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Anisotropy of the spin Hall effect in a Dirac ferromagnet
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We study the intrinsic spin Hall effect of a Dirac Hamiltonian system with ferromagnetic exchange
coupling, a minimal model combining relativistic spin-orbit interaction and ferromagnetism. The
energy bands of the Dirac Hamiltonian are split after introducing a Stoner-type ferromagnetic or-
dering which breaks the spherical symmetry of pristine Dirac model. The totally antisymmetric spin
Hall conductivity (SHC) tensor becomes axially anisotropic along the direction of external electric
field. Interestingly, the anisotropy does not vanish in the asymptotic limit of zero magnetization. We
show that the ferromagnetic ordering breaks the spin degeneracy of the eigenfunctions and modifies
the selection rules of the interband transitions for the intrinsic spin Hall effect. The difference in
the selection rule between the pristine and the ferromagnetic Dirac phases causes the anisotropy
of the SHC, resulting in a discontinuity of the SHC as the magnetization, directed orthogonal to
the electric field, is reduced to zero in the ferromagnetic Dirac phase and enters the pristine Dirac

phase.

I. INTRODUCTION

The spin Hall effect (SHE) allows generation of a spin
current transverse to the external electric field within ma-
terials with large spin-orbit coupling (SOC)[1]. It is a
standard method of spin current generation in the field
of spintronics. The effect has been studied with strong
interest in theoretical and experimental point of views [2-
5]. In the early stage of research, substantial effort was
put in understanding the SHE in paramagnetic materials
with large SOC, e.g., heavy metals [5H7]. Recent studies
have expanded the system to include ferromagnetic and
antiferromagnetic materials. First principles calculations
[8, @] have shown that the SHE in ferromagnets displays
the interplay of ferromagnetic ordering and SOC. How-
ever, a general model that can account for such interplay
has not been established.

One of the simplest models that includes both ferro-
magnetism and SOC is the Dirac ferromagnet [I0]. The
SOC, a relativistic effect, naturally exists in the Dirac
equation [II]. Despite its origin in relativistic particle
physics, the Dirac equation is employed as a low energy
effective model in condensed matter physics, partly be-
cause of its diverse mathematical forms [12]. For ex-
ample, bismuth [I3] 14] and the bulk states of three-
dimensional topological insulators [I5HIT] are effectively
described by the Dirac Hamiltonian based on k - p per-
turbation theory. Particularly, the Dirac Hamiltonian
is equivalent with an isotropic Wolff Hamiltonian [I3],
which effectively describes the low-energy states of semi-
conductors and semimetals with strong SOC and small
gaps. Various transport properties that arise from such
a unique Hamiltonian have been discussed [10], [I8-20].

Ferromagnetic ordering can be incorporated into the
Dirac equation through a Stoner-type mean field. Along
this line, historical proposals were made: (i) a ferromag-

netic order parameter having opposite signs between the
positive and the negative energy states introduced by
MacDonald and Vosko [21]; (ii) an order parameter hav-
ing the same sign in both states proposed by Ramana
and Rajagopal [22]. It is known that ferromagnetic order
can be induced in topological insulators by doping mag-
netic impurities [I5] 23] 24]. A recent study also showed
the possibility of introducing ferromagnetism into a Dirac
semimetal by a proximity effect [25].

It is well known that the two-dimensional Rashba-type
Hamiltonian can be regarded as a minimal model to treat
the anomalous Hall effect (AHE) in ferromagnets [26-
28]. However, in the Rashba Hamiltonian, the form of
SOC breaks the mirror symmetry and hence it cannot be
used to study the coupling between ferromagnetism and
SOC in mirror symmetric materials. In contrast, the
Dirac Hamiltonian inherently includes the SOC without
breaking its spherical symmetry, which is broken if fer-
romagnetic order is introduced in the system. We, thus,
consider a system that can be described by a ferromag-
netic Dirac Hamiltonian, i.e., a Dirac ferromagnet as a
minimal model to study the SHE in the ferromagnets.

In this paper, we study the SHE of a Dirac ferro-
magnet with particular focus on its anisotropy. The
intrinsic SHC is calculated using the Kubo formula in
the clean limit. The SHC tensor is found to be axially
anisotropic along the axis parallel to the external electric
field. The anisotropy of the SHC tensor is found to be
maintained even when the ferromagnetic ordering asymp-
totically vanishes. Comparing the eigenfunctions of the
ferromagnet and pristine Dirac electrons through degen-
erate perturbation theory, the anisotropy of the SHC ten-
sor and its asymptotic limits are explained by the modi-
fication of selection rules associated with the set of eigen-
functions in Dirac ferromagnet.

The paper is organized in the following order. In



Sec. [T} the theoretical model is defined, and the calcu-
lation method is presented.The main result is shown in
Sec. [IIT] where the anisotropy of the intrinsic SHC ten-
sor and its asymptotic behavior in zero magnetization
limit are discussed. In Sec. [[V] we compare the ferro-
magnetic and pristine Dirac electron systems to explain
the anisotropy and discontinuity of the SHC. A summary
follows in Sec. [V1

II. MODEL DESCRIPTION

The model Hamiltonian of a Dirac ferromagnet is de-
scribed by a 4 x 4 Dirac Hamiltonian with magnetization
M = (M, My, M3) representing the ferromagnetic or-
dering:

Ho = hok;p1 @ 0° + Aps @ 0% + Mips @ o, (1)

where 7 is the reduced Planck’s constant. p; (i = 1,2, 3)
and o (i = 1,2,3) are the Pauli matrices spanning the
electron-hole space and the spin space, respectivelyﬂ 00
and ¢¥ are 2 x 2 identity matrices. The first two terms
of the right hand side of Eq. are known to represent
the low energy electronic states of systems with large
SOC (and a small band gap), which is equivalent with
an isotropic Wolff Hamiltonian [I3]. In the context of
such a low-energy effective Hamiltonian, v and A are
the Fermi velocity and the band gap around the Dirac
cone, respectively. See, for example, ref. [I§] in which
the Hamiltonian is derived for the electronic states near
the L point of bismuth. Note that the k-o term in Eq.
contains the SOC, which originates from the off-diagonal
components of velocity matrix in the k - p expansion.

