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We present a bunch of novel phenomena stemming from the pair spin-orbit interaction (PSOI), which does
not rely on structure inversion asymmetry but instead arises from Coulomb fields of interacting electrons
in materials with a strong Rashba effect. First, PSOI can induce 𝑝−wave superconducting order without the
need for any mediators of attraction. Depending on the sign and strength of the PSOI coupling, two distinct
superconducting phases emerge in 3D systems, analogous to the A and B phases observed in superfluid 3He.
In contrast, 2D systems exhibit 𝑝𝑥 ± 𝑖𝑝𝑦 order parameter, leading to the time-reversal-invariant topological
superconductivity. Second, a sufficiently strong PSOI can induce ferromagnetic ordering. It is associated with a
deformation of the Fermi surface, which eventually leads to a Lifshitz transition from a spherical to a toroidal
Fermi surface, with a number of experimentally observable signatures. Finally, in sufficiently clean Rashba
materials, ferromagnetism and 𝑝−wave superconductivity may coexist. This state resembles the A1 phase of
3He, yet it may avoid nodal points due to the toroidal shape of the Fermi surface.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of spin-orbit interaction remains a fascinating
area of research in condensed matter physics for several
decades [1–3]. Rashba spin-orbit interaction (RSOI) offers
a new way to control spin states using purely electrical means
rather than magnetic fields. This presents a massive advan-
tage for spintronics, a field of study that aims to exploit the
quantum spin degree of freedom [4, 5] to develop new com-
putational and data storage technologies [6, 7].

In recent years, the discovery of materials exhibiting giant
RSOI has opened up new avenues for investigating exotic
quantum phenomena and exploring potential applications
in spintronic devices [8–15]. These include the engineered
LaAlO3/SrTiO3 heterostructures [16–18] and graphene on the
two-dimensional (2D) layers of the transition metal dichalco-
genides (TMDs) [19–21], to name a few.

The Rashba effect [22], characterized by locking of spin and
momenta directions, results in lifting the spin-degeneracy of
conduction band electrons at finite momentum, away from
the center of a Brillouin zone. While RSOI may occur from the
structure inversion asymmetry, in the present paper we focus
exclusively on the extrinsic RSOI, produced by electric fields
external to the crystalline lattice. Extrinsic RSOI arises due
to the non-commutativity of the extrinsic electric potential
with the intrinsic Hamiltonian of the host crystal [23]. On a
more formal level, it originates from a momentum-dependent
Berry curvature, emerging due to a hybridization between the
conduction and valence bands. If the valence bands are split
by intra-atomic relativistic SOI, the Berry curvature acquires
a spin-dependent component, which gives rise to RSOI.
The origin of the Berry curvature lies in the non-

commutativity of a momentum-dependent unitary transforma-
tion, 𝑈 (𝒑), from atomic orbitals to Bloch bands basis and a
coordinate-dependent scalar potential,𝜑 (𝒓). It modifies dynam-
ics of quasiparticles, restricted to a occupy states in a specific
band, under the influence of an external electric field. The
Moyal expansion of these non-commutative operators leads
to gradient corrections of the form 𝜀𝜆𝜇𝜈 ∇𝜈

𝒓 𝜑 (𝒓) ∇
𝜇
𝒑𝑈 (𝒑) �̂�𝜆 ,

where 𝜇, 𝜈, 𝜆 are Cartesian coordinates and �̂� are spin Pauli

matrices. In this way Rashba spin-orbit effects are inextricably
proportional to an extrinsic electric field𝓔(𝒓) = −∇𝒓𝜑 (𝒓).

For conduction band electrons near the Brillouin zone cen-
ter, the resulting coupling can be effectively described by
the widely-used single-particle Rashba Hamiltonian, which is
linear in the wave vector, 𝒑, [24]

𝐻RSOI = 𝛼 [𝓔 × 𝒑] · �̂� , (1)

where 𝛼 is a material-dependent Rashba constant. In 2D sys-
tems, the extrinsic electric field,𝓔, can originate from external
factors such as gate voltages. In contrast, in 3D metals, uni-
form electric fields are typically screened. However, local
fields can arise from charged impurities and structural defects,
giving rise to extrinsic RSOI, which leads to skew scattering
and side-jumping of electrons [25–28]. These mechanisms
have since been experimentally validated and are now recog-
nized as significant contributors to phenomena such as the
anomalous Hall and spin Hall effects. Notably, these effects
have been observed in a wide range of materials, including
those of current interest, such as topological insulators and
2D materials [29, 30].
The notion of pair spin-orbit interactions (PSOI) [31] rep-

resents a conceptual shift from these traditional SOI mecha-
nisms. Unlike the single-particle RSOI, which arises from
external electric fields, PSOI originates directly from the
Coulomb fields of conduction band electrons. Therefore, PSOI
does not rely on structural inversion asymmetry. This key
insight — that the electric field, 𝓔, in Eq. (1) can arise from
the Coulomb forces — opens up an entirely new research av-
enue. This coupling directly affects the two-body interactions
between electrons, rendering them both spin- andmomentum-
dependent. As a result, the modified two-body interactions
lead to phenomena, distinctly different from both the conven-
tional single-body RSOI and usual two-body interactions.
It was established that PSOI can significantly impact the

charge susceptibility, giving rise to instabilities in the particle-
hole channel in low-dimensional electron systems. In 1D
systems, PSOI breaks the spin-charge separation, a hallmark
of Luttinger liquid theory, leading to a correlated state with
distinctive signatures in electron transport [32–34]. When
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PSOI exceeds a critical value, it triggers quantum phase tran-
sitions in both 1D and 2D systems, where a non-trivial charge
order can emerge [35, 36].
On the other hand, the nature and consequences of PSOI-

induced instabilities in the particle-particle channel remain
largely unexplored. To date, only solutions to the two-body
Schrödinger equation have been obtained, demonstrating that
sufficiently strong PSOI can lead to the formation of bound
electron pairs with a particular orbital and spin structures,
including 𝑝-wave symmetry [37, 38], and may even support
finite-momentum pairing [37, 39] and bound states in con-
tinuum [40]. 1 Exploring bound pairs and larger few-body
complexes [50–52] is a logical first step toward solving the
much more intricate problem of correlated many-electron
states. Indeed, the collective behavior of electron systems
with PSOI remains an open question. Specifically, how PSOI-
induced instabilities in the particle-particle channel stabilize,
and whether they lead to superconductivity or alternative
phases, remains unanswered. The identification of relevant
order parameters and solutions of the corresponding self-
consistency equations are required to obtain the ground state
of the many-electron system with PSOI.

