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We conduct a thorough study of the persistent currents in a spin-orbit coupled α-T3 pseudospin-1 fermionic
quantum ring (QR) that smoothly interpolates between graphene (α = 0, pseudospin-1/2) and a dice lattice
(α = 1, pseudospin-1). In particular, we have considered both intrinsic spin-orbit coupling (ISOC) and Rashba
spin-orbit coupling (RSOC) in addition to an external magnetic field, and have systematically enumerated their
individual and combined effects on the charge, valley and the spin-polarized persistent currents. The energy
levels of the system comprise of the conduction bands, valence bands and flat bands which show non-monotonic
dependencies on the ring radius, R of the QR, in the sense that, for small R, the energy levels vary as 1/R, while
the variation is linear in R for large R. The cases corresponding to zero magnetic field are benchmarked with
those for finite external fields. Further, it is noted that the flat bands demonstrate dispersive behaviour, and hence
can contribute to the transport properties only when ISOC is non-zero. Moreover, the RSOC yields spin-split
bands, thereby contributing to the spin-resolved currents, together with distinct degeneracies for different spin
branches. The persistent currents in the charge, valley, and spin sectors for each of these cases oscillate as a
function of the magnetic field with a period equal to the flux quantum, as they should be, and depend upon the
spin-orbit coupling terms. Further, we have explored the role played by the parameter α in our entire analysis
to ascertain the effect of the flat bands.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent research on electronic properties in quantum con-
fined nanoscale systems, such as quantum wells, quantum
wires, quantum dots, and quantum rings (QRs) has seen sig-
nificant progress, revealing new phenomena and their poten-
tial for device applications. Studies on metallic and semi-
conducting rings have received considerable theoretical and
experimental attention over the years [1–18]. Moreover, the
role of magnetic field on the transport properties of such sys-
tems have remained at the center of attention. The energy
levels of the ring and its properties as a function of the mag-
netic field are studied thoroughly [19]. The investigation of
quantum rings at a mesoscopic scale in the presence of exter-
nal magnetic fields has unveiled intriguing physical phenom-
ena, such as the Aharonov-Bohm effect [20–22], Aharonov-
Casher effect [23–25], magnetic oscillations [26], persistent
currents [8,9,27,28], many-body correlations [29], and spin-
orbit induced Berry phases [30]. In the presence of a mag-
netic field, when a ring is threaded a magnetic flux Φ, it
becomes possible to eliminate the vector potential from the
Schrödinger equation by implementing a gauge transforma-
tion. This leads to a modification of the boundary condition
as follows, ψn(x + L) = e(2πiΦ/Φ0)ψn(x), where L repre-
sents the circumference of the ring. This situation can be
likened to the one-dimensional Bloch problem, wherein the
Bloch wave vector kn is defined as (2π/L)Φ/Φ0. Conse-
quently, the energy levels En and other related physical prop-
erties exhibit periodic behavior with respect to Φ0 [1–3]. In
simple language, it means that the Hamiltonian remains in-
variant as flux is varied in integer multiples of the flux quan-
tum. Quantum confinement within the ring structure not only
leads to the coupling of charge carriers to an effective gauge
field but also significantly influences coherent-electron inter-
ference [31–33]. Quantum rings also hold promise for diverse
applications, such as terahertz detectors [34], efficient solar
cells [35] and memory devices through electrically tunable
optical valves [36] and single-photon emitters [37,38]. Ad-

ditionally, with consideration of spin-orbit interactions, par-
ticularly of Rashba type [39], semiconductor QRs exhibit a
variety of fascinating spin phenomena [32,40–44].

Arguably, the most promising material of the century,
graphene [45–48] has garnered significant attention in the
study of quantum ring systems, both theoretically and ex-
perimentally. This is mainly due to its unique properties,
such as the involvement of linearly dispersive ’massless’
Dirac fermions [49,50], possible topological phases originat-
ing from the violation of time reversal symmetry [51], the
manifestation of Aharonov-Bohm oscillations in the presence
of a magnetic field [52–56] etc. In the graphene QR, the per-
sistent currents are induced by the breaking of time-reversal
symmetry [55]. Additionally, the confinement of electrons
in the ring structure leads to the controlled lifting of val-
ley degeneracy in the presence of a magnetic field [57,58].
Studies have also shown evidence of broken valley degener-
acy [55,59] and an interplay between valley polarization and
electron-electron interaction [58] in graphene quantum rings.
Numerous investigations have been conducted in recent years
to understand the microscopic details of graphene QRs under
external magnetic fields, with and without invoking spin-orbit
interactions [60–72]. It is demonstrated that a graphene QR
has potential application in future optoelectronic [73] and in-
terferometric [74] devices.

Furthermore, there exists an interesting variant of the hon-
eycomb structure of graphene with T3 symmetry, namely α-
T3 lattice [75–77]. The low-energy massless excitations of the
α-T3 lattice near the Dirac points consists of three branches,
two of them being linearly dispersive, while the other is a non-
dispersive flat band. The α-T3 lattice is defined as a special
honeycomb like structure with an additional inequivalent site
present at the center of each hexagonal honeycomb lattice of
graphene structure. That additional site is connected only with
one of the two inequivalent sites of the honeycomb lattice with
a distinct (with respect to the others) hopping amplitude. The
ratio of the hopping amplitudes between these two hopping
amplitudes is α. With the continuous tuning of the parameter
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α ∈ (0, 1), the α-T3 lattice provides an interpolation between
the honeycomb structure of graphene (α = 0) and the dice lat-
tice (α = 1). A dice lattice can be realized by growing trilay-
ers of cubic lattices (e.g., SrTiO3/SrIrO3/SrTiO3) in the (111)
direction [78]. Further, in the context of cold atom, a suit-
able arrangement of three counterpropagating pairs of laser
beams can produce an optical dice lattice [79]. Moreover, the
electronic dispersion of Hg1−xCdxTe quantum well at a cer-
tain critical doping can also be mapped onto the α-T3 model
in the intermediate regime (between dice and graphene), cor-
responding to a value of α = 1/

√
3 [80], where the band

structure comprises of linearly dispersing conduction and va-
lence bands, in addition to a flat band. The pseudospins of
graphene and α-T3 lattices are fundamentally different, while
the former has pseudospin S = 1

2 , whereas the quasiparticles
of the latter system obey the Dirac-Weyl equation with pseu-
dospin S = 1. A plethora of studies have been performed in
recent years to probe various equilibrium[81–99] as well as
nonequilibrium[100–106] properties of the α-T3 lattice. On
the other hand, topological phases in a Haldane dice [97,107]
lattice model as well as Rashba dice model [78,108,109] have
invoked intense attention in the recent years. Furthermore, the
quantum spin Hall phase transition [110] in the α-T3 lattice
has also observed.

Motivated by the promising prospects of the quantum rings,
in this paper we present analytical results for the energy levels
of an ideal ring of pseudospin-1 α-T3 lattice. We consider the
bare Dirac Hamiltonian, augmented with either the Rashba or
the intrinsic spin-orbit coupling (SOC) terms, as well as focus
on the Kane-Mele model on a ring that includes the Rashba
spin-orbit term and complex next nearest neighbour (NNN)
hopping and can be considered as two copies of the Haldane
model with different Haldane fluxes for the two spins. The
Haldane term is often referred to as the intrinsic SOC. The
Rashba SOC term which obeys all the symmetries that a par-
ent α-T3 ring has can be controlled by an external electric
field [111] that breaks the mirror symmetry with respect to
the α-T3 plane, while the intrinsic coupling can be enhanced
through edge heavy-atom functionalization [112]. The above
discussion necessitates a thorough study of an α-T3 QR with
the intrinsic and the Rashba SOCs and further, to reflect on
the tunability of the persistent current, we shall additionally
include an external magnetic field as well.

We start by obtaining a ring Hamiltonian of radius R in
polar coordinate [39,59]. We handle subtleties regarding the
hermiticity of the Hamiltonian and exclude additional com-
plexities arising from the edge effects for the finite QR. Con-
sequently, we obtain the analytical expressions for the energy
spectrum and the corresponding wave functions as a function
of the ring radius and an external magnetic field. Particu-
larly, we intend to see how the energy spectrum evolves as
we approach the dice limit (α = 1) starting from the graphene
(α = 0). However, our results with α = 0 i.e., graphene
exactly match with the previously reported analytical and nu-
merical results by the other groups [57]. Further, the inclusion
of an external field would facilitate studies on the evolution of
the spectral properties, the persistent current, and the inter-
play of the Aharonov-Bohm effect. Notably, we can tune the

FIG. 1: (Color online) (a) Schematic diagram of the α-T3 ring of
radius R subjected to a perpendicular magnetic field B = B0ẑ. (b)
Lattice structure of the α-T3 lattice. Here, A, B, and C lattice sites are
shown by black, blue, and red dots respectively. The dashed arrows
represent the hopping among the next nearest neighbouring (NNN)
atoms, such as B-A-B or C-A-C or A-B-A or A-C-A. ê1 and ê2 are
the lattice unit vectors.

charge persistent currents, valley currents, and spin equilib-
rium currents via the parameters, α, the strength of the Rashba
and the intrinsic SOCs, allowing an interplay of these param-
eters and measurable quantity such as the currents.