In Eq. , we express the magnetization M using the
spin magnetic moment operator ps ® o' [14, 29], where
the field M acts oppositely on electron (positive energy)
and hole (negative energy) states [21]. M;p3 ® o is the
physical description of spontaneous magnetization since
generators p3 ® o; also couple with the external magnetic
field B [30]. The generators ps ® o; can be derived us-
ing the Peierls substitution and the Foldy and Wouthuy-
sen transformation [31]. Details on the derivation of the
Dirac Hamiltonian [Eq. ] is shown in Appendix.
We do not consider another definition of ferromagnetic
order (S;pg ® o) proposed in Ref. [22] in which the field
S acts on electron and hole states in the same way. Ad-
ditionally, we assume a weak magnetization limit that
satisfies M < A so as to avoid the gap closing. Note that
the case with M > A corresponds to a Weyl semimetal
phase [32H34]. In the following, we refer to the system
represented by Ho with M = 0 (M # 0) as the pris-
tine (ferromagnetic) Dirac electron system. We choose
h = 1 and renormalize the Fermi velocity with v = 1.
The Einstein notation is employed.

L p space is effectively the orbital space when taking the Dirac

Hamiltonian as the effective Hamiltonian of multiorbital systems.

A. Rotation matrix

Taking the unit direction of spontaneous magnetiza-
tion (m = M /M) as a reference, the wave vector k can
be separated into two parts: k| represents the parallel
component of k with 7 whereas k, is the perpendicular
component, that is,

kZ(k-m)m—(kX’l’h)XT?’LE]{:H’I’?”L—F’(U_. (2)

Note that k2 = k? — (k- m)% In the spher-
ical coordinate system, m is defined as: m =
(sin @ cos ¢, sin fsin @, cos #). For simplicity, we define a
rotation matrix R, which rotates m to 2: Rm = 2. The
explicit form of the rotation matrix R is

(1 —cosf)cos?p—1 (1—cos)sinpcosy sinfcosyp
R=| (1-cos@)sinpcosyp (1—cosf)sin®p —1 sinfsingp
sin 6 cos @ sin 6 sin cos
(3)
Note that the inner product of k and M is k;M; = k -
M = Mk -1 = Mkj. Thus, the energy eigenstates of

Hq read
Bey = QR+ (/AR 4R, (@)

where ( = %1 represents the energy eigenstates [ = 1 for
positive (electron) and ¢ = —1 for negative (hole) energy
states|, and n = +1 indicates the spin state (n = 1 for
spin-up and n = —1 spin-down) .
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FIG. 1. (a) Band dispersions and (b) Fermi contours (u/A =
3, positive energy branch) of the Dirac ferromagnet. The
red colored bands correspond to 7 = +1, and blue colored
bands correspond to n = —1. The magnetization is set to
M/A =0.4.

The band dispersion of pristine Dirac Hamiltonian (H,
with M = 0) is spherically symmetric, and the spin space
is doubly degenerate. In the presence of magnetization,
the spin degeneracy is broken, and spin-split bands ap-
pear as shown in Fig. [[{a). Note that the spin polar-
ization of each spin state (n = =£1) is not necessarily
parallel to the direction of M, due to the inherent SOC
of Dirac Hamiltonian. In addition, the Fermi surface be-
comes axially anisotropic along the direction of magne-
tization, which can be recognized by the Fermi contours
on the kj — k, plane [see Fig. b)]



B. Green’s function

The electron Green’s function G0 (g) = (e — Ho) ™! is
rewritten with the generators of p, ® ¢¥ [10],

L)

G(O)(g) = mg”l’ Pu

®ad”, (5)

where p,v = 0,1,2,3 and the denominator D(e) =

[ (¢ — E,¢). The 16 components of the numer-
n,{=%1

ator gfLO,,) are listed in Table [, Here, we set ¢ =

K2+ A% — M2

C. Charge and spin velocity operator

The velocity operator is obtained directly from the
Dirac Hamiltonian Eq. ,

0Ho
Ok;

v; = =p R0, (6)
where the charge current operator is defined as j; = —ev;.
i=1,2,3(x,y, z) represents the Cartesian coordinates of
the velocity.

The spin velocity operator is given by the anticom-
mutator of the velocity operator and the spin operator
sk = p3 @ o [18,[19], that is,

1 ,
of = 5{%8'“} = €ikjp2 ® 07, (7)

where €;,; is the Levi-Civita symbol and k =
1,2,3(x,y, z) represents the Cartesian coordinates of the
spin direction. We define the spin current operator as

‘k _ h,k
-]i —§’U,L-.

III. INTRINSIC SPIN HALL CONDUCTIVITY

The intrinsic SHC is calculated through the Kubo for-
mula. The correlation function between charge current
j; and spin current jf reads

p .
i) =~ [ du e @ik 0)

= 573 2 0 [ GO )i GO, + i) )
k,n

where iv — w+10 is analytic continuation of the response
frequency w with Matsubara frequency v = 2mn /8 and
B is the inverse temperature. G(O)(iwn) is the electron
Green’s function with Matsubara frequency w,, = (2n +
1)w /B and chemical potential ,

1
O) (jw, + wpp@ac”.  (9)

GO (iw,) = Do

The intrinsic SHC is obtained by taking the static limit
of the correlation function Qf’j (iv),
£ (iv) — Q4 (0)
E _ 7 i i
o= glg%) — . (10)
Assuming zero temperature (8 — 00) and evaluating
the Matsubara summation, the intrinsic SHC can be sep-

arated into two parts o}; = oMy afj’@) with

ij
k(1 _ € A\, kR
o = 87rvzk:tr{—26' (e)vy G (e)v;