The present work aims at making first steps in this direction.
To this end, it investigates the superconducting and magnetic
instabilities in both 3D and 2D Fermi liquids with PSOI. We
demonstrate that PSOI can induce a 𝑝−wave superconducting
state in 3D, which can be either nodal or nodeless depending
on the sign of the SOI constant, 𝛼 . The order parameters
of these superconducting phases are similar to the A and B
phases of 3He [53]. Notably, these superconducting states
do not require phonons or any other mediators of attraction,
relying solely on the interplay between Coulomb repulsion
and PSOI. In 2D systems, the 𝑝−wave superconducting states
are fully gapped, pairing spin-up and spin-down electrons
into 𝑝𝑥 ± 𝑖𝑝𝑦 states, correspondingly. The resulting super-
conducting state respects both time-reversal and particle-hole
symmetries, putting it into DIII symmetry class [54], topolog-
ical in 2D.
While electron pairing has also been predicted within 2D

Rashba-Hubbard models, the mechanism there is based on
Kohn-Luttinger effect, where Rashba SOI mainly induces a
mixing of spin-singlet and spin-triplet channels [55–59]. In
contrast, our work introduces a conceptually different mecha-
nism of superconducting pairing. This mechanism is a direct,
first-order effect in the interaction strength, unlike the much
weaker, second-order Kohn-Luttinger mechanism.

The PSOI also facilitates and affects a ferromagnetic (FM)
order coming from the Bloch-Stoner mechanism. Due to PSOI

1 The formation of bound pairs due to PSOI is just one aspect of a broader phe-
nomenon in many-band systems, where bound electron pairs with energies
within the band gap can emerge. Such pairs have been studied in graphene,
bilayer graphene [41, 42], flat-band systems [43, 44], Dirac semimetals [45],
topological insulators [46], etc [47]. Two primary mechanisms for effective
electron attraction in these systems have been identified: the formation of
a negative effective mass due to subband mixing [46, 48], and attractive
PSOI induced by Coulomb interactions in Rashba materials [49]. Both
mechanisms represent different facets of subband hybridization.

the FM breaking of the rotation symmetry in the spin space
is associated with a deformation of the Fermi surface in the
momentum space. Eventually such a deformation leads to
a topology-changing Lifshitz transition from a genus-zero
(simply connected) to a genus-one (toroidal-shaped) Fermi
surface. This transition has distinct observable signatures in
material’s thermodynamic and transport properties. Specifi-
cally, it leads to a changes in Shubnikov-de Haas and Friedel
oscillations patterns, which can serve as direct probes of the
Fermi surface topology. Moreover, a potential coexistence
of FM and 𝑝−wave superconducting orders, which has gar-
nered considerable attention in the field [60–64], presents an
intriguing scenario. Interestingly, the toroidal Fermi surface
allows for a node-less fully spin-polarized order parameter.

II. ELECTRON-ELECTRON INTERACTIONS IN RASHBA
MATERIALS

In this section we work out consequences of the phe-
nomenological Rashba spin-orbit coupling, Eq. (1), for
electron-electron interaction Hamiltonian. To this end con-
sider a 3D Rashba systemwithout structure inversion asymme-
try. A 2D case is a simple particular case of this consideration,
which is briefly mentioned in the end. We do not consider the
effects of disorder in our analysis. Furthermore, since a bulk
electric field is not allowed in a 3D electronic system, it might
be tempting to conclude that the Rashba spin-orbit interaction
term, as given in Eq. (1), is inconsequential. However, such
conclusion is premature because of the fluctuating electric
fields created by electron-electron interactions. For weakly
screened Coulomb interactions, considered below, these fluc-
tuating Coulomb fields can reach magnitudes on the order of
107–108 V/cm, which are comparable to the built-in electric
fields responsible for giant Rashba splitting in van der Waals
materials [3].

A. Single-band picture of electron dynamics

To describe the physics originating from this observation
one deals with a two-component spinor electron creation op-
erator𝜓 †

𝒑 ≡
(
𝑐
†
𝒑,↑𝑐

†
𝒑,↓

)
, describing conduction band electrons

in a spin-up/spin-down basis. The corresponding electron
creation operator in the coordinate basis is denoted as𝜓 † (𝒓).
It is convenient to define the spin current tensor as

𝚥𝜆𝜇 (𝒓) = 1
2𝑚𝑖

(
𝜓 † (𝒓)�̂�𝜆 ∇𝜇

𝒓𝜓 (𝒓) − (∇𝜇
𝒓𝜓

† (𝒓))�̂�𝜆𝜓 (𝒓)
)
, (2)

with Greek indices 𝜆, 𝜇, . . . standing for the Cartesian compo-
nents.2 This object describes a flow of the 𝜆 component of
the spin angular momentum in the 𝜇 spatial direction. The

2 Throughout the text we set ℏ = 1, and suppress the (𝑣𝑜𝑙𝑢𝑚𝑒 )−1 factors
before the sums over momenta.
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Hamiltonian for electrons interacting with an external scalar
electric potential, 𝜑 (𝒓 , 𝑡), which includes RSOI, Eq. (1), is

�̂�RSOI = −
∫
𝑑𝒓

(
𝑒𝜑 (𝒓, 𝑡)𝜌 (𝒓) + 𝛼𝑚 𝜀𝜆𝜇𝜈ℰ𝜈 (𝒓) 𝚥𝜆𝜇 (𝒓)

)
= −

∫
𝑑𝒓 𝜑 (𝒓, 𝑡)

(
𝑒𝜌 (𝒓) + 𝛼𝑚 𝜀𝜆𝜇𝜈 ∇𝜈

𝒓 𝚥
𝜆𝜇 (𝒓)

)
= −

∫
𝑑𝒓 𝜑 (𝒓, 𝑡)

(
𝑒𝜓 †𝜓 + 𝑖𝛼 𝜀𝜆𝜇𝜈 ∇𝜇

𝒓𝜓
†�̂�𝜆 ∇𝜈

𝒓𝜓

)
,

(3)

where 𝜌 (𝒓) ≡ 𝜓 † (𝒓)𝜓 (𝒓) is the electron density, and 𝜀𝜆𝜇𝜈 is
the Levi-Civita symbol; summation over the repeated indices
is implied. In the second line we used that ℰ𝜈 (𝒓) = −∇𝜈

𝒓 𝜑 (𝒓)
and performed integration by parts. In the same order in
the gradient expansion there is one extra symmetry-allowed
contribution, known in relativistic quantum mechanics as the
Darwin term [65],

�̂�𝐷 = −𝛽
2

∫
𝑑𝒓 ∇𝜇

𝒓 ∇𝜇
𝒓 𝜑 (𝒓, 𝑡)𝜓 †�̂�0𝜓 . (4)

Appearance of both Rashba and Darwin terms warrants
some elaboration. The very notion of the SOI is an attribute
of a simplified single-band portrayal of the electron dynamics,
accomplished via the projection of a microscopic multi-band
Hamiltonian onto the conduction band. Through this projec-
tion, an effective Hamiltonian emerges with the SOI and Dar-
win terms, reflecting the contribution of the valence band(s)
to the conduction band electrons dynamics. In particular, the
local scalar potential disturbs both valence and conduction
bands. Due to the momentum-dependent nature of the rota-
tion from local orbitals to the band representation, it leads
to the gradient correction to the conduction-band density re-
sponse. The RSOI term in Eq. (3) reflects the spin-dependent
part of this gradient correction, while the Darwin term (4) —
the spin-independent one.
Within the Kane 8 × 8 model of the semiconductor band

structure [66], the corresponding constants are given by [24,
67]