A brief note on the choice of the spin-orbit coupling pa-
rameters will add a motivation to the results presented below.
Through tight-binding calculations, it has been demonstrated
that the numerical magnitude of ISOC is approximately 10
to 20 times smaller than that of RSOC [113]. Moreover, re-
cent research has indicated that in cases where the both cou-
plings are present and have comparable magnitudes, a mixing
of the radial state occurs. Conversely, when one of these cou-
plings dominates, the system exhibits non-overlap of the ra-
dial states [114]. Several investigations have been conducted
on the pseudopin-1 α-T3 and dice lattice, utilizing an ISOC
strengths within the range varying between 0.01t and 0.1t
[97,107,110], and RSOC strengths within a range of roughly
0.1t to t [78,108,109]. Additionally, the typical value for the
nearest-neighbor hopping parameter in graphene is t = 2.7eV
[115]. In our calculations, we shall adopt t = 1eV every-
where, and to explore the effects of ISOC and RSOC, we shall
employ two distinct sets of parameter values, namely, ISOC to
have values 0.05t, 0.1t, and RSOC to be 0.5t, 0.8t.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II,
we discuss the various properties of pseudospin-1 α-T3 QR in
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presence of intrinsic SOC including the energy spectrum and
the persistent currents. Similar results for the Rashba SOC
are given in Sec. III. In Sec. IV, we present the results for
a Hamiltonian along with both the intrinsic and the Rashba
SOCs, including the energy spectrum as well as the persistent
currents of the ring. We summarize our results in Sec. V. To
give a structure to the preceding discussion we have included
results in the absence and presence of an external magnetic
field for each of the cases in different subsections. The energy
level diagrams are presented as a function of the radius of the
QR in presence and absence of the external field. Physical
quantities such as the persistent currents are also investigated
as a function of the external flux.

II. PSEUDOSPIN-1 QR WITH ISOC

We consider a ring of radius R, in the x-y plane, made from
the pseudospin-1 α-T3 lattice as depicted in Fig. 1(a). The α-
T3 lattice structure is schematically shown in Fig. 1(b). The
hopping energy between the A and B sites is t, while the hop-
ping energy between the sites A and C is t′ = αt. Including
the intrinsic spin-orbit coupling, the α-T3 lattice Hamiltonian
is given by [51,110],

H =
∑
⟨ij⟩

tc†iσcjσ +
∑
⟨ik⟩

t′c†iσckσ +
iλ

3
√
3

∑
⟨⟨ij⟩⟩σσ′

νijc
†
iσσzcjσ′ +

iλ′

3
√
3

∑
⟨⟨ik⟩⟩σσ′

νikc
†
iσσzckσ′ (1)

where c†i,j,k(ci,j,k) is the creation (annihilation) operator of
electrons on the corresponding A, B, and C sites denoted by
i, j, k indices, respectively. The first term is the electron hop-
ping between the A and B sites, while the second one is that
between the A and C sites. The summation of ⟨ij⟩ (⟨ik⟩) runs
over the nearest neighbour (NN) sites A-B (A-C). The third
term is the next nearest neighbour (NNN) hopping of electrons
⟨⟨ij⟩⟩ (double angular brackets denote the NNN hopping are
to distinguished from the single ones that stand for NN hop-
ping) between A-B-A or B-A-B representing the spin-orbit
coupling proposed by Kane and Mele in graphene [111], λ is
the SOC strength. νij (νik) = 1 for the NNN hopping to be
anticlockwise and νij (νik) = −1 (depending on the orienta-
tion of the two nearest neighbour bonds d1 and d2 the elec-

tron traverses in going from site j to i) if it is clockwise with
respect to the positive z axis (which is perpendicular to the lat-
tice xy plane), σz, σ, and σ′ are the real spin Pauli operators.
The last term describes the extra SOI due to the introduction
of the hub C atoms into the graphene lattice, i.e., the C-A-
C and A-C-A NNN hoppings are feasible (B-C-B and C-B-C
are neglected). λ′ is the corresponding SOI strength and set as
λ′ = αλ (similar to t′ = αt), so that α = 0 reproduce all the
results for graphene.

In the Bloch representation, the above lattice Hamiltonian
can be transformed into a continuum one. Therefore, the total
low-energy Hamiltonian around the Dirac points are governed
by a pseudospin-1 Dirac-Weyl Hamiltonian of the form,

H(σ) = ℏvF

 0 (ζqx − iqy) cos ξ 0
(ζqx + iqy) cos ξ 0 (ζqx − iqy) sin ξ

0 (ζqx + iqy) sin ξ 0

 − ζσλ̃

cos ξ 0 0
0 sin ξ − cos ξ 0
0 0 − sin ξ

 (2)

where tan ξ = α, qx and qy donate the in-plane mechanical
momentum operator, ζ = ±1 = K (K′) representing the K
(K′) valley, λ̃ = λ/ cos ξ, and ℏvF =

√
3at/2 cos ξ, while σ

denotes the real spin degrees of freedom. The Hamiltonian in
Eq. (2) can be expressed in the polar (r, θ) coordinates as,

Hring(σ) =

 −ζσλ̃ cos ξ ℏvF e−iθ(−iζ ∂
∂r − 1

r
∂
∂θ ) cos ξ 0

ℏvF eiθ(−iζ ∂
∂r + 1

r
∂
∂θ ) cos ξ ζσλ̃(cos ξ − sin ξ) ℏvF e−iθ(−iζ ∂

∂r − 1
r

∂
∂θ ) sin ξ

0 ℏvF eiθ(−iζ ∂
∂r + 1

r
∂
∂θ ) sin ξ ζσλ̃ sin ξ

 (3)

The eigenstates of H are obtained as,

Ψσ(r, θ) =

Ξ1σ(r)e
i(m−ζ)θ

Ξ2σ(r)e
imθ

Ξ3σ(r)e
i(m+ζ)θ

 , (4)

where the integer m labels the orbital angular momentum
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quantum number and Ξiσ denotes the amplitudes correspond-
ing to the three sublattices. We follow the earlier approaches
[39–41,57,59,69,70,116] employed for an ideal one dimen-
sional quantum ring by freezing the radial part, r = R in
the eigensolutions. Thus, in this case of an ideal ring of radius

R, the momentum of the carriers along the radial direction
is zero. This turns out to be an obvious choice in construct-
ing a hermitian Hamiltonian one should make the replacement
∂
∂r = − 1

2R . Therefore, the Hamiltonian corresponding to an
ideal α-T3 ring is given by,

Hring(σ) =

 −ζσλ̃ cos ξ −iℏvFR (m− ζ/2) cos ξ 0

iℏvFR (m− ζ/2) cos ξ ζσλ̃ cos ξ − ζσλ̃ sin ξ −iℏvFR (m+ ζ/2) sin ξ

0 iℏvFR (m+ ζ/2) sin ξ ζσλ̃ sin ξ

 (5)

The energy eigenvalues are obtained as,

Em
ζ,σ(n) = 2

√
−P

3
cos

[
1

3
cos−1

(
3Q

2P

√
− 3

P

)
− 2πn

3

]
(6)

where n = 0, 1, and 2 are associated with the conduction band
(CB), the flat band (FB), and the valence band (VB), respec-
tively. Here P and Q are given by,

P =
λ̃2

2
sin 2ξ − λ̃2 − ℏ2v2F

R2

[
N2 sin2 ξ +M2 cos2 ξ

]

and

Q =
ζσλ̃

2
sin 2ξ

[
λ̃2(cos ξ − sin ξ) +

ℏ2v2F
R2(

M2 cos ξ −N2 sin ξ
)]

respectively. The normalized spinor wavefunctions are given
by,

Ψmζ
n,σ(R, θ) = Nζ

n,σ e
imθ

−iℏvFR M(Eζ,σ − ζσλ̃ sin ξ) cos ξ e−iζθ

(Eζ,σ + ζσλ̃ cos ξ)(Eζ,σ − ζσλ̃ sin ξ)

iℏvFR N(Eζ,σ + ζσλ̃ cos ξ) sin ξ eiζθ

 ,

with,

Nζ
n,σ =

1√
ℏ2v2

F

R2

[
M2(Eζ,σ − ζσλ̃ sin ξ)2 cos2 ξ +N2(Eζ,σ + ζσλ̃ cos ξ)2 sin2 ξ

]
+ (Eζ,σ + ζσλ̃ cos ξ)2(Eζ,σ − ζσλ̃ sin ξ)2

.

(7)

where M = (m− ζ/2) and N = (m+ ζ/2). One can easily
verify that, when there is no SOC, that is, λ̃ = 0, the eigen-
values of Eq. (6) can be directly simplified onto the eigenval-
ues of the parent α-T3 QR with one zero energy mode [116].

When λ̃ ̸= 0, we get three energy bands. The energy disper-
sions around the Dirac points (K or K′) for a particular value
of α (intermediate to graphene and dice), namely, α = 0.4 are
plotted in Fig. 2.

A. Results and discussion

1. No magnetic field

The energies as a function of ring radius R at the K-valley
is shown in Fig. 2(a) and the same at the K′-valley is pre-
sented in Fig. 2(b) with m = 0 (green curves), m = −1,−2

(red curves) and m = 1, 2 (blue curves) for the valence and
the conduction bands. Further, for distorted flat bands with
m = 0 (cyan curves), m = −1,−2 (black curves) and
m = 1, 2 (yellow curves). It is seen that for n = 1, the
original dispersionless flat band is no longer flat, instead, it
becomes distorted, i.e., a non-zero group velocity may be as-
sociated with the n = 1 band electrons. This distortion im-



5

0 50 100
R (nm)

−100

−50

0

50

100

E
m ζ,
σ
(n

)(
m
eV

)

(a) K valley

n = 0
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FIG. 2: (Color online) The spin-resolved band structures Em
ζ,σ(n) vs R of the α-T3 quantum ring for the (a) K-valley and (b) K′-valley in

absence of an external field. n = 0, 1, 2 denotes the CB, FB, and VB respectively. The solid and the dotted lines in each panel are for spin-↑
and spin-↓ bands respectively. The parameters are taken as λ̃ = 0.05t, t = 1eV , and α = 0.4.

plies that the n = 1 band electrons will start contributing to
the transport properties of the system. Moreover, the n = 1
band shifts away from the band center (E = 0) and the bands
for opposite spin species move in opposite directions (as in-
dicated by dashed and solid lines in each panel), resulting
in formation of spin polarized bands. However, it is worth
noting that the spin polarizations for the K- and K′-valleys
are opposite. This certainly implies that the time-reversal
symmetry remains unchanged. The spin-valley splitting of
the α-T3 band structure bears resemblance to those observed
in transition metal dichalcogenide materials, such as, MoS2

[117], where the two valleys exhibit opposite spin splitting
while the system overall maintains a time-reversal symmetry.
This intriguing spin-valley-dependent band structure can be
experimentally observed through spin-valley-selective circu-
lar dichroism [118], a phenomenon in which the responses of
the left and the right-handed circularly polarized light differ.
For the graphene (α = 0) or the dice lattice (α = 1), the en-
ergy bands retain the spin and the valley degeneracy, that is,
Eζσ = Eζ̄σ̄ with σ̄ = −σ and ζ̄ = −ζ from Eq. (6), be-
cause the particle-hole symmetry remains invariant although
the inversion symmetry is broken.