+ GR(e)wFGR(e)v; + G4 (s)vfGA(S)Uj}

k@) _ € 8 ()b 9.GR (<)o
0 = e zk:/oo de tr {G (e)v;0:G™ (e)v;
— 0.GR(e)wFGR (e)v; — (R “ A)}’ (12)

where G®4(e) = GO (e £ iy) are the retarded and
advanced Green’s function with a damping constant ~.
The detailed structure of the self-energy (damping con-
stant) in the Dirac Hamiltonian has been considered us-
ing short-range impurities [I0, (19, 20]. Here we focus on
the intrinsic contribution to the SHE where we first in-
troduce a damping constant v and later take it to the
clean limit v — 0. The extrinsic contribution can be ob-
tained by extending the calculation on self-energy ~ or
by employing semiclassical Boltzmann equation [35] to
include the effect of disorder. The intrinsic contribution
is dissipationless and therefore it cannot be treated by the
Boltzmann equation approach. In the zero temperature
assumption, the integral in afj’(l)

k(2 R .
term ¢ = p, whereas, ai»( ) contains integration over

energy up to the chemical potential pu. Consequently,
Ufj’(l) is often referred to as the “Fermi-surface” term,
and afj’@) is known as the “Fermi sea” term [36].

Here, we take one of the nonvanishing tensor compo-
nents o3, as an example, in which, the direction of mag-
netization is rotated arbitrarily. Through integration by
parts, the Fermi-surface term exactly cancels part of the
Fermi sea term. See Appendix. [Bl3. The total intrinsic
SHC, thus, reduces to a compact form,

reduces to a surface

o3 = o5 + o5
2e " , X O (g)
= V ;/_Oo dE SgnD (CEW)(S(D(E))aE(T(g)),
(13)

where X () (¢g) = 5o X (¢) and x () is defined as

XO(e) = g0 ()09 (e) — D52 ()g5) (e).  (14)

Equation clearly shows that the intrinsic SHE in
the Dirac ferromagnet is purely a Fermi sea effect. This



TABLE I. Expression of g,(f,),) in the Green’s function of the Dirac ferromagnet. Indices u, v are listed in columns and rows.

(1, 1) 0 1 2 3
0 e(e” —ex) — 2eM? —2AeM; —2AeM> —2AeMj3
1 72AMkH kl (62 — 8%) — 2M1M]€” k2(€2 — Ei) — 2M2Mk“ k3(62 — Ei) — 2M3M]€”
2 0 —28(k2M3 — k’gMg) —25(k‘3M1 — k‘lMg) —QE(kle — kle)
3 A(e® — €3) —Mi (% + €3) + 2Mk; —M>(e* + €3) + 2Mk; —Ms(e* + €3) + 2MKk;

is analogous to the intrinsic AHE: the anomalous Hall
conductivity (AHC) is obtained by integrating the Berry
curvature of all bands below the Fermi surface, corre-
sponding to an interband mixing effect independent of
the relaxation time [35] [37]. Through a straightforward
calculation, 03; can be separated into two terms with
respect to m,

o = 031 + mi(oy" - 3™, (15)

.
where we define 057

3,iso eA a
N = > g/ de 6(c — CE,)

k¢ 7

3,7
and o, as

y 1 _~_£ 1
E,k2  MEk,

m eA ®
03’1 E_WZC/

de §(e — CEy)
kmnG T

" < nM 1 )
E3k, Ej
and k| = /k2 + AZ.

Equations f are the main results of this pa-
per. The forms clearly show the symmetry of the in-
trinsic SHC in Dirac ferromagnet. o35> only depends
on the strength of magnetization (M), which is the
isotropic contribution to o3;. On the contrary, the term
o™ — 6375 depends on the strength and the direction
of the magnetization. The latter is the source of an
anisotropic contribution to o3;. Surprisingly, the intrin-
sic SHC is anisotropic along the x axis, which is parallel
to the external electric-field E (charge current). Note
that we take 03, as an example where the external elec-
tric field is applied along the z axis and the polarization
of spin current is parallel to the z axis. ¢5;°° and o5;"
both contain ¢ integrals with an integration limit that
approaches minus infinity (¢ — —o00). One needs to in-
troduce a proper energy cutoff (A.) to avoid the ultravio-
let divergence in the effective Dirac Hamiltonian [38] [39].
See Appendix [B]5 for the details.

We first present the results when the Fermi level lies
within gap of the Dirac cone (u = 0). The SHC reads

(17)

M2
6A2

3 eA 9. 2A,

0N =" mi(ln A (1 —4m?)| + O(M*Y).

—1) -

(18)

As M approaches zero, we may drop the second-order
term O(M?). Interestingly, the zeroth-order term, inde-
pendent of M, is dependent on the direction of magneti-
zation, i.e., my. Consequently, the value of SHC differs
when M is reduced to zero from the ferromagnetic state
along different directions. For example, if the magneti-
zation is oriented along the z axis (m; = 1), 03, takes
a nonzero value when M is reduced to zero, whereas o3,
vanishes with M — 0 when the magnetization is or-
thogonal to the z axis (m; = 0). Note that o3, takes
a nonzero value for the pristine Dirac phase (M = 0)
[18, 19]. Thus, the M — 0 limit of the ferromagnetic
Dirac phase does not match that of the pristine Dirac
phase when the magnetization of the former is orthogo-
nal to the z axis.
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FIG. 2. Chemical potential dependence of intrinsic SHC
contributions: (a) 05*° and (b) 02;™. The strength of mag-

netization M is set to 0.1,0.5,0.8. The energy cutoff is set to
A: = 100. The conductivity is in the unit of 02 = eA/87r2,
The chemical potential is normalized by A, i.e., i = u/A.