𝛼 =
𝑒𝑃2

3

[
1

(𝐸0 + Δ𝑆𝑂 )2 − 1
𝐸2

0

]
; 𝛽 =

𝑒𝑃2

3

[
1

(𝐸0 + Δ𝑆𝑂 )2 + 2
𝐸2

0

]
,

(5)
with the energy gap 𝐸0, the energy of the split-off holes Δ𝑆𝑂 ,
and the dipole matrix element 𝑃 . One may notice that the
constants satisfy the following inequalities,3

𝛽 > 0; −𝛽/2 ≤ 𝛼 ≤ 𝛽. (6)

These bounds are actually more general than the specific
model, and may be shown to be valid for any rotationally
invariant multi-band model with linear-in-momentum hy-
bridization. The lower bound, 𝛼 = −𝛽/2, is reached in the
Kane model with an infinitely large spin-splitting of the va-
lence bands, while the upper bound, 𝛼 = 𝛽 , corresponds to
the Dirac model.

3 The sign of the Darwin correction as given in book [24] should be reversed.

We emphasize, however, that materials with a giant Rashba
effect, such as graphene on TMDs, or Van der Waals materials
with heavy adatoms, are not known to be described by Kane-
like models. We thus consider the corresponding coupling
constants as phenomenological parameters, which are not
necessarily bound by the inequalities (6).
One may be surprised that there is no symmetry between

positive and negative 𝛼 and that the sign of the SOI strength,
𝛼 , in Eq. (3) does have a physical significance. Indeed, one may
think that the change of 𝛼 → −𝛼 may be always compensated
by 𝝈 → −𝝈 transformation. Yet this logic is erroneous, since
𝝈 → −𝝈 is not a faithful representation of ↑↔↓ exchange.
Indeed, consider𝜓 †�̂�𝜆𝜓 combination. While for 𝜆 = 𝑦, 𝑧 one
indeed observes that ↑↔↓ is equivalent to 𝜎𝑦,𝑧 → −𝜎𝑦,𝑧 , this
logic does not work for 𝜆 = 𝑥 . Therefore, if all three Pauli
matrices are employed (as in 3D case), 𝝈 → −𝝈 is not a
legitimate transformation and a sign of 𝛼 does have physical
significance, affecting e.g. the spin texture of the electron
state [68, 69]. On the other hand, if SOI term is limited to
two Pauli’s (like in 2D, where 𝜆 = 𝑧 in Eq. (3), or 𝜆 = 𝑥,𝑦 in
Eq. (1)), the physical observables are invariant with respect
to 𝛼 → −𝛼 . The actual sign of the Rashba SOI in realistic
structures depends on a particular charge asymmetry near
the atomic cores [70].
In the momentum representation Eqs. (3) and (4) result in

the following interaction vertex between the conduction band
electrons and the external scalar potential

�̂�ext =
∑︁
𝒑1,𝒑2

𝜑 (𝒑2 − 𝒑1, 𝑡)𝜓 †
𝒑1 Γ̂𝒑1𝒑2𝜓𝒑2 , (7)

where the vertex Γ̂𝒑1𝒑2 is a matrix in the spin as well as in the
momentum spaces given by

Γ̂𝒑1𝒑2 = −𝑒�̂�0 +
𝛽

2
(𝒑1 − 𝒑2)2�̂�0 − 𝑖𝛼 [𝒑1 × 𝒑2] · �̂� . (8)

Notice that the anomalous contributions to the vertex affect
only the local distribution of the electron density, while the
total number of electrons in the conduction band is a constant.
This is evident from the fact that both Rashba and Darwin
terms vanish in the long-wave limit where 𝒒 = 𝒑1 − 𝒑2 → 0.

B. Pair spin-orbit interaction

In interacting systems the scalar potential is a quantized
Gaussian fluctuating field with the correlation function given
by ⟨𝜑 (𝒒, 𝑡)𝜑 (−𝒒, 𝑡 ′)⟩ ≡ 𝒰𝒒 𝛿 (𝑡 −𝑡 ′). In 3D materials the latter
is the usual Coulomb potential, 𝒰𝒒 = 4𝜋/𝑞2, while in 2D it
may include effects of dielectric constant 𝜖 of a surrounding
media and, possibly, screening by external metallic gates. This
leads to the e-e interaction Hamiltonian of the form:

�̂�int =
1
2

∑︁
𝒑1,𝒑2
𝒑′

1,𝒑
′
2

𝒰𝒑2−𝒑1 :𝜓 †
𝒑1 Γ̂𝒑1𝒑2𝜓𝒑2𝜓

†
𝒑′

1
Γ̂𝒑′

1𝒑
′
2
𝜓𝒑′

2
: , (9)

where the momentum summation is limited to momentum
conserving processes with 𝒑1 + 𝒑′

1 = 𝒑2 + 𝒑′
2 and the
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colon signs denote the normal ordering of the electron cre-
ation/annihilation operators. 4
The total Hamiltonian �̂�tot = �̂�kin + �̂�int also includes the

kinetic energy

�̂�kin =
∑︁
𝒑

𝜓
†
𝒑 𝜉𝒑�̂�0𝜓𝒑 . (10)

To be specific, we assume quadratic energy dispersion, 𝜉𝒑 =

𝒑2/2𝑚 − 𝜇.
Let us emphasize a distinctive aspect of the electron-

electron interactions in Rashba materials. In the conventional
scenario the e-e interaction is determined by the Coulomb
contribution, 𝑒2𝒰𝒒 , only. In this case the interaction strength,
defined by the ratio of the interaction energy to the Fermi
energy, is characterized by a single dimensionless parameter,
𝑟𝑠 , — the mean inter-electron distance normalized to the Bohr
radius 𝑎𝐵 ; one has 𝑟𝑠 = (𝛾𝑑𝑘𝐹𝑎𝐵)−1, with 𝛾3 = 3

√︁
4/(9𝜋) for

3D systems, and 𝛾2 = 1/
√

2 for 2D [72]. The PSOI is char-
acterized by another interaction parameter, 𝛼/𝑟𝑠 , where 𝛼 is
a dimensionless SOI constant expressed in atomic units as
𝛼 = 𝛼/(𝑒𝑎2

𝐵
) [73]. Similarly, the Darwin interaction parame-

ter is given by 𝛽/𝑟𝑠 , with 𝛽 = 𝛽/(𝑒𝑎2
𝐵
). We summarize these

observations in the table:

Interaction: Coulomb PSOI Darwin

𝐸int

𝐸kin
𝑟𝑠

𝛼

𝑟𝑠

𝛽

𝑟𝑠

The normal and anomalous interactions thus exhibit qual-
itatively different dependencies on the electronic system’s
characteristics. Notably, while the Coulomb interaction pa-
rameter 𝑟𝑠 decreaseswith increasing electron density, the PSOI
parameter 𝛼/𝑟𝑠 increases as the electron density increases.
This implies that PSOI effects become increasingly signifi-

cant in dense electron gases, where 𝑟𝑠 < 1. This is the regime,
where ordered and unconventional superconducting phases
may be expected to show up in Rashba systems [35, 36]. At
the same time, the effects of Thomas-Fermi (TF) screening
are minimal at low 𝑟𝑠 , reflected in the small ratio of the TF
inverse screening radius 𝜅 to the Fermi momentum 𝑘𝐹 , with
𝜅2/𝑘2

𝐹
∝ 𝑟𝑠 . Consequently, the long-range nature of the e-e

interaction potential must be explicitly taken into account.
However, the PSOI parameter cannot increase indefinitely

with the electron density. A very dense electron gas behaves
nearly as a non-interacting. At extremely high densities, when
the Fermi energy approaches the energy gap to other Bloch
bands contributing to the SOI, the assumptions of the single-
band model of SOI, built upon the 𝑘 · 𝑝 approximation, are

4 While there is a formal similarity between the vertex structure here and that
in the context of fluctuating Rashba SOI mediated by soft phonons near the
ferroelectric transition in SrTiO3 [71], we emphasize that PSOI is mediated
by screened Coulomb interactions and does not involve the crystalline
lattice. This key difference makes our mechanism potentially applicable
to a wider range of materials, where phonon-mediated interactions might
coexist but are not a prerequisite.

invalidated. This places a practical lower limit on the value of
𝑟𝑠 , dictated by the specific material’s band structure.

To accommodate these considerations, the theory of PSOI
must be generalized to include momentum dependence in the
SOI “constant,” 𝛼 → 𝛼𝑝1𝑝2 , allowing 𝛼𝑝1𝑝2 to decrease when
either momentum exceeds a certain threshold. A particular
form of such dependence can be obtained from a more de-
tailed microscopic analysis within a multi-band model, as
outlined in Appendix A, or from density functional theory
(DFT) calculations [74].

In 2D systems, one may also take into account the one-body
RSOI produced by the uniform normal electric field ℰ𝑧 of the
gate. In this case, the single-particle Hamiltonian is

�̂�kin =
∑︁
𝒑

𝜓
†
𝒑

(
𝜉𝒑�̂�0 + 𝛼 ℰ𝑧 [𝒑 × �̂�]𝑧

)
𝜓𝒑 , (11)

where 𝒑 is a 2D vector in 𝑥 − 𝑦 plane. The corresponding
interaction vertex acquires the spin-diagonal form: Γ̂𝒑1𝒑2 =

−𝑒�̂�0 + 𝛽

2 (𝒑1 −𝒑2)2�̂�0 − 𝑖𝛼 [𝒑1 × 𝒑2]𝑧�̂�𝑧 , as both the initial and
final momenta are in the 𝑥 − 𝑦 plane.

III. P-WAVE SUPERCONDUCTIVITY

Here, we show that the interplay of PSOI and Coulomb re-
pulsion favors 𝑝−wave superconducting order, circumventing
the need for phonons or other mediators of attraction. The
mechanism bears similarities to the Kohn-Luttinger higher
angular momentum superconductivity [75, 76]. The key dis-
tinction lies in the source of the effective attraction in high
angular channels. In the present case it originates from the
PSOI. Notably, our mechanism is a direct, first-order effect
in the interaction strength, distinguishing it from the Kohn-
Luttinger scenario that arises as a higher-order effect — second
order in 3D and third order in 2D [77].

A. Variational considerations

Consider the effective Bardeen–Cooper–Schrieffer (BCS)
Hamiltonian that describes the pairing interaction between
electrons with zero total momentum. Making the spin indexes
explicit, the interaction Hamiltonian (9) acquires the form

�̂�BCS ∝ 𝒰𝒑−𝒑′ Γ̂𝑠𝑠
′

𝒑𝒑′ Γ̂𝑟𝑟
′

−𝒑−𝒑′ 𝜓
†
𝒑𝑠𝜓

†
−𝒑𝑟𝜓−𝒑′𝑟 ′𝜓𝒑′𝑠′ , (12)

where we omitted momentum and spin summation symbols
for brevity.
Anticipating the spin-triplet superconductivity,5 we intro-

duce the anomalous expectation value as a symmetric complex
matrix in the spin space:

𝑑 𝑟𝑠
𝒑 =

〈
𝜓−𝒑𝑟𝜓𝒑𝑠

〉
=

(
−𝑑𝑥𝒑 + 𝑖𝑑𝑦𝒑 𝑑𝑧𝒑

𝑑𝑧𝒑 𝑑𝑥𝒑 + 𝑖𝑑𝑦𝒑

)
= 𝒅𝒑 · (�̂� 𝑖�̂�𝑦)𝑟𝑠 . (13)

5 One can check that the interaction in the 𝑠−wave channel remains repul-
sive.
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The combinations ∓𝑑𝑥𝒑 + 𝑖𝑑𝑦𝒑 describe𝑚 = ±1 components of
the triplet order parameter, while 𝑑𝑧𝒑 is its𝑚 = 0 component.
Here𝑚 labels projections of the 𝑙 = 1 spin angular momentum.

The expectation value of the BCS Hamiltonian (12) equals

⟨�̂�BCS⟩ ∝𝒰𝒑−𝒑′Tr
{
(−𝑖�̂�𝑦�̂�) ·𝒅𝒑 Γ̂𝒑𝒑′𝒅𝒑′ · (�̂� 𝑖�̂�𝑦)Γ̂⊺𝒑𝒑′

}
, (14)

where the trace and matrix transposition are performed in the
spin space only, and we used that Γ̂−𝒑−𝒑′ = Γ̂𝒑𝒑′ . Employing

that �̂�𝑦 (�̂�𝜆)
⊺
�̂�𝑦 = −�̂�𝜆 and

Tr {�̂�𝜇�̂�𝜈 } = 2𝛿𝜇𝜈 ; Tr
{
�̂�𝜇�̂�𝜆�̂�𝜈

}
= 2𝑖𝜀𝜇𝜆𝜈 ;

