in Fig. 9(a) and Fig. 10. As expected, the calculated inter-site currents flow along a loop within each ferromagnetic
kagome layer generating an orbital flux through the kagome plane, which can be qualitatively described by the current
pattern in Fig. 8(c). The dramatic difference of electric negativities between the Co cation and the S anion would give
rise to a strong in-plane electric field and a large Kane-Mele type SOC amplitude λ. Because the inter-site current
amplitude is linearly dependent on λ and J (Fig. 10), the large Kane-Mele SOC generates an inter-site current as large
as 1000 nA and an orbital magnetization on the order of 0.1µB per cell that is anti-parallel to the spin magnetization.
This explains the origin of the giant negative orbital magnetism observed in experiments [87].

Our theory can also be applied to Fe3Sn, whose primitive cell consists of two Fe3Sn kagome layers with short
interlayer distance (thus strong interlayer couplings), with an hexagonal lattice constants a ≈ 5.46 Å and c ≈ 4.36 Å, as
shown in Fig. 4b. The system is ferromagnetic with a Curie temperature Tc = 743 K [90]. By virtue of the strong short
interlayer distance and strong interlayer coupling, the calculated current pattern in Fig. 9b involves both intra-layer
and interlayer current loops with the current amplitude as large as ∼ 720 nA, forming a intercalated network flowing
through the 3D kagome lattice. Moreover, different from Co3Sn2S2, in which the orbital magnetization generated
by the circulating current is anti-parallel to the spin magnetization, here they are parallel to each other in Fe3Sn
(Fig. 10).

Tight-binding model for 2 × 2 supercell structure

In the main text, we mentioned that more terms can be added to Eq. (7) to describe a more realistic structure such
as the 2×2×1 CDW phase of FeGe. Here we make some extensions on Eq. (7). Start from the 2×2 supercell structure
with only the nearest-neighbor (NN) interactions, we fisrt added the next-nearest-neighbor (NNN) hoppings and SOC.
Usually, the NNN interactions are small compared with the NN interactions and in generally play a negligible role in
the current patterns. However, in some case such as the CDW phase of FeGe, the two become comparable, then the
DT current patterns induced by the NNN interactions would also become important. Inclucing the NNN interactions
to Eq. (7) is direct, and the resulted current pattern is shown in Fig. 11 We then consider the CDW order, which can
be included to Eq. (7) phenomenally as distortions to the NN and NNN interactions. Here we only consider its effects
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FIG. 9: Magnetic structures and inter-site current patterns of Co3Sn2S2 and Fe3Sn. The leading circulating current patterns
are plotted by the arrows that connect the cation atoms, where the values of the inter-site currents are indicated by the thickness
of the arrows. Note in a the arrows are shrunken by 50% for better view.

FIG. 10: Calculated inter-site current patterns for FeGe, Co3Sn2S2, and Fe3Sn with SOC. (a) Inter-site current patterns for
FeGe, taken at λ/λ0 = 1, U = 4.1 eV, J = U/5. (b) Dependence of the circulating currents I on the SOC λ/λ0 and (c) on the
local magnetization M . (d-f) Same as (a-c) but for Co3Sn2S2, U = 4.0 eV, J = U/5. (g-i) For Fe3Sn.

on the NN interactions, which modify some t, λ to t2, λ2. Without NNN interactions, the resulted SoD current pattern
can be clearly found in Fig. 11when t2, λ2 is a little bit smaller than t, λ. Finally, we incorporate all the ingradients
into together, the resulted current patterns contained both DT and SoD patterns, which can well reproduced the
results in 2 × 2 × 1 CDW phase of FeGe. By now, the simple extension to the tight-binding model done well, more
delicate modifications to Eq. (7) should be made when trying to apply to more realistic cases.
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FIG. 11: Tight-binding models of the 2 × 2 supercell structure. The hoppings parameters for the nearest-neighbor (NN, t, λ),
next-nearest-neighbor (NNN, t2, λ2) magnetic atoms and those modified by the CDW distortions (t3, λ3) are illustrated in
the lattice structure in the left panel. Right panel, current patterns of the 2 × 2 superceel structures with additional NNN
interactions and/or SoD CDW order. The parameters are t = −0.3, t2 = t, t3 = 0, λ = −0.1t, λ2 = λ,λ3 = 0 J = −0.1t, Nocc =12/24
for the top-left inset, t = −0.3, t2 = t, t3 = t/6, λ = −0.1t, λ2 = λ,λ3 = 5/3λ for the top-right inset, t = −0.3, t2 = t/1.3, t3 = 0, λ =
−0.1t, λ2 = λ/1.3, λ3 = 0 for the bottom-left and t = −0.3, t2 = t/1.3, t3 = 14t/15, λ = −0.1t, λ2 = λ/1.3, λ3 = 14λ/15 for the
bottom-right
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