In Fig. |2} we present the chemical potential dependence
of the isotropic contribution o™ and the anisotropic
contribution ag’lm. The intrinsic SHC is even with re-
spect to p. This is in contrast to the intrinsic AHC in
the Dirac ferromagnet which is known to be odd with
o [10). Both ¢3*° and 05" have plateaus in the band

gap (Ju/A] < 1). The width of the plateau linearly re-



,iso

duces with increasing M. The sign of Ug’l and og”fh
at the plateau is opposite. When the chemical potential
is placed near the edge of the band gap, 05, increases

compared to that at the plateau. o5;* takes a maximum

at u = A for all strengths of M. A further increase in ||
3,iso . .

causes 05} to decay and change its sign. In contrast,

3.9 . . . .
o5 monotonically decreases with increasing |u|. Over-

all, the magnitude of agfﬁ is significantly larger than that

of 03;%°. Thus, the intrinsic SHC of the Dirac ferromag-
net is dominated by the 7-dependent term (o5;™). In

the following, we discuss the anisotropy of o3, in detail.

A. The anisotropy of intrinsic SHC

o3, is calculated and plotted as a function of magneti-

zation direction in Fig. [3| where the strength of the mag-
netization and the position of the chemical potential are
varied. |03, takes a maximum when M | & (m; = 1)
and is nearly zero when M 1 & (m; = 0). The SHC,
thus, shows a strong uniaxial anisotropy where its sym-
metry axis is aligned along the direction of the electric
field (charge current). The anisotropy is not strongly in-
fluenced by the position of the chemical potential and the
strength of magnetization. For the latter, o3, is indepen-
dent of M when the chemical potential is inside the band
gap (u = 0), see Fig. a). Strikingly, the anisotropy of
03, does not vanish when M asymptotically approaches
zero. That is, 03, takes a nonzero value when M is re-
duced to zero along the direction of external electrical-
field F, whereas, 03, vanishes when M approaches zero
with its direction set perpendicular to E [see Fig. . In
comparison, the AHE in the Dirac ferromagnet asymp-
totically vanishes with the strength of magnetization [10]
regardless of the magnetization direction. These results,
thus, suggest that the Dirac ferromagnet model is not
smoothly connected with the pristine Dirac model when
ferromagnetic ordering vanishes asymptotically. This dis-
crepancy is discussed in the following section.

IV. PRISTINE VS FERROMAGNETIC DIRAC
ELECTRON SYSTEMS

To account for the asymptotic behavior of the intrinsic
SHC in the Dirac ferromagnet, we compare the Hamilto-
nians of ferromagnetic and pristine Dirac systems. The
former is given in Eq. , whereas, the latter is defined
by

HD:h’Uk‘ipl(g)O'i-l-Apg@U(). (19)

The eigenfunctions read

1y 1 +C%CAIT£|TX77 7 (20)
V2 \/1—C§X77
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FIG. 3. The angular dependence (m1) of intrinsic SHC o3,
for various chemical potentials: (a) i = pu/A =0, (b) g =1,
and (¢) i = 2. The black solid line (*) shows the results
for the pristine Dirac Hamiltonian [29]. The strength of the
magnetization M = M/A is set to 0.1,0.5,0.8. The energy
cutoff is set to Ac = 100. The conductivity is in the unit of
ol = eA/87%

where k = /A2 + k2 and spinor Xn is defined as x41 =
(1 0)T, x_1 = (0 1)”. Again, we choose h = v = 1 for
simplicity.

For the Dirac ferromagnet, here we use a specific mag-
netization direction M = (0,0, M) for simplicity. The
specific direction of magnetization can be rotated to arbi-
trary direction by a global unitary transformation with-
out loss of generality (see Appendix [C| for the details).
The ferromagnetic Dirac Hamiltonian [Eq. ] is, then,
simplified to

Hp =Hp +H (M), (21)

where the magnetization-dependent part of the Hamilto-
nian is H'(M) = Mp3 ® o®. The corresponding eigen-
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FIG. 4. The magnetization strength dependence M of intrin-
sic SHC ¢3; for various chemical potential ji’s. The circled
line groups correspond to the magnetization direction paral-
lel with or perpendicular to Z. The energy cutoff is set to
Ac = 100. The conductivity is in the unit of o0 = eA /872

functions are

G\ 1+ nﬁ\/l +nge
_ _ Qn
N B ]
M2 e N \/ _n@ |’
e \/1 + nh 1—-<¢n B
_nA &n
Cn\/l U \/1 + g,
where k1 = k| cos ¢, ky = ki sing, kz = k), Q, = ki +
nM, and E, = \/k' + (ky +nM)2. As evident, \I/?n
and \IIF cm do not take the same form in the paramagnetic
limit (M — 0). This discrepancy causes the difference in
o3, for pristine and ferromagnetic Dirac electron systems

when M for the latter asymptotically approaches zero
along the direction of the external electrical field.

(22)

A. Degenerate perturbation theory

To trace the discrepancy between \Ilg , and \IICF , in the
paramagnetic limit, we construct the eigenfunctions of
the Dirac ferromagnet from \I'g , using degenerate pertur-
bation theory [40]. Here the magnetization H' is treated
as perturbation.