Tr
{
�̂�𝜇�̂�𝜆�̂�𝜈 �̂�𝜍

}
= 2

(
𝛿𝜇𝜆𝛿𝜈𝜍 − 𝛿𝜇𝜈𝛿𝜆𝜍 + 𝛿𝜇𝜍𝛿𝜆𝜈

)
,

one obtains

〈
�̂�BCS

〉
= 2

∑︁
𝒑,𝒑′

𝒰𝒑−𝒑′
{
𝑒2 (𝒅𝒑 · 𝒅𝒑′ ) + 2𝑒𝛼 [𝒅𝒑× 𝒅𝒑′ ] ·𝓜 + 2𝛼2 (𝒅𝒑 ·𝓜) (𝓜 · 𝒅𝒑′ ) − 𝛼2 (𝒅𝒑 · 𝒅𝒑′ )ℳ2} , (15)

with𝓜 = [𝒑 × 𝒑′] and 𝑒 = 𝑒 − 𝛽

2 (𝒑 − 𝒑′)2.
For the 𝑝−wave pairing, the odd parity of the vector 𝒅𝒑 as

a function of the orbital momentum 𝒑 allows for the introduc-
tion of a local tensorial order parameter �̂� via

𝑑𝜈𝒑 = 𝐷𝜈𝜈 ′𝑝
𝜈 ′ . (16)

Generally speaking, 𝐷𝜈𝜈 ′ is a function of the absolute value of
momenta, |𝒑 |, which may be put to be the Fermi momentum
for consideration of low-energy phenomena. In terms of the
tensor 𝐷𝜈𝜈 ′ , the BCS energy (15) represents a quadratic form,〈

�̂�BCS
〉
= �̄�𝜇𝜇′𝑇

𝜇𝜇′,𝜈𝜈 ′𝐷𝜈𝜈 ′ , (17)

labelled by the 9-component index 𝜈𝜈 ′ = (𝑥𝑥, 𝑥𝑦, . . . , 𝑧𝑧). The
symmetric 9 × 9 matrix, 𝑇 𝜇𝜇′,𝜈𝜈 ′ , is obtained via integration
over angles in Eq. (15).

Due to the rotational symmetry of the e-e interaction poten-
tial, the result of the angular integration takes on a particularly
simple form. This symmetry ensures that the spherical har-
monics of the integrands in Eq. (15), representing products of
𝒰𝒑−𝒑′ and rotationally invariant combinations of momenta,
are determined by merely a few constants:

〈
2𝒰𝒑−𝒑′

(
𝑒2 − 𝛼2ℳ2) 𝑝𝜇𝑝′𝜇′〉

𝜃,𝜙
= 𝑈𝛿𝜇𝜇′〈

4𝑒𝛼𝒰𝒑−𝒑′𝑝𝜇𝑝𝜈𝑝
′
𝜇′𝑝

′
𝜈 ′

〉
𝜃,𝜙

= (�̃� +𝑉 )𝛿𝜇𝜈𝛿𝜇′𝜈 ′ + (�̃� −𝑉 )
(
𝛿𝜇𝜇′𝛿𝜈𝜈 ′ + 𝛿𝜇𝜈 ′𝛿𝜈𝜇′

)〈
4𝛼2𝒰𝒑−𝒑′𝑝𝜇𝑝𝜈𝑝𝜆𝑝

′
𝜇′𝑝

′
𝜈 ′𝑝

′
𝜆′

〉
𝜃,𝜙

= (�̃� +𝑊 )
(
𝛿𝜇𝜇′𝛿𝜈𝜆𝛿𝜈 ′𝜆′ + 𝛿𝜈𝜇′𝛿𝜇𝜆𝛿𝜈 ′𝜆′ + 𝛿𝜆𝜇′𝛿𝜇𝜈𝛿𝜈 ′𝜆′

+ 𝛿𝜇𝜈 ′𝛿𝜈𝜆𝛿𝜇′𝜆′ + 𝛿𝜈𝜈 ′𝛿𝜇𝜆𝛿𝜇′𝜆′ + 𝛿𝜆𝜈 ′𝛿𝜇𝜈𝛿𝜇′𝜆′ + 𝛿𝜇𝜆′𝛿𝜈𝜆𝛿𝜇′𝜈 ′ + 𝛿𝜈𝜆′𝛿𝜇𝜆𝛿𝜇′𝜈 ′ + 𝛿𝜆𝜆′𝛿𝜇𝜈𝛿𝜇′𝜈 ′
)

+ (�̃� −𝑊 )
(
𝛿𝜇𝜇′𝛿𝜈𝜈 ′𝛿𝜆𝜆′ + 𝛿𝜇𝜇′𝛿𝜈𝜆′𝛿𝜆𝜈 ′ + 𝛿𝜇𝜈 ′𝛿𝜈𝜇′𝛿𝜆𝜆′ + 𝛿𝜇𝜈 ′𝛿𝜈𝜆′𝛿𝜆𝜇′ + 𝛿𝜇𝜆′𝛿𝜈𝜇′𝛿𝜆𝜈 ′ + 𝛿𝜇𝜆′𝛿𝜈𝜈 ′𝛿𝜆𝜇′

)
.

(18)

Of these, only three contribute to the expression for the matrix 𝑇 𝜇𝜇′,𝜈𝜈 ′ :

𝑇 𝜇𝜇′,𝜈𝜈 ′ = (𝑈 + 4𝑊 )𝛿𝜇𝜈𝛿𝜇′𝜈 ′ + 2𝑉𝜀𝜇𝜈𝜆𝜀𝜇
′𝜈 ′𝜆 + 2𝑊

(
𝜀𝜇𝜇

′𝜆𝜀𝜈𝜈
′𝜆 + 𝜀𝜇𝜈 ′𝜆𝜀𝜈𝜇′𝜆

)
, (19)

while �̃� and�̃� cancel out. Its eigensystem includes nine states
with eigenvalues given by:

{𝑈 + 4𝑉︸  ︷︷  ︸
singlet

,𝑈 + 2𝑉 + 10𝑊︸            ︷︷            ︸
triplet

,𝑈 − 2𝑉 + 6𝑊︸          ︷︷          ︸
quintet

} , (20)

where singlet, triplet, and quintet indicate the 1,3, and 5-
fold degeneracy of the corresponding eigenvalues. The non-
degenerate singlet state is isotropic, with the corresponding
eigen-tensor 𝐷𝜈𝜈 ′ ∼ 𝛿𝜈𝜈 ′ , and thus 𝒅𝒑 ∼ 𝒑. The triplet and

quintet states break rotational symmetry, since a definite mo-
mentum projection along some axis implies the existence of a
corresponding rotation plane. The 𝑝−wave superconducting
instability is determined by the most negative of eigenval-
ues (20).