In Fig. 3, we present the energy bands at a particular valley
(K-valley) and for ↑-spin only, by considering two different
cases, namely, α = 0.5 and α = 1, corresponding to two val-
ues of the SOC term, namely, λ̃ = 0.05t and λ̃ = 0.1t. The
purpose is to observe how the band structure changes with
α and responds to the SOC parameter λ̃. Let us first dis-
cuss the α = 0 (graphene) case [57]. In this scenario, the
n = 1 band (distorted flat band) shows no dispersion for all
values of m, while all the branches of CB (n = 0) and the
VB (n = 2) display a 1/R dependence in the small radius
limit, whereas, Eζ,σ → ±λ̃ for large radii (not shown here).
Notably, the criterion for large R differs for different values
ofm. Additionally, the branches are two-fold degenerate with
m = (0, 1), (2,−1), (3,−2) and so on. It is worth mentioning

that all the energy levels are non-degenerate for all values of
α, except for α = 0. Further, at the K-valley, as we increase
α, the distortion increases in the limit of small radius. How-
ever, in the large R limit, some interesting features emerge as
stated in the following. In the range 0 < α ≤ 0.5, the flat
band (n = 1) shifts away from the band center towards the
CB (n = 0), and this shift increases with α. The n = 1 bands
merge to a value αλ̃ and the n = 0 band merge to (1−α)λ̃ at
the largeR limit. On the other hand, in the range 0.5 < α ≤ 1,
the shift decreases with increasing α. Again, the n = 1 bands
merge to a value (1 − α)λ̃ cos ξ and the n = 0 band merge
at αλ̃ cos ξ in the large R limit. While the energy levels cor-
responding to n = 2 merge at −λ̃ cos ξ in the limit of large
R, irrespective the value of α. (For more details see Fig. 17
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−100

0
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E
m ζ,
σ
(n

)(
m
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)

(a) α = 0.5, λ̃ = 0.05t

n = 0

n = 1

n = 2

(b) α = 1, λ̃ = 0.05t

n = 0

n = 1

n = 2

0 50 100
R (nm)

−100

0

100

E
m ζ,
σ
(n

)(
m
eV

)

(c) α = 0.5, λ̃ = 0.1t

n = 0

n = 1

n = 2

0 50 100
R (nm)

(d) α = 1, λ̃ = 0.1t

n = 0

n = 1

n = 2

FIG. 3: (Color online) The energy dispersion at zero field as a function of R at the K-valley of the α-T3 quantum ring corresponding to the
ISOC values (a) α = 0.5, λ̃ = 0.05t, (b) α = 1, λ̃ = 0.05t, (c) α = 0.5, λ̃ = 0.1t, and (d) α = 1, λ̃ = 0.1t and t = 1eV are shown. The
indices n = 0, 1, and 2 denote the CB, distorted FB, and VB respectively.

of Appendix A). However, at the K′-valley the distorted flat
bands shift towards the VB (n = 2) and the bands correspond-
ing to n = 0 merge to a value λ̃ cos ξ at the large R limit (see
solid curves in Fig. 2(b)).

In Figs. 3(a),(c) we show the results for α = 0.5 with
λ̃ = 0.05t and λ̃ = 0.1t, respectively. Inside the distorted flat
band (n = 1), the degree of distortion increases with increas-
ing λ̃ and the bands characterized by m = 0 (cyan curves)
and m = 1, 2, .. (yellow curves) exhibit large distortion. In
contrast, the energy bands with m = −1,−2, ..(black curves)
remain nearly dispersionless. In addition, we find the follow-
ing interesting results for the dice lattice α = 1 (see Figs.
3(b),(d)). In the limit of small radii, all the branches of VB
and CB vary as 1/R. Further, the branches are non-degenerate.
Inside the n = 1 flat band, we find the level with m = 0
remains flat at E = 0. From Eq. (6), it may be noted that
the other levels satisfy, Em

ζ,σ(1) = −E−m
ζ,σ (1). Further, we

have Em
ζ,σ(0) = −E−m

ζ,σ (2) which are in direct contrast to the
results for the bare case (λ̃ = 0). Here, only the ↑-spin and
the K-valley band structures are plotted, moreover, others for

the ↓-spin and the K′-valley are essentially the same.

2. In presence of magnetic field

Persistent equilibrium currents provide valuable informa-
tion about the energy spectrum of a system near the Fermi
energy. Although such currents are typically small and are
detected through the magnetic moment they generate [119],
recent experiments have shown promising results by employ-
ing dense arrays of rings on a cantilever, which enhances the
magnetic signal and allows for both current measurements and
the use of the setup as a sensitive magnetometer. The Corbino
disk geometry, which can be fabricated with high precision
using innovative techniques [120] involving nanoparticle ma-
nipulation and hydrogenation of open bonds, is particularly
suitable for studying persistent currents. To study the persis-
tent currents and the effects of the magnetic field on the energy
spectra, we include a magnetic flux threading the ring in the
transverse direction, (B = B0ẑ, whereB0 is a constant). This
is incorporated in the Hamiltonian in Eq. (5) as,
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HΦ
ring(σ) =

 −ζσλ̃ cos ξ −iℏvFR (m− ζ/2 + Φ/Φ0) cos ξ 0

iℏvFR (m− ζ/2 + Φ/Φ0) cos ξ ζσλ̃ cos ξ − ζσλ̃ sin ξ −iℏvFR (m+ ζ/2 + Φ/Φ0) sin ξ

0 iℏvFR (m+ ζ/2 + Φ/Φ0) sin ξ ζσλ̃ sin ξ

 (8)

where Φ = πR2B0, is the magnetic flux, and Φ0 is the usual
flux quantum. Owing to this field, the modifications to the
spectra can be written as,

Em,Φ
ζ,σ (n) = 2

√
−PΦ

3
cos

[
1

3
cos−1

(
3QΦ

2PΦ

√
− 3

PΦ

)
− 2πn

3

]
(9)

where n = 0, 1, and 2 represent for conduction band (CB),
flat band (FB), and valence band (VB) respectively. Here, the
quantities P and Q are denoted by,

PΦ =
λ̃2

2
sin 2ξ − λ̃2 − ℏ2v2F

R2

[
N2

Φ sin2 ξ +M2
Φ cos2 ξ

]

and

QΦ =
ζσλ̃

2
sin 2ξ

[
λ̃2(cos ξ − sin ξ) +

ℏ2v2F
R2(

M2
Φ cos ξ −N2

Φ sin ξ
)]

with MΦ = (m+ Φ/Φ0 − ζ/2), NΦ = (m+ Φ/Φ0 − ζ/2).
Thus the quantities MΦ and NΦ include Φ, namely the flux.

The normalized spinor wavefunctions for the up and down
spin are given by,

ΨmζΦ
n,σ (R, θ) = NζΦ

n,σ e
imθ

−iℏvFR MΦ(E
m,Φ
ζ,σ − ζσλ̃ sin ξ) cos ξ e−iζθ

(Em,Φ
ζ,σ + ζσλ̃ cos ξ)(Em,Φ

ζ,σ − ζσλ̃ sin ξ)

iℏvFR NΦ(E
m,Φ
ζ,σ + ζσλ̃ cos ξ) sin ξ eiζθ

 ,

with,

NζΦ
n,σ =

1√
ℏ2v2

F

R2

[
M2

Φ(E
m,Φ
ζ,σ − ζσλ̃ sin ξ)2 cos2 ξ +N2

Φ(E
m,Φ
ζ,σ + ζσλ̃ cos ξ)2 sin2 ξ

]
+ (Em,Φ

ζ,σ + ζσλ̃ cos ξ)2(Em,Φ
ζ,σ − ζσλ̃ sin ξ)2

.

(10)

The qualitative features of the energy spectrum deviate sig-
nificantly from the case corresponding to zero magnetic field.
In contrast to the B0 = 0 situation, we observe that all energy
levels are non-degenerate for all values of α. Additionally, we
find that Em,Φ

ζ,σ (1) ̸= −E−m,Φ
ζ,σ (1), Em,Φ

ζ,σ (0) = −E−m,Φ
ζ,σ (2).

Furthermore, there is distortion of the m = 0 flat band energy
level for α = 1. In addition, the flat band energy levels merge
with zero energy at large values of R. However, this is not the
scenario for intermediate values of α. As α ̸= 0, the zero en-
ergy modes merge at some finite (positive) energy values de-
pending upon the value of α in the large R limit. Again each
of the levels of the VB and CB exhibits a non-monotonic be-
haviour as a function of the radius R. The energy levels attain
an extremum for a given value ofm (minimum for the conduc-
tion band and maximum for the valence band) at a particular
value of R. However, positions of these extrema depend on
the value of m. For a particular m, in the limit of small R, all
the energy levels vary inversely as R. On the other hand, the
energy scales as, E ∼ R in the limit of largeR. More detailed
results are provided in the Fig. 18 of Appendix B.