First, we define the following projection operator that
maps the total Hamiltonian to each spin-degenerate en-
ergy subspace (¢ = £1) as

(1+¢2)1
ny foDT—2< Cka

(23)

The projected Hamiltonian H¢ in each energy subspace

reads
/Hc = P((HD + /H/)PC. (24)

The unperturbed Hamiltonian Hp is naturally diagonal-
ized in each energy subspace H¢, whereas, the magne-
tization H' breaks the spin degeneracy. Hence, a new

basis set & 7)7 is required to diagonalize the perturbation
P:H'P; to the first order,

" 0) _
PH PP, = Ee 00

where E = (nMk, / k is the first order correction of
the eigenenergy and q)é % explicitly reads

e\ [+ /14 ('
3O _ —my/ 1= '

Rl O e
k

/1 =nfy/1+¢n ,;%

which is the zeroth order (O(MY)) correction of the eigen-
(0)

function. Apparently, ®,.’s are the eigenfunctions of

the Dirac ferromagnet in the paramagnetic limit: <I>207)7 =

\Ijgn|MH0' @é?% and \Ilgn span the same spin-degenerate

space, but @E?%

perturbation (i.e., the magnetization).
The first order correction of the eigenfunction is calcu-
lated through the new basis,

, in addition, contains information of the

0l 3O )
3 =  He® <I>é0) Y Oy M 190)
M (1) (1) =N (0) (0) —¢n’
~ E}  BY) — B
R o ©
=M e, (27)

where H. = PeH'P_¢(Ec—Hp) ' P_H' P is the second
order perturbation in the subspace H¢. Thus, up to the
first order correction, the eigenenergy and eigenfunctions
are

Eep=Ck+ chkk +O(M?), (28)

vE, =ol% - oM Fl g ©, o2, (29
which are fully consistent with the Taylor expansion of
E¢,, and \Ilg , of the ferromagnetic Dirac Hamiltonian.
Clearly, when the magnetization (M) asymptotically ap-
proaches zero, the energy bands become spin degenerate
[Eq. ], but the eigenfunctions return to @é?%, which
differs from \Ilg , by a specific gauge chosen by the direc-
tion of magnetization.



B. SHC in spectral representation

Next, we calculate the intrinsic SHC through the
Kubo formula using the three sets of eigenfunctions, i.e.,
\IJC ) <I>(CO) and \Ilf77 to show the effect of different eigen-
functions on the SHC. The Kubo formula for SHC in the
spectral representation [41] is given by

(&
o= -C Y fenlin, (30)
k,¢,m
v ’ ’ ,’Ul
Qier—_ 3 21¢ﬂé%j% )%ﬁ(m)
(¢ n)2(Cm) G T

where f(eg) is the Fermi-Dirac distribution function and
Qif " are the Berry curvaturelike terms [41], [42] for band
indices ¢,n, where (¢’,n') # (¢,n) indicates summation
over all interband transitions. In the following, we sub-
stitute U2, & and UF into ¢¢,n- Note that we calcu-
late different components of the SHC tensor with a fixed
magnetization direction: i || 2.

For the eigenfunctions of pristine Dirac Hamiltonian
(UP), we consider all nonvanishing components of the
totally antisymmetric SHC tensor. The corresponding
Berry curvaturelike terms are

A k3 + k3 k3
D3¢,
Qpen— 3" om ( 25y + kgd,h_,,
(C’ n)#(¢m)
32
C2k3 (32)

where two transition channels ¢,7 — —(, £ equally con-
tribute to QD 347 Que to the spin degeneracy. One may
verify that Q%l’c’" and Q%" have similar expressions,
which suggests that the (,n7 — —(,#£n channels con-
tribute equally despite the geometry of SHC.

For the eigenfunctions ®(® the corresponding Berry

; Fo,l,¢,
curvaturelike terms, denoted as jS‘) ¢ T are

0,3,G, 0,1,C, A(W _ 77/)(07 + C/n/)
. DY 2(¢ - ¢)2R
(¢"n")#(Cm)
A
=0C= 33
o (33)
QF0127C»77 — Z A(U + 77/)((77 _~ C/77/)
' % 2(< - C/)2k3
¢"n )#(Cm)
2k5 (34)

As evident from the first line of Eq. (33, transitions
that conserve spin, i.e., '’ = 7, vanish in the summa-
tion. Thus, only spin-flipping transitions {,n — —(, —

contribute to QY%7 and QL9147 In contrast, for
Qfg*“‘ " the transitions that flip the spin 1’ = —7 van-
ishes as apparent from the second line of Eq. . Here,
the spin-conserving transitions (,7 — —(,n contribute

7

to Qﬁ’Q’C’". As evident, Egs. l| and are identical
to Eq. . This is because ®(©) only differs from ¥P by
a specific gauge chosen by the direction of magnetization
For the eigenfunctions of Dirac ferromagnet ( ,)s the
corresponding Berry curvaturelike terms are as follows.

le,&ﬁﬂ? _ QQLC,H
_ Z A( - n/)(ann’ Qn + C,n/EnQn/)
L _ TR )2
e 2k By By (CEy = (' Bry)
+ — (ki + M? 35
<2E 7 (R 370 1% (35)
S Al 40 )(CnEy @y — (' EyQry)
13 - > — 2
@i kL EnEy (CEy — CBy)
_ Ay
=¢ T, (36)

Only spin-flipping transitions {,n — £, —n contribute
to Q53¢ and Q514" and the spin-conserving transi-
tions ¢,n — —(,n contribute to fo’c’”. Here, in the
presence of the spin gap, Q5% and (252’1’4’" have an
extra spin-flipping channel: {,n — (,—n. As evident,
Qfg,&(,n is also equal to Qif’(’" in the M — 0 limit,
but Q504" and QL0147 do not take the same form
with Q5% and Q%" in the M — 0 limit due to the
absence of the transition channel {,n — (,—n for the
former (i.e., for the eigenstates ®(©)). Furthermore, we
note that the Berry curvaturelike terms all vanish with
zero gap (A = 0). Thus, gap of Dirac cone A is essential
for the nonzero SHE in the Dirac ferromagnet.

Since we have fixed the magnetization direction along
the z axis, Q3% corresponds to the case with 7|E,
whereas QFdC" and Q51" represent the case with
m L E. One can verify that Eq. is exactly the
same with the integrand of Eq. . Thus, upon inte-
grating the Berry curvaturelike terms across the k space,
the SHC of the Dirac ferromagnet with m 1 E is near
zero. It turns out that the transition (,n — (, —n com-
pensates most of the contribution from the transition
¢,m — —(,—n, causing the small SHC with m 1 FE.
Note that the compensation is exact in the asymptotic
limit of zero magnetization.