To proceed one needs a specific form of the e-e interaction
potential,𝒰𝒒 . We limit ourselves with the statically screened
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Coulomb interaction:

𝒰𝒒 =


4𝜋𝑒2

𝒒2 + 𝜅2 , 𝜅2 = 4𝜋𝑒2𝜈3; 3𝐷

2𝜋𝑒2

|𝒒 | + 𝜅 , 𝜅 = 2𝜋𝑒2𝜈2; 2𝐷
(21)

where 𝜈𝑑 is the density of states in dimension 𝑑 at the Fermi
energy.
First, we focus on the case of a weakly screened Coulomb

interaction, when PSOI effects are anticipated to be most
significant [73]. This case corresponds to 𝜅2/𝑘2

𝐹
< 1, or, equiv-

alently, 𝑟𝑠 < 1. In the leading order in 𝜅/𝑘𝐹 one finds in
3D:

𝑈 =
2𝜋𝑒2

9

(
3 ln

1
𝑟𝑠

− 2𝑐2𝛼
2

𝑟 4
𝑠

− 2𝑐2 𝛽
2

𝑟 4
𝑠

)
;

𝑉 =
2𝜋𝑒2

9
𝑐
𝛼

𝑟 2
𝑠

(
3 − 2𝑐

𝛽

𝑟 2
𝑠

)
; 𝑊 =

2𝜋𝑒2

45
𝑐2𝛼

2

𝑟 4
𝑠

,

(22)

where 𝛼 = 𝛼/(𝑒𝑎2
𝐵
), 𝛽 = 𝛽/(𝑒𝑎2

𝐵
), and 𝑐 = (9𝜋/4)2/3 ≈ 3.7.

FIG. 1. The diagram of p-wave superconducting instability according
to the variational calculation. The isotropic phase corresponds to
the singlet eigenvalue (20), and the anisotropic to a quintet one. The
normal region corresponds to all eigenvalues (20) being positive.

The absence of a term linear in 𝛽 in 𝑈 is a reflection of
the fact that for the Coulomb potential the Darwin Hamil-
tonian (4) is ∼ ∇2

𝒓 (1/𝑟 ) ∼ 𝛿 (𝒓). It thus does not influence
the energy of the 𝑝−wave state, which has zero anomalous
expectation at coinciding spatial points.

The eigenvalues in Eq. (20) become negative if the normal-
ized couplings exceed a critical value, given by

𝛼𝑐 = 𝑟
2
𝑠

√︃
ln 1

𝑟𝑠

𝑐
. (23)

We notice that, since ln(1/𝑟𝑠 ) > 1, this critical value exceeds
the bound (A14), typical for the Kane-like multiband models.6
It is possible, though, that other mechanisms of giant SOI
may result in 𝛼 > 𝛼𝑐 . Particularly promising are graphene
on TMDs and van der Waals materials with heavy adatoms.
Verifying this possibility necessitates further investigation
of fundamental physical mechanisms that give rise to an ex-
tremely strong Rashba effect.

The character of the superconducting instability depends on
the sign and ratio of the coupling constants. This is illustrated
by Fig. 1, showing the emergence of distinct superconducting
phases in 3D for various values of the coupling constants.
For the sake of completeness, the diagram is shown in the
extended parameter space; recall that in the Kane-like models
the accessible region is restricted to 𝛽 > 0 and −𝛽/2 ≤ 𝛼 ≤ 𝛽 .

In the first and third quadrants of the phase diagram, Fig. 1,
themost unstable direction is associatedwith the singlet eigen-
value𝑈 +4𝑉 of the𝑇 𝜇𝜇′,𝜈𝜈 ′ form. The corresponding eigenvec-
tor has equal components in 𝑥𝑥 , 𝑦𝑦, and 𝑧𝑧 directions. This
describes the isotropic 𝑝−wave order parameter with 𝒅𝒑 ∝ 𝒑.
As shown in the next section, it leads to a node-less state with
a gap isotropic around the Fermi surface. Such state is simi-
lar to the B phase of superfluid 3He [53]. In the second and
fourth quadrants, the most unstable direction corresponds to
the eigenvalue 𝑈 − 2𝑉 + 6𝑊 . All five corresponding states
break the rotational symmetry. One representative unsta-
ble direction is given by 𝒅𝒑 ∝ (𝑝𝑥 ,−𝑝𝑦, 0), which results in
𝑝𝑥 ± 𝑖𝑝𝑦 order parameters for up/down spin components with
nodes along the 𝑝𝑧-direction. This state is similar to the A
phase of 3He [53].
It is worth noticing that in 3D the sign of 𝛼 has a physical

meaning and, at fixed 𝛽 , there is no invariance with respect
to 𝛼 → −𝛼 transformation, similar to quasi-2D systems with
non-zero curvature [78]. Notice that in flat 2D systems the
situation is different: in this case both 𝜈 and 𝜈 ′ are confined
to the 𝑥,𝑦 plane, and so are 𝜇, 𝜇′. This confines the quadratic
form to be a 4 × 4 matrix, 𝑇 𝜇𝜇′,𝜈𝜈 ′ = 𝑈𝛿𝜇𝜈𝛿𝜇′𝜈 ′ + 2𝑉𝜀𝜇𝜈𝑧𝜀𝜇′𝜈 ′𝑧 ,
with a symmetric spectrum of 𝑈 ± 2𝑉 , where 𝑉 is linear in
𝛼 . This reflects the fact that in 2D the combined 𝛼 → −𝛼 and
up→ down transformations is the symmetry of the Rashba
Hamiltonian.
In the opposite limit of strongly screened, short-ranged

interactions where 𝑟𝑠 > 1 and 𝜅2/𝑘2
𝐹

> 1, the interaction
constants are given by:

𝑈 = 𝐶𝛽, 𝑉 = 𝐶
𝛼

2
, 𝑊 = 0, (24)

where 𝐶 =
4𝜋2√𝑐𝑒2

9𝑟𝑠

(
1 − 𝑐 𝛽

𝑟 2
𝑠

)
. The corresponding eigenvalues

𝐶{2𝛼 + 𝛽, 𝛼 + 𝛽,−𝛼 + 𝛽} (25)

remain positive within the constraints imposed by Eq. (6) for
the Kane-like models, provided that the Darwin coupling is

6 We are grateful to V. Kozii and J. Ruhman for pointing out this observation.
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less than critical, 𝛽 < 𝑟 2
𝑠 /𝑐 . These findings, while consistent

with previous studies [79, 80], do not necessarily preclude
the possibility of superconductivity in a different parameter
range.

B. Self-consistency condition

To figure out the fate of the 𝑝−wave instability, identified
above, we formulate 4×4 Bogoliubov-de-Gennes (BdG) Hamil-
tonian in the Nambu times spin space. In the basis where
Ψ̄𝒑 = (𝜓𝒑↑,𝜓𝒑↓,𝜓−𝒑↑,𝜓−𝒑↓), it takes the form:

�̂�BdG =
∑︁
𝒑

Ψ̄𝒑

(
𝜉𝒑�̂�0 Δ̂𝒑

Δ̂†
𝒑 −𝜉𝒑�̂�0

)
Ψ𝒑, (26)

where Δ̂𝒑 is a symmetric matrix in the spin space and an
odd function of momentum, 𝒑, which maybe conveniently
parameterized by a complex vector, 𝚫𝒑 , cf. Eq. (13),

Δ̂𝒑 = (𝚫𝒑 ·�̂�) 𝑖�̂�𝑦 . (27)

The spectrum of the BdG Hamiltonian (26) is determined
by the secular equation det