The energy levels as a function of the external magnetic flux

are shown in Fig. 4 and Fig. 5 for a quantum ring with a par-
ticular radius and SOC, namely, R = 10 nm and λ̃ = 0.05t.
We consider two cases, for a particular valley (say, K-valley)
with both ↑- and ↓- spins, and for a particular spin (say ↑-spin)
involving both the K- and the K′-valleys. It can be observed
that for α = 0 at K-valley, Em,Φ

K,↑ (n) = Em,Φ
K,↓ (n) (not shown

here), thus it will possess zero spin current (we shall discuss it
later). From Fig. 4, it is obsered that for non-zero α, we get,
Em,Φ

K,↑ (0) = −Em,Φ
K,↓ (2), E

m,Φ
K,↑ (2) = −Em,Φ

K,↓ (0) and for the
distorted flat band, we have Em,Φ

K,↑ (1) = −Em,Φ
K,↓ (1). More-

over, for any intermediate α (0 < α < 1) in the case of ↑-spin,
the n = 1 bands are shifted towards n = 0 CBs, while the ↓-
spin bands are shifted towards the n = 2 VBs, as discussed
earlier. For the dice case (α = 1), the n = 1 bands are equally
distributed towards both the CB and VB.

Moving on to Fig. 5, we observe following the interesting
aspects. For any value of α such that α < 1, Em,Φ

ζ,↑ (n) ̸=
Em,Φ

−ζ,↑(n) since the effective time reversal symmetry (TRS) is
broken by the external magnetic field. However, for the dice
lattice we can see Em,Φ

ζ,↑ (n) = Em,Φ
−ζ,↑(n) for all the bands.
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FIG. 4: (Color online) The energy Em,Φ
K,σ (n) as a function of external

magnetic flux at K-valley for different values of α with R = 10 nm.
Plots in the upper panel are for ↑-spin and the lower panel are for ↓-
spin bands.
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FIG. 5: (Color online) The energy Em,Φ
ζ,↑ (n) as a function of external

magnetic flux for ↑-spin bands for different values of α with R = 10
nm. Plots in the upper panel are for K-valley and the lower panel
are for K′-valley.

Also, for any intermediate α (0 < α < 1) the ↑-spin bands
of the n = 1 bands are shifted towards n = 0 bands (CBs),
while the ↓-spin bands are shifted towards the n = 2 bands
(VBs) in the K′-valley as discussed earlier. Again for the dice
case (α = 1), the n = 1 bands are equally spread towards the
CBs and VBs for both the valleys.

3. Charge persistent currents

−
0
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0
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0
.5

j
K
/
v
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α = 0.5

−
0
.5

0
.0

0
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F
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−
1

0
1

j
/
v
F

α = 1

−1 0 1
Φ/Φ0

FIG. 6: (Color online) The charge persistent currents as a function of
external magnetic flux Φ/Φ0 for ↑-spin bands are shown. Upper row
is for the K-valley, middle row is for the K′-valley, and the lower
row shows the valley current. Here we have considered λ̃ = 0.05t,
t = 1eV , and R = 10 nm. We have shown results for two different
α values, namely, α = 0.5 and 1.

Let us delve into the topic of persistent currents. The per-
sistent current is the equilibrium current that flows along the
angular (θ) direction in a QR when threaded by a magnetic
flux. This current can be calculated using the relation, jx(y) =
vF [Ψ

†Sx(y)Ψ], where Sx,y denote the x and y components of
the pseudospin operator. Using this definition, the radial and
the angular currents are further obtained as jr = vF [Ψ

†SrΨ]
and jθ = vF [Ψ

†SθΨ], respectively. Here, Sr and Sθ are given
by Sr = Sx cos θ + Sy sin θ and Sθ = −Sx sin θ + Sy cos θ,
respectively. Along a particular direction (r = R) of the α-T3
ring, although the radial current vanishes, we can calculate the
angular current at a particular valley as well as for a particu-
lar spin. The analytical expression for the charge persistent
current is derived as follows,
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jζn = 2vF
ℏvF
R NζΦ

κ,σ
2(
Em,Φ

ζ,σ (n) + ζσλ̃ cos ξ
)(
Em,Φ

ζ,σ (n)− ζσλ̃ sin ξ)
[
MΦ

(
Em,Φ

ζ,σ (n)− ζσλ̃ sin ξ
)
cos2 ξ +NΦ

(
Em,Φ

ζ,σ (n) + ζσλ̃ cos ξ
)
sin2 ξ

]
(11)

The net persistent current at a particular valley is calculated
by considering the contributions from the valence band (n =

2) and the distorted flat band (n = 1) via, jζ = jζn=2 + jζn=1.
It is worthy to mention that the distortion of the energy levels
in the flat band gives rise to a finite persistent current. From
Fig. 5 it is observed that the low-energy state comprises of
differentm values for a range of the scaled flux, Φ/Φ0. Using
this low-energy state from Fig. 5, we illustrate the variation of
the persistent currents as a function of Φ/Φ0 with λ̃ = 0.05t
and R = 10 nm in Fig. 6. The inclusion of the spin-orbit
coupling term alters the oscillation pattern of the persistent
current compared to bare (λ̃ = 0) case [116]. In the upper
panel of Fig. 6 we display the persistent current due to the
↑-spin at the K-valley, while in the middle panel, we show
the same at the K′-valley. The currents at different valleys
are no longer equal, except for the cases α = 0 (not shown
here) and α = 1. Moreover, the persistent current at a specific
valley oscillates periodically with Φ/Φ0, with the periodicity
Φ/Φ0 = 1. Though the oscillation pattern varies with the pa-
rameter α, the oscillation period remains independent of α.
Additionally, we observe a finite persistent current at a spe-
cific valley when Φ = 0 (no magnetic field) for all values of
α.

We further introduce a quantity called the valley current as,

j = jQ(ζ = 1)− jQ(ζ = −1) (12)

where ζ denotes the valley index. In this context, we find
that the persistent current corresponding to the two extreme
cases (α = 0 (not shown here) and α = 1) are equal, result-
ing in zero valley current for graphene and the dice lattice.
However, for an intermediate value of α (say, α = 0.5), we
observe an oscillatory valley current with the oscillation pe-
riod of Φ/Φ0 = 1. Furthermore, the oscillation pattern of the
valley current depends on the parameter α.

4. Equilibrium spin currents

Now, we turn our attention to calculation of the equilibrium
spin currents. We define the equilibrium spin current as,

jS = jζn(σ = 1)− jζn(σ = −1) (13)

where σ = ±1 denotes ↑- and ↓-spins. As mentioned ear-
lier, for non-zero α, the spin resolved energy levels are not the
same within a range of flux in unit of Φ/Φ0, thus potentially
leading to formation of spin currents. To investigate this, we
first calculate the persistent current for both the ↑-spin and ↓-
spin bands at a particular valley, using the same procedure as
mentioned above. In the upper panel of Fig. 7, we show the

persistent current for ↑-spin, while in the middle panel, we
show the same for ↓-spin at the K-valley. We observe that
both the ↑-spin and ↓-spin persistent currents oscillate with
Φ/Φ0 with a periodicity of Φ/Φ0 = 1 for all values of α.
Thus, this result is distinct from the valley current. Addition-
ally, the currents corresponding to different spins are no longer
equal, except when α = 0. The latter yields a zero spin cur-
rent (jS) for α = 0 (not shown here). Further, for non-zero α,
we observe oscillatory spin current with the oscillation period
of Φ/Φ0 = 1. However, the oscillation pattern of the spin
current is affected by the value of α, as shown in the lower
panel of Fig. 7.

−
0
.5

0
.0

0
.5

j
↑/
v
F

α = 0.5

−
0
.5

0
.0

0
.5

j
↓/
v
F

−1 0 1
Φ/Φ0

0
1

j
S
/
v
F

α = 1

−1 0 1
Φ/Φ0

FIG. 7: (Color online) The equilibrium spin current as a function of
Φ/Φ0 are shown. Plots in the upper row are for the ↑-spin, middle
row for the ↓-spin of K-valley, and the bottom row contain the spin
current at the same valley. Here we have considered λ̃ = 0.05t,
t = 1eV , and R = 10 nm. We have shown for two different α
values, namely, α = 0.5 and 1.

III. PSEUDOSPIN-1 QR WITH RSOC

Here we consider the system to have Rashba SOC. The cor-
responding Hamiltonian can be written as, H = H0 + HR,
where H0 is the tight-binding term, and HR is the Rashba
spin-orbit coupling term. We write the Hamiltonian as,
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H = −
∑
⟨ij⟩σ

tc†iσcjσ −
∑
⟨ik⟩σ

αtc†iσckσ −
∑

⟨ij⟩σσ′

iλRc
†
iσ(D̂ij · τ⃗)σσ′cjσ′ −

∑
⟨ik⟩σσ′

iαλRc
†
iσ(D̂ik · τ⃗)σσ′ckσ′ +

(
h.c.