The transition channels that contribute to the Berry
curvaturelike terms are summarized in Table [l With
the degenerate perturbation theory, one can trace the
origin of the discrepancy between pristine and ferromag-
netic Dirac electron systems in the zero magnetization
limit. In the pristine Dirac model, the spin space spanned
by 7 is degenerate, thus the nonvanishing components
of the SHC tensor share the same transition channels
(¢,n — —(,£n). In the Dirac ferromagnet, however, the
spontaneous magnetization H'(M) breaks the spin de-
generacy. Consequently, each nonvanishing component
of the SHC tensor possesses distinct transition channels,
either spin-flipping or spin-conserving channels (see Ta-
ble [lI). Furthermore, in the presence of the spin gap,
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TABLE II. Summary of transition channels in 2;

eigenfunction set.
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a unique spin-flipping transition channel ¢,n — (,—n
emerges when m 1 E, which nearly compensates contri-
bution from the transition channel ¢,7 — —(, —n on the
SHC. Thus, the appearance of the spin-flipping transition
channel causes the SHC to be negligible when m L E.
These results show that the change in the selection rule
of the state transitions define the SHC and is the cause
of the anisotropy in the SHC that persists to the M — 0
limit.

V. SUMMARY

To summarize, we have developed a minimal model
to study the intrinsic SHE in a ferromagnetic Dirac sys-
tem. We find the nonvanishing components of the SHC
tensor is anisotropic. The anisotropy is defined by the
direction of magnetization. Specifically, the SHC is fi-
nite when the magnetization is parallel with the external
electric field, whereas, it is near zero when the two are or-
thogonal. Using the spectral representation of the Kubo
formula, the nonvanishing components of the SHC ten-
sor are examined in the context of transition channels.
We find the interband transition channels in the pristine
Dirac Hamiltonian system bifurcate into spin-conserved
or spin-flipping ones in the presence of the exchange field,
which ultimately causes the anisotropy of SHC in the
Dirac ferromagnet. Interestingly, the anisotropy per-
sists as the magnetization approaches zero. The SHC
is smoothly connected to the pristine Dirac phase when
the magnetization is reduced to zero along the applied
electric field. In contrast, a discontinuity in the SHC
appears at the ferromagnetic Dirac/pristine Dirac bor-
der when the magnetization is not parallel to the electric
field. The discontinuity of the SHC at the ferromagnetic
Dirac/pristine Dirac border is caused by the emergence
of a spin-flipping transition channel spontaneously ap-
pearing with a spin gap in the Dirac ferromagnet.

Our paper demonstrates the effect of ferromagnetic
ordering on the intrinsic SHE using a minimal model
combining ferromagnetism and SOC. The massive Dirac
Hamiltonian has been employed as an effective Hamil-
tonian around the L point of semimetallic bismuth. A
ferromagnetic Dirac system can be achieved by magnetic
doping or the magnetic proximity effect from a neighbor-
ing layer. In the ferromagnetic Dirac phase, we placed
a limit on the strength of spontaneous magnetization to
be smaller than the gap of Dirac cone (i.e., M < A). If
the magnetization equals the gap, a gap closing occurs,

which can be classified as a topological phase transition.
In the extreme case where the magnetization is larger
than the gap, the Dirac semimetal turns into a magnetic
Weyl semimetal. Further theoretical study is required to
address the SHE in the latter system.
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Appendix A: Wolff Hamiltonian

In this appendix, we present the derivation of the
Wolff Hamiltonian from the Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian
and show its equivalence with the pristine Dirac Hamil-
tonian with an isotropic velocity. We start with a general
single electron Hamiltonian that includes the SOC,

-2
N P h .
Following the k - p theory, the Hamiltonian can be ex-
panded around a band extremum kg, e.g., the L point
of bismuth. Accordingly, the wave function around the

extremum kg can be constructed using the Bloch basis,

Pr) = / dkc,, (K)e™ ™ty gy,

(A1)

(A2)

where ¢, (k) is an expansion coefficient and wy g, is a
function periodic in space. The matrix elements of the
Hamiltonian around the band extremum can be rewritten
as

(n, k| H |n' k) cpr (k) = Epcn(k) (A3)
" R2k2]  hk - ppon
(n,k|Hn' k) = {%ko + o ] - —
(A4)

where €, 1, is the eigenenergy of the Bloch state at k
and the momentum matrix elements p,, ,,» are given as

(2m)° e (s, D
P = a /. drug, g, | D+ WC’ X VV(r) ) tn k-
(A5)
Equation (Ab)) clearly shows that the SOC generates an

anomalous velocity term in the momentum matrix ele-
ment. Focusing on the low energy properties, we select
the lowest conduction and highest valance bands (both
spin degenerate, the band gap is 2A) to construct an ef-
fective Hamiltonian. Under such circumstance, Eq.
reduces to the Wolff Hamiltonian,

H = hk;W/ py ® 07 + Aps ® 0°, (A6)



with the Wolff tensor W! = Im(pi14/m) =
—Im(p;3,2/m),W? = Re(pii.a/m) = —Re(piz2/m),
and W2 = Im(p;13/m) = Im(p;a2/m). The band
indices 1,2 and 3,4 are the spin degenerate conduc-
tion bands and the valance bands, respectively. If the
Wolff tensor is approximately isotropic, i.e., W} = §;;v,
Eq. is equivalent to Eq. without magnetization.
We note that the representation of the velocity operator
(p2®0) in the Wolff Hamiltonian differs from the original
Dirac Hamiltonian up to a unitary transformation.