[
(𝐸2

𝒑 − 𝜉2
𝒑)�̂�0 − Δ̂𝒑 Δ̂

†
𝒑

]
= 0. One

notices that

Δ̂𝒑 Δ̂
†
𝒑 = |𝚫𝒑 |2�̂�0 − 𝑖 [�̄�𝒑 × 𝚫𝒑] · �̂� . (28)

We will limit ourselves to states where the vector 𝚫𝒑 is real,
up to an overall phase (the so-called unitary states [81]).
Under this assumption [�̄�𝒑 × 𝚫𝒑] = 0 and thus the spec-
trum of the BdG Hamiltonian is degenerate and given by
{𝐸𝒑, 𝐸𝒑,−𝐸𝒑,−𝐸𝒑}, where

𝐸𝒑 =

√︃
𝜉2
𝒑 + |𝚫𝒑 |2. (29)

Therefore the Hamiltonian (26) maybe written as

�̂�BdG =
∑︁
𝒑

𝐸𝒑 Ψ̄𝒑𝑈
†
𝒑 (�̂�0𝜏𝑧)𝑈𝒑Ψ𝒑 , (30)

where 𝜏𝑧 is the Pauli matrix in the Nambu space and𝑈𝒑 is a
4 × 4 unitary transformation, which diagonalizes the matrix.
One thus finds standard equal time equilibrium expectation
values for the unitary rotated fermions

𝑈𝒑
〈
Ψ𝒑Ψ̄𝒑

〉
𝑈

†
𝒑 =

(
(1 − 𝑛𝒑)�̂�0 0

0 𝑛𝒑�̂�0

)
=

1̂1
2
+

1 − 2𝑛𝒑
2

�̂�0𝜏𝑧 , (31)

where 𝑛𝒑 = 𝑛(𝐸𝒑) is the Fermi function. Therefore the BdG
expectation is given, cf. Eqs. (26) and (30),〈

Ψ𝒑Ψ̄𝒑
〉
=

1̂1
2
+

1 − 2𝑛𝒑
2𝐸𝒑

(
𝜉𝒑�̂�0 Δ̂𝒑

Δ̂†
𝒑 −𝜉𝒑�̂�0

)
. (32)

Comparing this expression with the definition of the anoma-
lous average (13), one finds that

𝑑
⊺
𝒑 = −

tanh𝐸𝒑/2𝑇
2𝐸𝒑

Δ̂𝒑 . (33)

To close the self-consistency loop one compares the BdG
Hamiltonian (26) with the original BCS Hamiltonian (12) and
notices that

Δ̂𝒑 =
∑︁
𝒑′

𝒰𝒑−𝒑′ Γ̂𝒑𝒑′ 𝑑
⊺
𝒑′ Γ̂

⊺
𝒑𝒑′ . (34)

Combining this with Eq. (33), one obtains the self-consistency
equation for the matrix order parameter

Δ̂𝒑 = −
∑︁
𝒑′

𝒰𝒑−𝒑′
tanh(𝐸𝒑′/2𝑇 )

2𝐸𝒑′
Γ̂𝒑𝒑′ Δ̂𝒑′ Γ̂⊺𝒑𝒑′ . (35)

Using Eq. (8) for the vertex one finds

𝚫𝒑 = −
∑︁
𝒑′
𝒰𝒑−𝒑′

tanh(𝐸𝒑′/2𝑇 )
2𝐸𝒑′

{
(𝑒2 − 𝛼2ℳ2)𝚫𝒑′ + 2𝑒𝛼 [𝚫𝒑′ ×𝓜] + 2𝛼2 (𝚫𝒑′ ·𝓜)𝓜

}
. (36)

For the isotropic state with 𝚫𝒑 = 𝒑 Δ𝑝/𝑝 , the BdG energies

are also isotropic, given by 𝐸𝑝 =

√︃
𝜉2
𝑝 + |Δ𝑝 |2. Performing the

angular integration, one observes that the isotropic ansatz
indeed satisfies the self-consistency equation, provided that
the amplitude of the order parameter, Δ𝑝 ≈ Δ𝑘𝐹 = Δ, is a
solution of

1 = − 3𝜈3

4𝑘2
𝐹

(𝑈 + 4𝑉 )
∫
𝑑𝜉𝑝

tanh
√
𝜉2
𝑝+Δ2

2𝑇√︃
𝜉2
𝑝 + Δ2

, (37)

where we anticipated that the 𝜉𝑝 integration is limited to a
narrow vicinity of the Fermi energy, allowing us to put 𝑝 ≈

𝑝′ ≈ 𝑘𝐹 . The self-consistency equation has a solution provided
that 𝑈 + 4𝑉 < 0, which is exactly the instability condition,
obtained in the previous section for the isotropic state. The
region of existence of the isotropic p-wave order is thus the
same as in Fig. 1. The corresponding critical temperature is
given by

𝑇𝑐 ≈ Λ exp

{
−

2𝑘2
𝐹

3𝜈3 |𝑈 + 4𝑉 |

}
, (38)

where Λ is an energy scale over which the SOI “constant”, 𝛼 ,
decreases. This is the Balian-Werthamer phase [82], observed
as the B phase of 3He.
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For the anisotropic case the linear analysis indicates five
degenerate unstable directions. They correspond to states
with 𝚫𝒑 ∼ (𝑝𝑥 ,−𝑝𝑦, 0), or 𝚫𝒑 ∼ (𝑝𝑦, 𝑝𝑥 , 0) and those ob-
tained by permutations of the three axis. The anisotropic
order parameter, while breaking spontaneously the global
𝑈 (1) and rotational symmetries, does respect the time rever-
sal symmetry, since the spin up condensate maps onto spin
down one upon time reversal transformation. This is the
analog of Anderson-Brinkman-Morel [83] superconductor,
observed as a phase A of 3He. Although the full analysis of
the self-consistency condition in this case is rather involved,
it is likely that such states exhibit a nodal order parameter
with the two nodes along, say, 𝑝𝑧-axis. The corresponding
quasiparticle spectrum is also anisotropic, schematically of
the form 𝐸𝒑 =

√︃
𝜉2
𝑝 + |Δ𝑝 |2 sin2 𝜃𝒑 , though its precise angu-

lar dependence is more complicated. One can not exclude,
though, a possibility that a certain (non-unitary) combina-
tion of the five unstable directions results in an anisotropic
nodeless state.