)
(14)

where σ =↑, ↓, spin indices and i, j, k are labels for sites cor-
responding to A, B, and C sublattices respectively. The first
term is the electron hopping between the A and B sites, while
the second one is that between the A and C sites. The sum-
mation of ⟨ij⟩ (⟨ik⟩) runs over the nearest neighbour sites of
AB (AC). Further, the Rashba SOC induced by electric fields
due to a gradient of the crystal potential [78,108,109]. Where
τ⃗ = τxx̂+τy ŷ+τz ẑ is the Pauli matrix vector, D̂ij (D̂ik) is the

unit vector along the direction of the cross product E⃗ij × r⃗ij
(E⃗ik × r⃗ik) of the electric field E⃗ij (E⃗ik) and displacement
r⃗ij (r⃗ik) for the bond ij (ik). λR is the strength of Rashba
SOC between the A and the B sites while αλR is that between
the A and the C sites. Here we ignore the complex NNN hop-
ping. In momentum space, the Hamiltonian of the α-T3 lattice
becomes,

H =


0 −tγ∗k 0 0 −iλRγ∗k+ 0

−tγk 0 −αtγ∗k iλRγk− 0 iαλRγ
∗
k+

0 −αtγk 0 0 −iαλRγk− 0
0 −iλRγ∗k− 0 0 −tγ∗k 0

iλRγk+ 0 iαλRγ
∗
k− −tγk 0 −αtγ∗k

0 −iαλRγk+ 0 0 −αtγk 0

 (15)

we defined γk = 1+eik1 +eik2 and γk± = 1+ei(k1±2π/3)+
ei(k2±4π/3), where the components are along the axes indi-
cated in Fig. 1(b) as ki = k⃗.êi. The annihilation operator

basis is (c1k↑, c2k↑, c3k↑, c1k↓, c2k↓, c3k↓). In the vicinity of a
Dirac point (namely, K), the Hamiltonian corresponding to an
ideal α-T3 ring is given by [39–41,57,59,69,70,116],

Hring = ℏvF
R



0 −i(m+ 1
2 ) cos ξe

iπ
3 0 0 −λR

t (m+ 1
2 ) cos ξe

iπ
3 0

i(m+ 1
2 ) cos ξe

− iπ
3 0 −i(m− 1

2 ) sin ξe
iπ
3

λR

t (m− 1
2 ) cos ξe

iπ
3 0 −λR

t (m+ 1
2 ) sin ξe

− iπ
3

0 i(m− 1
2 ) sin ξe

− iπ
3 0 0 −λR

t (m− 1
2 ) sin ξe

− iπ
3 0

0 λR

t (m− 1
2 ) cos ξe

− iπ
3 0 0 i(m− 1

2 ) cos ξe
− iπ

3 0

−λR

t (m+ 1
2 ) cos ξe

− iπ
3 0 λR

t (m− 1
2 ) sin ξe

iπ
3 −i(m− 1

2 ) cos ξe
iπ
3 0 i(m+ 1

2 ) sinϕe
− iπ

3

0 −λR

t (m+ 1
2 ) sin ξe

iπ
3 0 0 −i(m+ 1

2 ) sin ξe
iπ
3 0


(16)

where tan ξ = α and ℏvF = 3at/2 cos ξ. The eigenstates of
the ring Hamiltonian can be obtained as,

ψ(R, θ) =


χ1↑(R)ei(m+1)θ

χ2↑(R)eimθ

χ3↑(R)ei(m−1)θ

χ1↓(R)ei(m−1)θ

χ2↓(R)eimθ

χ3↓(R)ei(m+1)θ

 (17)

where the integer m labels the orbital angular momentum
quantum number and χi denotes the amplitudes correspond-
ing to the three sublattices. Here, we investigate the behaviour
at a given value of radius r, namely r = R, such that the ra-
dial part is rendered frozen in the eigensolution. Again for the

sake of the hermiticity of the Hamiltonian in ring geometry we
made the replacements r → R and ∂

∂r → − 1
2R . We further

obtain the energy spectrum as,

E1 = 0

E2 = κ
ϵ

2

√
(1 + 4m2 − 4m

1− α2

1 + α2
)(1 +

λ2R
t2

)

E3 = κ
ϵ

2

√
(1 + 4m2)(1 +

λ2R
t2

1− α2

1 + α2
) + 4m(

λ2R
t2

+
1− α2

1 + α2
)

(18)
where κ = ±1 is the particle-hole index and ϵ = ℏvF

R . E1 is
the zero energy flat band, E2 is the ↑-spin energy band andE3

is the ↓-spin band.
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FIG. 8: (Color online) The energy levels in the absence of an external field with m = −1 (red curves), 0 (green curves), and 1 (blue curves)
of the α-T3 quantum ring as a function of ring radius R in presence of only RSOC are shown. (a) for α = 0.5, λR = 0.5t, (b) for α = 1,
λR = 0.5t, (c) for α = 0.5, λR = 0.8t, and (d) for α = 1, λR = 0.8t. We have taken t = 1eV .

A. Results and discussions

1. No magnetic field

The energy spectra at the K-valley in presence of Rashba
SOC are expressed in Eq. (18). Fig. 8 displays the energies
as a function of the ring radius, R, for various values of α
and λR. One can easily verify the results of the α-T3 quan-
tum ring without the RSOC term by setting λR = 0 in Eq.
(18). In this case, we have considered two scenarios, namely,
λR = 0.5t and λR = 0.8t corresponding to α = 0.5 and 1.
We have plotted only the m = −1, 0, and 1 bands represented
by red, green, and blue curves, respectively. When λR = 0,
the system exhibits three bands, with one being totally flat
band. However, with a non-zero λR the original three bands
split into six spin-split bands, including two non-dispersive
flat bands and four dispersive bands as described by Eq. (18).
From Fig. 8, it is evident that all the energy branches have
a 1/R dependence and approach E → 0 for very large radii,
irrespective of the value of α. Additionally, the dispersive
bands remain non-degenerate, in contrast to the case of the
pseudospin-1 α-T3 QR without SOC. Moreover, the disper-
sive ↑-spin and ↓-spin bands split as well. Specifically, for

m = 0, the energies are given by,

E2 =
κϵ

2

√
1 +

λ2R
t2

(19)

and

E3 =
κϵ

2

√
1 +

λ2R
t2

1− α2

1 + α2
. (20)

It can be observed that the ↑-spin energy band, E2 is inde-
pendent of α, while the ↓-spin band, E3 has a dependency
on α. Consequently, the splitting between the m = 0 bands
(green curves in Fig. 8) increases with increasing values of α.
Whereas, the splitting between the bands with m = −1 (red
curves in Fig. 8) and m = 1 (blue curves in Fig. 8) decreases
as α increases. Furthermore, the energy splitting decreases
with the increase of |m| values for all values of α. In addition
to that, the energy splitting increases with λR increasing. An
intriguing observation is that for α = 1, i.e., the dice lattice,
the energies are

E2 =
κϵ

2

√
(1 + 4m2)(1 +

λ2R
t2

) (21)



12

and

E3 =
κϵ

2

√
1 + 4m2 + 4m

λ2R
t2
. (22)

Thus, E2 is a even function ofm, making it two-fold degener-
ate with m = ±1,±2,±3, .... etc. On the other hand, the E3

band is an odd function of m, resulting in its non-degeneracy
as illustrated in Figs. 8(b) and 8(d).
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FIG. 9: (Color online) Energy levels with m = −1 (red curves), 0 (green curves), and 1 (blue curves) of the α-T3 quantum ring as a function
of ring radius R in presence of an external magnetic field of magnitude B0 = 5T (a) for α = 0.5, λR = 0.5t, (b) for α = 1, λR = 0.5t, (c)
for α = 0.5, λR = 0.8t, and (d) for α = 1, λR = 0.8t and t = 1eV taken.

2. In presence of magnetic field

Now let us discuss the case when the pseudospin-1 α-T3
ring is threaded by a perpendicular magnetic field B = B0ẑ.
The spectrum of the system is modified by the field flux as
follows,

E1(Φ) = 0

E2(Φ) = κ
ϵ

2

{[
1 + 4(m+ β)2 − 4(m+ β)

1− α2

1 + α2

]
(
1 +

λ2R
t2

)} 1
2

E3(Φ) = κ
ϵ

2

{[
1 + 4(m+ β)2

](
1 +

λ2R
t2

1− α2

1 + α2

)
+

4(m+ β)

(
λ2R
t2

+
1− α2

1 + α2

)} 1
2

(23)
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where β = Φ/Φ0 with Φ = πR2B0 is magnetic flux through
the ring and Φ0 is the usual flux quantum. The Zeeman cou-
pling has been neglected at small enough values of the field.
The addition of a magnetic field, represented by a U(1) min-
imal coupling with flux Φ threading the ring, breaks the time
reversal symmetry allowing for the emergence of persistent
charge currents [122] which we shall discuss later.

In Fig. 9, we show the dependence of a few energy levels on
the ring radius,R, consideringB0 = 5T for the two aforemen-
tioned cases i.e., λR = 0.5t with α = 0.5, 1, and λR = 0.8t
with α = 0.5, 1. Each level exhibits a non-monotonic be-
haviour as a function of the radius R. The energy levels attain
an extremum (minimum for conduction band and maximum
for valence band) at a particular value of R. However, the
positions of these extrema depend on the value of m, α and
λR explicitly. In the limit of small R, all the energy levels
vary inversely with R. On the other hand, the energy scales
as, E ∼ |R| that is in limit of large R. Additionally, for a

fixed magnetic field and for large m, the extrema points de-
pend on R as R ∝

√
|m| irrespective of α. Thus, the concept

of large radii differs for different values of m. Consequently,
for negative values of m, the extrema points of the energy ex-
hibit a scaling behaviour, namely, Emin ∝ 1/

√
|m|, resulting

in a diminishing of the spectral gap with increasing |m|. Con-
versely, for positive values ofm, the energy extrema scales as,
Emin ∝ √

m. Furthermore, from Eq. (23), it is evident that
in presence of a magnetic field, the energy splitting between
the bands of the m = 0 level as well as the m ̸= 0 levels de-
creases with the increase in the values of the parameters α and
λR. Again, from Eq. (23) it is noted that for α < 1, there are
two points where the spin bands cross each other as a function
of R for m = 0 and m = −1,−2,−3, ... etc. bands, whereas
there is only one band crossing point form = 1, 2, 3... values.
These crossings obey the following condition,

λ2R
t2
[
1 + 4(m+ β)2 − 4(m+ β)

]
− λ2R

t2
1− α2

1 + α2

[
1 + 4(m+ β)2 + 4(m+ β)

]
− 8(m+ β)

1− α2

1 + α2
= 0 (24)

Eq. (24) can be checked against the plots shown in Figs. 9(a)
and 9(c). Now, for the dice lattice case (α = 1), the above
mentioned condition requires m + β = 1/2, which implies
that along the radiusR, the band crossing point occurs at R =√
2l0
√
(1/2−m), where l0 =

√
ℏ/(eB0) is the magnetic

length. Consequently, there is only one band crossing point

for m = 0 and m = −1,−2,−3, .. etc. bands. Furthermore,
band crossing is prohibited form to be positive as there are no
real values of R for m > 0, indicating that the corresponding
spin bands do not cross each other as illustrated in Figs. 9(b)
and 9(d) by the blue curves.