The exchange coupling term in Eq. is obtained us-
ing the spin magnetic moment operator [I4]. To derive
the spin magnetic moment operator in the Dirac Hamil-
tonian, we first rewrite the wavevector as the momentum
operator in the pristine Dirac Hamiltonian and perform
Peierls substitution hk — p — = p + e/cA,

Ho = vmip1 @ o' + Aps ® oY, (A7)

Applying Foldy and Wouthuysen transformation [31]
generated by S = $%x p2®0’;, the Dirac Hamiltonian can
be decoupled into positive and negative energy states,

H6 = GZS'Hoe_lS
-2

= Ho +1[5. Ha] + ;,[S[SHOH
271,2 hev 9 9
=(A+ 2A)3® +2A Bp3®0 + O(v?/A?)

(A8)

where the external magnetic field arises from the vector
potential B = V x A. The spin magnetic operator p3®oc*
couples to external magnetic field oppositely in positive
(electrons) and negative (holes) energy states.

Appendix B: Intrinsic SHC in the Kubo formula
The intrinsic SHC is obtained by calculating the Fermi

surface and Fermi sea terms with zeroth order of damping
constant O(7°).

1. Fermi surface contribution

Substituting G®4 into Eq. , the Fermi surface
term reads

UZ’(l) = S:V zk:eikltr (pup2prpr)tr (0’ O’lO'TO'J)
y g (e)gi-(e) 29W(5>9R () N 970 (€93 ()
DRE(e)Df(e) " DA(e)Df(e)  DA(e)DA(e) | le=u’
(B1)

The numerator and denominator of Eq. (B1]) can be
expanded on the order of ~,

g™ e) = g(e) £ivg () + O(+%),
DRA(e) = D(e) £ivD'(e) + O(?).

(B2)

Note that for the denominators, we have the following
approximation:

1 s
V(D) D)y

Taking the zeroth order of 7y, the Fermi surface term reads

3(1 N 3 x(©
= Z|D’5 ()5)

0(D(g)). (B3)

D2(e) +

(B4)

e=p

2. Fermi sea contribution

Substituting GF4 into Eq. , the Fermi sea term
reads

k@) _ € T
% T %y a €t (pupapapr) tr (oV oo™ a?)
5 R R _ R R
'gl“’(s)azg)\‘r(g) afg#y(g)g)ﬂ_(&?) B
<[ (DR )2 (7 4)
(B5)

For Eq. (B5]), the tensor component 02’( ) reads

031(2 = / de Im DR(( )) }

Taking the zeroth order of ~, the integrand in Eq.
is approximated as

X"(e)
Im[pR(@?

(B6)

XO) (e

Do) B7)

] ~ m sgnD'(CE,)0:-0(D(e))

where X ?(e) is expanded on the order of 7,

XB(e) = XO%) + iy X' Oe) + O(?). (B8)

The intrinsic Fermi sea term thus reads

3 (2 Z/ de sgnD’(C

2e

= v [bgnD (CEy)

X O (g)
E)0.5(D) 5

6(D(e))
Di(e) V)

- /l; de sgnD'(CEy)d(D(€))0- (‘Xlr)(?zg)ﬂ’

(B9)

where we apply integration by parts in the last equation.
Note that the first term in Eq. with the lower bound-
ary vanishes at ¢ — —oo and its upper boundary term
exactly cancels the Fermi surface term [Eq. (B4))]. Con-
sequently, the total intrinsic SHC reduces to a compact
form shown in Eq. .




3. Anisotropic SHC

To obtain an analytical expression of Eq. , we first
rewrite d(D(g)),

6(5 — CEn)

(D) = ) SMETL

n,¢{==%1

VA% + k. Hence, Eq. is

(B10)

where we denote k; =
rewritten as

o3 _ 26 A d(e —CEy)
2 Z _ 64M2E2k2
knC nvL
1 n B,
x [0:XO(e) = ¢XO(e) (5 + —==1)|. (B11)
[ E, MFE, }

Owing to d(e — (E,) in the integral, we replace ¢ in
X©(e) and X' (e) with ¢E,, which gives

XO(CE,) = —8AM? [(1 —m2)E,” + m2nMk, + mlkl}

X'O(CE,) = —8ACE, [2M2 + Mk, — Mf} . (B12)
Equation (B11)), thus, reads

nM 1
k:Z:C B { E?’ku_ Eg

1 n 1 n Ey, }
b L) ]
(E,,ki MEE M3

from which we obtain Egs. and by separating
the isotropic- and magnetization-dependent parts.

(B13)

S0

. 3 -
4. Calculation of ¢5;*° and 05"

3,
o35 and ¢3™ both contain e integrals with an in-

tegration limit that approaches minus infinity (¢ —
—00). One needs to introduce a proper energy cutoff
to avoid the ultraviolet divergence in the effective Dirac
Hamiltonian[38], [3 ] We therefore, separate the e inte-
grals in 0™ and o5, into a divergent part [¢ € (—00,0)]

and a convergent part [e € (0, p)],

0_31150 Diso + Oiso
021 = D™ 4™,

(B14)
(B15)

where C°, O™ and D'°, D™ are the convergent and
divergent terms of the isotropic and the m-dependent
contributions, respectively.