The energy levels as a function of the external magnetic flux
(β = Φ/Φ0) are depicted in Fig. 10 for a quantum ring with
R = 10 nm, considering different cases, namely, (a) α = 0.5,
λR = 0.5t, (b) α = 1, λR = 0.5t, (c) α = 0.5, λR = 0.8t,
and (d) α = 1, λR = 0.8t. The curves are represented by red,
green, and blue colors corresponding to m = −1, m = 0, and
m = 1, respectively. The magnetic field dependence of the
energy spectra become evident when we rewrite Eq. (23) as,

E2
2 − ϵ2

4

[
1 + 4(m+ β)2 − 4(m+ β)

1− α2

1 + α2

]
(1 +

λ2R
t2

) = 0

(25)
and

E2
3 − ϵ2

4

[(
1 + 4(m+ β)2

)
(1 +

λ2R
t2

1− α2

1 + α2
)+

4(m+ β)(
λ2R
t2

+
1− α2

1 + α2
)
]
= 0.

(26)

Thus, the energies display a hyperbolic dependence on the
applied magnetic field, exhibiting extrema at the flux values
given by Φ/Φ0 = −m + 1

2
1−α2

1+α2 for ↑-spin band E2, which

is independent of the strength of the Rashba coupling, but de-
pends on the values of m and the parameter α. For the dice
lattice (α = 1), the extrema occur at Φ/Φ0 = −m. How-
ever, the extrema for the ↓-spin band E3 occur at Φ/Φ0 =

−m − 1
2

λ2
R

t2
+ 1−α2

1+α2

1+
λ2
R

t2
1−α2

1+α2

, showing a dependency on the strength

of Rashba SOC, α and m. For the dice lattice, the extrema
are obtained at Φ/Φ0 = −m − 1

2
λ2
R

t2 . The energy gaps at

the extrema points are given by, ∆E2 = 2ϵα
1+α2

√
1 +

λ2
R

t2 and

∆E3 = 2ϵα
1+α2

√
1−λ4

R
t4

1+
λ2
R

t2
1−α2

1+α2

. Therefore, it is observed that for

a fixed value of Rashba coupling, the energy gaps for both
the spin bands increase with the increase in α. However, the
minimum energy gap for both the spin bands is independent
of m. Also the ↓-spin bands, namely, E3 have lower energy
than the ↑-spin bands (E2). The ↑-spin E2 and ↓-spin E3

bands are illustrated in the Fig. 10(a). For the dice lattice
case, and for λR = 0.5t, the energy gaps are obtained as,
∆E2 ≈ 74 meV and ∆E3 ≈ 64 meV which can be verified
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FIG. 10: (Color online) Energy levels as function of external magnetic flux Φ/Φ0 for (a) for α = 0.5, λR = 0.5t, (b) for α = 1, λR = 0.5t,
(c) for α = 0.5, λR = 0.8t, and (d) for α = 1, λR = 0.8t with R = 10 nm are shown. We have taken t = 1eV , and total angular momentum
quantum numbers are denoted by m = −1,−2 (red curves), m = 0 (green curves), and m = 1, 2 (blue curves).

from the Fig. 10(b). Furthermore, from Fig. 10 it is evident
that E2(m) ̸= E2(−m) and E3(m) ̸= E3(−m), indicating
the existence of finite spin currents.

3. Charge persistent currents

The charge persistent current in the low-energy state can
be calculated using the linear response formula, jQ =

−∑m,κ
∂E
∂Φ , where the sum refers to all (and only) the occu-

pied states (for the valence band (κ = −1)) and the m values
are chosen carefully to perform the summation. Since the cur-
rent is periodic in Φ/Φ0 with a period of 1 (that is Φ = Φ0),
we restrict the discussion to the window −1 ≤ Φ/Φ0 ≤ 1.
The analytical form for the charge current is,

jκQ,λR
= − ϵ2κ

2Φ0

∑
m

(1 +
λ2
R

t2 )
[
2(m+ Φ

Φ0
)− 1−α2

1+α2

]
E2(Φ)

− ϵ2κ

2Φ0

∑
m

2(m+ Φ
Φ0

)(1 +
λ2
R

t2
1−α2

1+α2 ) + (
λ2
R

t2 + 1−α2

1+α2 )

E3(Φ)
. (27)

The spin branches closest to the Fermi energy exhibit non-
monotonic behaviour, resulting in two distinct contributions
to the charge current coming from the ↑-spin and ↓-spin com-
ponents. Since we are calculating the current contributions
arising from the low-energy states, it is clear from Fig. 10 that

for a certain range of Φ/Φ0, only one energy state labelled by
a particular value of m is present. Hence, the sum in Eq. (27)
comprises of only one value of m. We computed the current
taking the contributions from both the spin branches and the
results are depicted in Fig. 11 for (a) α = 0.5, λR = 0.5t,



15

−
1

0
1

j− Q
,λ
R

(×
10
−

3
a.

u.
)

(a) (b)

−1 0 1
Φ/Φ0

−
1

0
1

j− Q
,λ
R

(×
10
−

3
a.

u.
)

(c)

−1 0 1
Φ/Φ0

(d)

FIG. 11: (Color online) The charge persistent current as a function
of external magnetic flux for the low-energy state for (a) α = 0.5,
λR = 0.5t, (b) α = 1, λR = 0.5t, (c) α = 0.5, λR = 0.8t, and (d)
α = 1, λR = 0.8t are shown. The ring has a radius, R = 10 nm
and t = 1eV taken.
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FIG. 12: (Color online) The equilibrium spin current as a function
of external magnetic flux for (a) α = 0.5, λR = 0.5t, (b) α = 1,
λR = 0.5t, (c) α = 0.5, λR = 0.8t, and (d) α = 1, λR = 0.8t are
shown. The ring has a radius of R = 10 nm and t = 1eV taken.

(b) α = 1, λR = 0.5t, (c) α = 0.5, λR = 0.8t, and (d)
α = 1, λR = 0.8t, for a particular ring radius, R = 10nm.
The asymmetric structure of the spectral features between the
two spin branches allows for the possibility of a net spin cur-
rents, as we shall see below. For all values of α, the persistent
current oscillates periodically with Φ/Φ0, with a periodicity
of Φ/Φ0 = 1. Fig. 11 illustrates that the persistent current
can be tuned by adjusting the parameter α for a fixed value
of the Rashba coupling (λR). Moreover, the charge persis-
tent current can be manipulated via λR for a fixed α, since the
Rashba parameter can be controlled by a gate voltage. In con-
trast, the intrinsic spin-orbit coupling (λ̃) cannot be tuned by
applying external fields. However, experimental evidence has
shown that the intrinsic spin-orbit coupling strength can still
be manipulated via carbon hybridization technique and may
contribute in tuning the charge persistent current[121].

4. Equilibrium spin currents

We shall now study equilibrium spin currents. In contrast to
the formalism for obtaining the charge current, one can obtain
the spin currents by accounting for distinct velocities for dif-
ferent spin branches. Thus, we define equilibrium spin current
as,

jS = jQ(↑)− jQ(↓). (28)

We have calculated the equilibrium spin currents following
the procedure discussed earlier. The peculiar separation of the

spin branches results in velocity differences between the two
spin projections, giving rise to a spin current, as shown in Fig.
12. The figure illustrates a significant spin current for small
values of the flux, which can be attributed to the large charge
current originating from a single spin branch.

The striking feature is that the magnitude as well as the pat-
tern of the spin currents depend upon the parameters α and
the strength of the Rashba coupling (λR). We present results
for (a) α = 0.5, λR = 0.5t, (b) α = 1, λR = 0.5t, (c)
α = 0.5, λR = 0.8t, and (d) α = 1, λR = 0.8t for a ring
of radius, R = 10 nm. The presence of the Rashba coupling
breaks inversion symmetry (in addition to the σz symmetry)
in the plane even for small λR. The symmetry breaking de-
termines the spin labelling of the energy branches that take
part in yielding the spin currents. Additionally, the spin cur-
rents exhibit periodic behaviour with Φ/Φ0, with a periodicity
equal to one flux quantum.

IV. PSEUDOSPIN-1 QR WITH ISOC IN ADDITION WITH
RSOC

We add the Rashba SOC term to the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1)
of the pseudospin-1 fermionics. Thus, we are dealing with a
Kane-Mele Hamiltonian with a Rashba term for pseudospin-1
α-T3 QR. The resulting Hamiltonian is,
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H = t
∑
⟨ij⟩

c†iσcjσ + αt
∑
⟨ik⟩

c†iσckσ +
iλ

3
√
3

∑
⟨⟨ij⟩⟩σσ′

νijc
†
iσσzcjσ′ +

iαλ

3
√
3

∑
⟨⟨ik⟩⟩σσ′

νikc
†
iσσzckσ′ + λR

∑
⟨ij⟩σσ′

ic†iσ(D̂ij · τ⃗)σσ′cjσ′

+αλR
∑

⟨ik⟩σσ′

ic†iσ(D̂ik · τ⃗)σσ′ckσ′ +

(
h.c.

)
(29)

All the terms and notations have described earlier in Sec. II
and Sec. III.

A. Results and discussions

1. No magnetic field
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FIG. 13: (Color online) The energy spectra as a function of the ring radius R of the α-T3 quantum ring at K valley for (a) α = 0.5, and (b)
α = 1. n = 0, 1, 2 denote the CB, distorted FB, and VB respectively. The parameters are taken as λ̃ = 0.05t, λR = 0.5t and t = 1eV .

The electronic energy spectra at the K-valley as a function of
the ring radius R of the system, via varying both λ and λR,
have been obtained via numerical diagonalization of Eq. (29)
and are shown in Fig. 13. When both the Rashba coupling
(λR) and intrinsic spin-orbit coupling (λ̃) are considered, the

energy bands for spin-↑ and spin-↓ states become distinguish-
able for any values of m. Consequently, in this case we get a
pair of conduction (n = 0), distorted flat (n = 1), and valence
(n = 2) bands for each spin. In Fig. 13, we have plotted the
energy spectra for two different α values, namely, α = 0.5
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(Fig. 13(a)) and α = 1 (Fig. 13(b)) with m = 0 (green
curves), 1 (blue curves), and −1 (red curves). The parameters
used in the calculations are λ̃ = 0.05t and λR = 0.5t. No-
tably, the energy levels are now non-degenerate for all values
of α. It is worth mentioning that for all values of α, and for
small radii, all the branches of the VB and CB vary as ∼ 1/R.
Within the CB and VB, the energy splitting between the spin
bands corresponding to a specific m value increases with α
in the range namely, 0 < α ≤ 0.5. However, as α increases
within the range 0.5 < α ≤ 1, the energy separation between
the spin bands decreases. Additionally, regardless of the value
of α, the energy separation diminishes as the magnitude of m
(|m|) increases. Within the distorted n = 1 band, the de-
gree of distortion increases as α increases in the small radius
limit. A finite gap exists between the ↑- and ↓-spin bands
of the m = 0 band. This gap increases with α in the range
0 < α ≤ 0.5, while it decreases in the range 0.5 < α ≤ 1.
This non-monotonicity is an interesting feature of our study.
Furthermore, the energy separation between the ↑- and ↓-spin
bands decreases as α and |m| increases. Moreover, certain
spin bands intersect at a particular value of the radius of the
ring, as depicted in Fig. 13(a). As we increase α, the crossing
point gradually shifts towards larger values of R. In the limit
α = 1, the ↓-spin band of m = 0 remains flat at zero energy,
and the spin bands converge at large values of R as shown in
Fig. 13(b). Furthermore, in the regime of large radii, we ob-
serve intriguing features in the energy spectra, which we shall
discuss below.

As we increase α in the range 0 < α ≤ 0.5, a distinct
separation between the spin branches of a specific band (VB,
distorted FB, or CB) becomes evident, and this separation be-
comes more prominent as α increases. Specifically, the ↑-spin
bands of the distorted flat band (n = 1) migrate away from
the band center (E = 0) and move closer to the ↑-spin bands

of the conduction band (n = 0). The ↑-spin energy bands
of n = 1 band (distorted FB) merge to a value of αλ̃, while
the ↑-spin bands of the n = 0 band converge to a value given
by (1 − α)λ̃ in the limit of large R. It is important to note
that the specific criteria for considering R as "large" vary, in a
sense they depend upon the value ofm. Conversely, the ↓-spin
bands of n = 1 shift towards the ↓-spin bands of n = 2 (VB).
Again they merge to a value −αλ̃ and −(1−α)λ̃ respectively
(for more detailed information, please refer to the Fig. 19 in
Appendix C). Fig. 13(a) illustrates the results for α = 0.5
where ↑-spin bands of n = 0 and n = 1 merge to a value
λ̃/2, while the ↓-spin bands merge to −λ̃/2. Additionally,
the ↓-spin bands corresponding to n = 0 merge to λ̃ cos ξ in
the large R limit, while the ↑-spin bands of the n = 2 merge
to −λ̃ cos ξ as depicted in Fig. 13(a). For α = 0.5, ↑-spin
branches of the VB (n = 2) merge to −45meV , while the
↓-spin branches of the CB (n = 0) merge to 45meV which
match very well with our analytic results discussed above.

For the range 0.5 < α ≤ 1, as we increase α the separation
between the spin branches for a specific band (VB, distorted
FB or CB) diminishes, eventually leading to spin-mixed bands
at α = 1. In contrast to the previous scenario, in the current
case, here the ↑-spin bands of the distorted flat band (n = 1)
merge together at a value (1 − α)λ̃, while the ↓-spin bands
merge to −(1 − α)λ̃ in the limit of large R. On the other
hand, the ↑-spin and the ↓-spin branches of the n = 0 band
merge to αλ̃ cos ξ and λ̃ cos ξ respectively, while the ↑-spin
and the ↓-spin branches of the n = 2 band merge to −λ̃ cos ξ
and −αλ̃ cos ξ respectively. Fig. 13(b) displays the results for
the α = 1 case where the spin bands of the n = 1 band merge
together at zero energy and the spin bands of the n = 0 and
n = 2 merge to ±λ̃/

√
2 respectively, which are in accordance

with the aforementioned explanations.

2. In presence of magnetic field

Now, let us consider the case when the ring is subjected to a
perpendicular magnetic field. The field significantly alters the
above scenario. In Fig. 14, we show the dependence of sev-
eral energy levels on the ring radius (R) for two cases namely,
α = 0.5 and α = 1, assuming a magnetic field strength of
B0 = 5T. Each level exhibits a non-monotonic behaviour as a
function of R. Notably, the energy levels of the CB (n = 0)
and VB (n = 2) attain inflection points (minimum for CB and
maximum for VB) at specific values of R. However, the lo-
cations of these points depend on the value of m, as shown
in Fig. 14. In the limit of small R, all the energy levels vary
inversely with R. On the other hand, the energy scales ap-
proximately linearly with R, in the limit of large R. It is
worth mentioning that the criteria for consideringR as "large"
differ for different values of m. Furthermore, within the CB
(n = 0) and VB (n = 2) for a particular value of m and α,
the energy splitting between the spin branches decreases as R
increases before reaching the inflection points. However, af-

ter reaching these points, the energy splitting between the spin
bands increases with R (see Fig. 14(a)). Additionally, the en-
ergy splitting between the bands decreases as |m| increases,
for all values of α. Moreover, for a specific |m| value, the
energy splitting decreases as α increases, and eventually, the
spin bands merge at the extremum point in the limit of α = 1
as shown in the Fig. 14(b).

Let us briefly discuss the behaviour of energy levels within
the distorted FB (n = 1) considering to the choice of param-
eters m, R, and α. In the small R limit, and for a specific
value of m, increasing α results in a greater degree of distor-
tion within the distorted FB. Additionally, for a fixed value of
α, the distortion also increases with |m| increase. Now, focus-
ing on a fixed value of |m|, within the range of 0 < α ≤ 0.5,
an increase in α leads to an increase in the separation between
the spin-↑ and spin-↓ bands. However, within the range of
0.5 < α ≤ 1, the splitting between the spin bands decreases
as α increases. Moreover, for a particular α value, in the small
R limit, the energy separation increases with increasing |m|.
On the other hand, in the large R limit, the spin-↑ and spin-↓
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FIG. 14: (Color online) The energy spectra as a function of ring radius R of the α-T3 quantum ring in presence of an external magnetic field
of B−0 = 5T at K-valley for (a) α = 0.5, and (b) α = 1. n = 0, 1, and 2 denote the CB, distorted FB, and VB respectively. The parameters
are taken as λ̃ = 0.05t, λR = 0.5t and t = 1eV .

bands with different m values merge with each other, result-
ing in spin-split energy bands, which happens for any value
of α. However, in the large R limit, the splitting between the
spin bands increases as α increases in the other range, that is,
0 < α ≤ 0.5, while the separation between the bands de-
creases as α increases within the range of 0.5 < α ≤ 1. For
more detailed information, please refer to the Fig. 20 of Ap-
pendix D.

In Fig. 14(a), we illustrate the case for α = 0.5. Here,
for a fixed |m|, the energy splitting between the spin bands
increases as R increases. The energy separation between the
spin bands increases as |m| increases in the smallR limit. The
↑-spin bands of n = 1 shift towards the ↑-spin bands of n = 0,
and as m increases in the negative direction, they also move
closer to each other. Similarly, the ↓-spin bands shift towards
the ↓-spin bands of the n = 2, and as negative values of m
increases, they move closer to each other. In Fig. 14(b), we
depict the case for α = 1. Here, the separation between the
spin bands of m = 0 and negative values of m decreases with
increasing R. Further, at a certain radius (inflection points),
they touch each other. Subsequently, the band gap increases,
leading to the emergence of spin-separated bands in the large
R limit. However, for positive values of m no band touch-
ing occurs. Furthermore, the bands of the distorted FB with
m = 0 shift towards the bands of CB with m = 0, and as
the negative values of m increases, the shifting points move
further apart. Conversely, the spin-↓ band of the distorted FB
with m = −1 shifts towards the bands of VB with m = −1,
and as negative values of m increases, the shifting points also
move further apart.

3. Charge persistent currents
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FIG. 15: (Color online) The charge persistent current as a function of
external magnetic flux for the low-energy states in presence of both
the ISOC and RSOC terms for (a) α = 0.5 and (b) α = 1. The radius
of the ring is 10 nm and the parameters are taken as λ̃ = 0.05t,
λR = 0.5t and t = 1eV .