The divergent terms (D'*° and D™) represent the SHC
with the chemical potential exactly placed at the center
of the gap between the positive and the negative energy
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states (u = 0). In other words, it contains contribution
from the entire negative energy states (( = —1,n = £1),
eA 1 n 1 n E,
4V E ];;2 ME ];‘J_

M3’
Zk E3 E3'

As the k summation involves a logarithmic divergence
in three dimensional reciprocal space, we adopt a cutoff
energy A.. A. is defined such that the following condition
is satisfied:

D = (B16)

(B17)

E} = ki + (kL +nM)* <AL (B18)

With the energy cutoff, the spin-split bands in the
negative-energy states are truncated by two different el-
lipsoids [see Fig. b)] Setting M = M/A, we expand
M up to second order in M to obtain an analytical ex-
pression for D° and D™ (M /A is placed back in),

o €A M? 4
: D¢ = 12 GAZ + O(M*), (B19)
" eA 2A. M? ~ 4

For the convergent terms (C'*° and C™), the k integra-
tion is confined within the area that satisfies the following
condition,

E2 = ki + (kL +nM)? (B21)

The integration range is similar to that of the energy
cutoff scheme. Again, the energy states are truncated by
two different ellipsoids associated with the spin-up and
spin-down bands (n = £1). Here, either the positive- or
the negative-energy state (( = +1) is truncated. After
some calculations, C*° and C™ read

iso __ €A ’r]‘:u|
C*° = 8? / dj———-F—

cos? 6
(sind — ”\m)

M?
— (1 - 7 ) cos @ tanh ™! cos @
|l (sin 6 — n7)?
(B22)
. Oa
cm = Z O(p)(cos By + Intan —) (B23)
2
n==+1
where 6, = sin~! AmM 0o = 5, and O(p) is defined as
S} = B24
a1 {0, (otherwise) (B24)

Note that o3, is artificially divided into the convergent
part and the divergent part. Hence, the convergent part
is expected to exactly cancel the divergent part when the
chemical potential approaches negative infinity. This is
indeed the case. The cancellation between the C' terms
with g = Ac and the D terms justifies the energy cutoff
scheme.



5. Cutoff schemes for ultraviolet divergence

In the pristine Dirac phase, a momentum cutoff scheme
is typically employed to deal with the ultraviolet diver-
gence. In such scheme, the wave-vector k is truncated
within a sphere of radius A in the momentum space,

ki + k] < A% (B25)
Note that, in the Dirac ferromagnet, the Fermi sea of
spin-split bands (n = =£1) form ellipsoids with axial
anisotropy along k. The ellipticity of the Fermi sea
asymptotically approaches 1 when |k| > M and the
Fermi sea of the spin-split bands tend to coincide at
the cutoff momentum A > M. In the momentum cut-
off scheme, D¥° and D} are approximated in the small
magnetization limit as

iso eA 2A M? ~ 4
" eA 2A M? ~ 4

D™ shows exactly the same result for two cutoff schemes,
whereas D' is different for the two. For example, in the
limit of M — 0, D'° vanishes in the energy cutoff scheme
but is finite for the momentum cutoff scheme. The differ-
ence is due to the ellipticity of Fermi sea of the negative
energy branches, causing a gap between the Fermi sur-
face of the two spin-split bands [see Fig. (Ip)] whose area
is on the order of M/A. D'° contains terms on the order
of M~ [Eq. (B16)], which return a nonvanishing con-
tribution to the momentum integration even in the gap
area. Counterintuitively, the small gap between the spin-
splitting Fermi surfaces is significant to the whole Fermi
sea term and does not vanish in the limit of M — 0.

Additionally, we compare the convergent part and the
divergent part to check the consistency of two cutoff
schemes. For the momentum cutoff, the convergent part
and the divergent part are different for the isotropic con-
tributions C*° and D%° [see Fig. |5 (a)], which do not
reach the same value with ¢ — A. In contrast, for the
energy cutoff scheme, the convergent part and the di-
vergent part are consistent for both the isotropic contri-
bution [see Fig. [5| (¢)] and the anisotropic contribution
[see Fig. |p| (d)]. Note that the convergent part should
exactly cancel the divergent part at infinite negative en-
ergy (—oo or A), since no states contributes to SHE. This
indicates that the energy cutoff scheme should be the ap-
propriate approach.

Appendix C: General magnetization direction

To generalize the discussion with an arbitrary mag-
netization direction [note that we chose M || 2 in Hp,
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see Eq. }, we define a global unitary transformation
which connects the two Hamiltonians Hy and Hp,

U'HoU = Hr, (C.1)
10
(@) ®) o4
’ x5
= A 0 2=
50 7
P 0.4 5"
2 Ciso 02
0 ¥
-0.3
10 10
8
4 L:"
O
2
0

0 20 40 60 80 1000 20 40 60 80 100
Iz Iz

FIG. 5. Comparison between (a) C'*° and —D¥° (dashed)
; (b) O and —Dj°(dashed); (c) C™ and —D}' (dashed);
(d) C™ and —D}" (dashed). M is set to be 0.1,0.5,0.8, cor-
responding to color sequence from red to purple. The cutoff
momentum/energy is set to be A = A. = 100, according to
the limit of chemical potential fi;min, = —100. The divergent
parts are taken in opposite sign for comparison. The conduc-
tivity is in the unit of o0 = eA /872,

with unitary matrix U = wujp3 ® o' and u =
(sin@/2 cos v, sinf/2sin p, cos§/2). Note that we have
defined M = M (sin 6 sin ¢, sin 6 sin @, cos #). The corre-

sponding eigenfunctions \Ifg ;] with such M read

HoWE, = B ,vE,, vl =vwl (C.2)

Substituting \II?;, into the Kubo formula [Eq. ], the
Berry curvaturelike terms take the following form:

Y l b 1
()" = Q) — 2umur€jik€abma; — 2uium Sy,
b
+ AU U Ui Un €51k €abm o » (C.3)
Choosing the component 3, as an example, we obtain

F,3,¢, F,3,¢, F,2,¢, F,3,¢,
Qa4 Cn)/ = Qy; o +mi (3 o — Q] <1, (C.4)

which takes a similar form to that shown in Eq. (15]).
For example, when the magnetization is directed along
the z axis (m; = =£1), Eq. satisfies the rela-
tion (Q5*¢") = QF*S" which indicates that spin-
conserving channel contributes to the SHC. On the other
hand, if the magnetization points orthogonal to the = axis
(mq = 0), Eq. shows (QE247) = QF3 where
only the spin-flipping channels are allowed.
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