From Fig. 14, it is evident that the presence of an exter-
nal field in this case causes the flat band to no longer remain
flat, which in turn contributes to the transport properties of the



19

system. To investigate the impact of the distorted flat band,
we calculate the persistent current. The charge persistent cur-
rent in the low-energy state can be determined using the linear
response definition, jQ = −∑m

∂E
∂Φ , where the summation

is over the low-energy occupied states only. We confined our
discussion in the range −1 ≤ Φ/Φ0 ≤ 1, where the occupied
states exist in the valence band and the distorted flat band. We
follow the same procedure as stated in Secs. II and III. The
persistent current then obtained as a combination of contri-
butions from the valence band (n = 2) and the distorted flat
band (n = 1) as, jQ = jn=1

Q + jn=2
Q . It is noteworthy that

the distortion of the energy levels in the flat band gives rise
to finite persistent current, in contrast to the case of Rashba
SOC (in Sec. III). In Fig. 15, we demonstrate the variation of
the persistent current with Φ/Φ0, for λ̃ = 0.05t, λR = 0.5t,
and R = 10nm corresponding to two different cases, namely
α = 0.5 (Fig. 15(a)), and α = 1 (Fig. 15(b)). The introduc-
tion of λ̃ and λR completely changes the oscillation pattern of
the persistent current from the case of λ̃ ̸= 0, λR = 0 (see
Fig. 6) and λ̃ = 0, λR ̸= 0 (see Fig. 11). Furthermore, the
current exhibits periodic oscillations in Φ/Φ0 with the period-
icity Φ/Φ0 = 1. The period of oscillation remains insensitive
to the value of α. However, the oscillation pattern varies for
different α values. Moreover, the charge persistent current can
be manipulated by λR, which is tunable via an external.

4. Equilibrium spin currents
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FIG. 16: (Color online) The equilibrium spin current as a function
of external magnetic flux for the low-energy states considering both
the ISOC and RSOC terms for (a) α = 0.5 and (b) α = 1. Again
the ring radius is 10 nm and the parameters are taken as λ̃ = 0.05t,
λR = 0.5t and t = 1eV .

Finally, we consider the equilibrium spin currents. We de-
fine the equilibrium spin current as in Eq. (28), which com-
bines charge current contributions from different spin-split
labels. We have calculated this taking into account of the

low-energy states of the separate spin branches. In this case,
the inversion symmetry is broken inside the plane, leading to
asymmetric spin branches. The peculiar separation of the spin
branches results in velocity differences between the two spins,
leading to a spin current, as illustrated in Fig. 16. We have
consider two cases, α = 0.5 (Fig. 16(a)) and α = 1 (Fig.
16(b)), corresponding to the parameter values λ̃ = 0.05t,
λR = 0.5t, and R = 10nm. The figures depict a large spin
current for small fluxes, which can be attributed to the large
charge currents originating from a single spin branch. The
current oscillates periodically in Φ/Φ0, with the periodicity
Φ = Φ0. Furthermore, the pattern of oscillation varies for
different α values, while the oscillation period remains inde-
pendent of the values of α. The Rashba coupling breaks the
inversion symmetry in the plane, which determines the spin
labelling of the energy branches participating in the spin cur-
rent. Additionally, the intrinsic SOC term makes the flat band
dispersive, allowing it to contribute to the equilibrium spin
currents. Furthermore, the equilibrium spin current can also
be manipulated by Rashba coupling and ISOC, as they are
tunable via external field and edge functionalization.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We have thoroughly examined the electronic properties of
the α-T3 pseudospin-1 fermionic quantum ring in presence of
an external magnetic field, including the effects of Rashba and
intrinsic spin-orbit couplings separately, as well as their com-
bined effects. Our Hamiltonian for a circular ring possesses
four quantum numbers that are employed to describe the en-
ergy eigenvalues, namely, the valley index ζ, the band index
n, the spin quantum number σ for labelling the spin, and the
angular momentum quantum number m. Confinement of the
carriers in the ring leads to quantization of the energy levels.
The key observations from our analyses include the following.

When only intrinsic spin-orbit coupling is present (λ̃ ̸= 0,
λR = 0) and in the absence of a magnetic field, the flat
band becomes dispersive for small ring radii, except for the
m = 0 band corresponding to α = 1 (dice limit). At large
radii, the energy levels in the valence band (VB) and the con-
duction band (CB) converge to specific energy values deter-
mined by the parameters λ̃ and α. The introduction of the
magnetic field makes all the levels in the flat band dispersive
for all finite values of α (α ̸= 0). The energy levels in the
VB and CB display significant deviations from their typicalR
dependence, showing ∼ 1/R behaviour for small R and lin-
ear R behaviour for large R. The persistent currents exhibit
Φ0 periodic oscillations at the individual valleys, resembling
Aharonov-Bohm oscillations. The valley currents, derived by
combining charge current contributions from the two valleys,
exist only for intermediate to graphene (pseudospin-1/2) and
dice lattice (pseudospin-1), 0 < α < 1, while in the limiting
cases i.e., α = 0 and α = 1, they vanish. Equilibrium spin
currents obtained from combining the charge current contri-
butions from different spin labels also exist for all values of
α ̸= 0 (pseudospin-1 system) and exhibit Φ0 periodic oscilla-
tions, with the oscillation pattern depending on α and λ̃.
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As a second scenario, we have considered only Rashba
spin-orbit coupling present (λ̃ = 0, λR ̸= 0). The inclu-
sion of λR leads to six bands in the spectrum, including two
non-dispersive flat bands and four dispersive spin-split VB
and CB. The flat band consists of a large number of degener-
ate levels at zero-energy, which are insensitive to the applied
magnetic field. In the absence of a magnetic field, all the en-
ergy levels in the CB and VB exhibit inverse dependence on
the ring radius R, and are independent of α. Interestingly, the
↑-spin energy levels corresponding to α = 1 is two-fold de-
generate, except for the m = 0 level. However, the ↓-spin
bands are non-degenerate for all values of α. When the ring
is subjected to a perpendicular magnetic field, the energy lev-
els deviate significantly from their typical R-dependence, dis-
playing ∼ 1/R behaviour for small R and ∼ R behaviour
for large R. The persistent currents show Φ0 periodic oscilla-
tions, with distinct patterns for different α and λR values. We
derived equilibrium spin currents, by combining the charge
current contributions from different spin branches. Equilib-
rium spin currents are also present for all the values of α and
display the same periodic behaviour.

As a final case, we have considered the effects of both spin-
orbit couplings, namely, λ̃ ̸= 0 and λR ̸= 0. In the absence of
a magnetic field, all the flat bands become dispersive for small
ring radii, except for the m = 0 ↓-spin band corresponding

to α = 1. The introduction of a magnetic field leads to all
the levels of the flat band becoming dispersive for all α ̸= 0,
with the VB and CB behaving with the ring radius R similar
to the previous cases. Further, the persistent currents exhibit
Φ0 periodic oscillations with a pattern distinct from the previ-
ous cases. Equilibrium spin currents are non-zero as well for
all values of α and display similar periodic behaviour with a
distinct oscillation pattern. The parameters α, λ̃, and λR are
tunable in our work (λ̃, λR are experimentally tunable too),
the persistent currents can be controlled by varying these pa-
rameters.

In summary, we have investigated the properties of the α-T3
pseudospin-1 fermionic quantum ring in details. Our studies
include energy spectrum, persistent currents, and size depen-
dencies, and they depend upon the spin-orbit couplings and
the magnetic field. By tuning the parameters α, λ̃, and λR,
we can manipulate the persistent currents, making it a con-
trollable feature in our system.
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Appendix A: Evolution of the energy spectra for intrinsic SOC
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FIG. 17: (Color online) Evolution of the spin-↑ and K-valley energy dispersion as a function of R of the α-T3 QR for different values of α.
The parameters are taken as λ̃ = 0.05t and t = 1eV . Panels (a), (b), (c), and (d) denote α = 0, 0.3, 0.6, and 0.9 respectively.
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Appendix B: Energy spectra in presence of magnetic field for intrinsic SOC

−100

0

100

E
m ζ
,σ

(n
)(
m
eV

)
(a) α = 0.5, λ̃ = 0.05t

(b) α = 1, λ̃ = 0.05t

0 20 40 60
R (nm)

−100

0

100

E
m ζ
,σ

(n
)(
m
eV

)

(c) α = 0.5, λ̃ = 0.1t

0 20 40 60
R (nm)

(d) α = 1, λ̃ = 0.1t

FIG. 18: (Color online) The energy spectra as a function of ring radius R of the α-T3 quantum ring at K-valley in presence of external
magnetic field of B0 = 5T for (a) α = 0.5, λ̃ = 0.05t, (b) α = 1, λ̃ = 0.05t, (c) α = 0.5, λ̃ = 0.1t, and (d) α = 1, λ̃ = 0.1t. n = 0, 1, 2
denote the CB, distorted FB, and VB respectively.

Appendix C: Evolution of the energy spectra for pseudospin-1 α-T3 QR with both ISOC and RSOC
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FIG. 19: (Color online) Evolution of the energy spectra as a function of ring radius R of the α-T3 quantum ring at K-valley in presence of both
the ISOC and RSOC terms together for (a) α = 0.2, (b) α = 0.4, (c) α = 0.6, and (d) α = 0.8. The parameters λ̃ = 0.05t and λR = 0.5t.
n = 0, 1, 2 denote the CB, distorted FB, and VB respectively.
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Appendix D: Energy spectra in presence of magnetic field for pseudospin-1 α-T3 QR with both ISOC and RSOC

R(nm)

−100

0

100

E
(n

)(
m
eV

)

(a)

R(nm)

(b)

0 20 40 60

R(nm)

−100

0

100

E
(n

)(
m
eV

)

(c)

0 20 40 60

R(nm)

(d)

FIG. 20: (Color online) Evolution of the energy spectra as a function of ring radius R of the α-T3 quantum ring at K-valley in presence of
external magnetic field of B0 = 5T considering both the ISOC and RSOC terms together for (a) α = 0.2, (b) α = 0.4, (c) α = 0.6, and (d)
α = 0.8. The parameters λ̃ = 0.05t and λR = 0.5t. n = 0, 1, 2 denote the CB, distorted FB, and VB respectively.
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