In 2D, the amplitude of the order parameter is a solution of

1 = − 𝜈2

2𝑘2
𝐹

(𝑈 ± 2𝑉 )
∫
𝑑𝜉𝑝

tanh
√
𝜉2
𝑝+Δ2

2𝑇√︃
𝜉2
𝑝 + Δ2

, (39)

where ± sign corresponds to 𝚫𝒑 ∼ (𝑝𝑥 ,±𝑝𝑦, 0), which corre-
spond to 𝛼 → −𝛼 transformation. Both of these states are
isotropic in 2D. They correspond to 𝑝𝑥 ± 𝑖𝑝𝑦 orbital order for
spin up and 𝑝𝑥 ∓ 𝑖𝑝𝑦 order for spin down. Since this state
is gapped and belongs to 𝐷𝐼𝐼𝐼 symmetry class, it admits 𝑍2
topological index in 2D [54]. The criterion for such a state to
exist is |𝑉 | > 𝑈 /2, where the corresponding 2D constants are
given by

𝑈 = 2𝑒2𝑘𝐹

(
ln

1
𝑟𝑠

+ 8
3
𝛽

𝑟 2
𝑠

− 16
15
𝛼2

𝑟 4
𝑠

− 32
5
𝛽2

𝑟 4
𝑠

)
;

𝑉 = 𝑒2𝑘𝐹
16𝛼
15𝑟 2

𝑠

(
5 − 8

𝛽

𝑟 2
𝑠

)
.

(40)

The time reversal symmetry may be also broken, if a certain
spin polarization spontaneously develops. This gives rise to a
superconducting phase similar to the A1 phase in 3He. Since
the two spin components are essentially independent, like in
a normal Fermi liquid, the spin susceptibility is expected to
be close to its normal state value. However, as explained in
the next section, it is actually enhanced, which may lead to a
ferromagnetic instability.

IV. FERROMAGNETISM

Here, we show that PSOI-mediated exchange interaction
may lead to a ferromagnetism. Due to the spin-orbit coupling,

it breaks rotational symmetry both in the spin and momen-
tum spaces, resulting in an anisotropic Fermi surface. For a
sufficiently large SOI constant, 𝛼 , the Fermi surface of the fer-
romagnet undergoes the topological Lifshitz transition from
an ellipsoidal to a toroidal shape.

FIG. 2. The first order diagram for the exchange energy of the electron
gas. The momentum-dependent vertices Γ̂𝒑𝒑′ of Eq. (8) reflect the
PSOI contribution to the energy.

A. Mean-field theory

We treat the e-e interaction of Eq. (9) in a Hartree-Fock
(HF) approximation. The Hartree (direct) contribution is not
modified by the anomalous contributions. Indeed, for the
Hartree part of Eq. (9) 𝒑1 = 𝒑2 and 𝒑′

1 = 𝒑′
2, nullifying the

anomalous parts of interaction vertexes, Γ̂, Eq. (8). As a result,
the Hartree term is compensated by the positive charge of
the lattice and is absent in charge neutral systems. The Fock
(exchange) contribution comes from the “oyster” diagram of
Fig. 2. It is given by

𝐸xc = −1
2

∑︁
𝒑𝒑′

𝒰𝒑−𝒑′ Tr{𝐺𝒑 Γ̂𝒑𝒑′𝐺𝒑′ Γ̂𝒑′𝒑} , (41)

where 𝐺𝒑 is the equal-time electron Green function.
To reach a spin-polarized state, one may assume a

symmetry-breaking in any given direction, say along the 𝑧-
axis. Under this assumption, the Green function takes the
form 7

𝐺𝒑 = 𝒢0 (𝒑)�̂�0 + 𝒢3 (𝒑)�̂�3 , (42)

or explicitly,

𝐺𝒑 =

(
𝑛+ (𝒑) 0

0 𝑛− (𝒑)

)
, (43)

where 𝑛± (𝒑) are occupation numbers of a state 𝒑 by electrons
with the two spin projections. Computing the trace in Eq. (41)
one obtains
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𝐸xc = −
∑︁
𝒑𝒑′

𝑒2𝒰𝒑−𝒑′ {𝒢0 (𝒑)𝒢0 (𝒑′) + 𝒢3 (𝒑)𝒢3 (𝒑′)}

−
∑︁
𝒑𝒑′

𝛼2
𝑝𝑝′𝒰𝒑−𝒑′

{
𝒢0 (𝒑)𝒢0 (𝒑′) (𝓜 ·𝓜) + 𝒢3 (𝒑)𝒢3 (𝒑′) (ℳ2

𝑧 −ℳ2
𝑥 −ℳ2

𝑦)
}
.

(44)

The first line of this equation represents the familiar exchange
energy of the Coulomb-interacting electron gas [72]. The
second line captures the contribution of the PSOI to the ex-
change. Unlike in the Cooper channel discussed above, the
PSOI contribution here is entirely decoupled from the Darwin
interaction. Both ultimately reduce the total energy, poten-
tially driving the system toward Bloch ferromagnetism. The
Darwin correction introduces a rotationally invariant mod-
ification to the electron dispersion, similarly to the normal
Coulomb potential. In stark contrast, the PSOI contribution
yields a far more intriguing behavior. It can lead to a strongly
anisotropic electron dispersion, resulting in spontaneous rota-
tional symmetry breaking and topological Lifshitz transitions.
In this section, we will focus exclusively on the effects of PSOI.
Our findings should remain qualitatively consistent in more
general models that include anomalous corrections to scalar
potential.

B. Paramagnetic phase

In the paramagnetic electron state 𝑛− (𝒑) = 𝑛+ (𝒑) ≡ 𝑛(𝒑)
and Eq. (44) takes the form

𝐸xc = −
∑︁
𝒑𝒑′

𝑒2𝒰𝒑−𝒑′𝑛(𝒑)𝑛(𝒑′)

−
∑︁
𝒑𝒑′

𝛼2
𝑝𝑝′𝒰𝒑−𝒑′𝑛(𝒑)𝑛(𝒑′)ℳ2 .

(45)

Taking variation with respect to 𝑛(𝒑), one finds the HF effec-
tive dispersion of the form

𝑉HF
𝒑 =

𝑝2

2𝑚
− 2

∑︁
𝒑′
𝑒2𝒰𝒑−𝒑′𝑛(𝒑′)

− 2
∑︁
𝒑′
𝛼2
𝑝𝑝′𝒰𝒑−𝒑′𝑛(𝒑′)ℳ2 .

(46)

To keep things analytically tractable, we will temporar-
ily disregard the momentum dependence of the interaction,
𝒰𝒑−𝒑′ ≡ 𝒰0, and assume a specific momentum dependence
for the SOI magnitude, reflecting its decrease with increasing
momentum

𝛼2
𝑝𝑝′ = 𝛼

2 Λ2

(Λ + 𝑝2) (Λ + 𝑝′2)
, (47)

7 In principle, the Green function does not have to be diagonal for all values
of momenta in the same basis. For example, one may think of the Green
functionswith the off-diagonal elements, e.g., of the form∝ (𝜎𝑥𝑝𝑥+𝜎𝑦𝑝𝑦 ) ,
signifying an interaction-induced single-particle RSOI. One may show,
however, that such states have higher energy, than that given by the
diagonal ansatz.

where Λ/2𝑚 is an energy scale of the order of the band gap.
These model restrictions will be subsequently relaxed

to account for realistic long-ranged interactions with di-
electric screening and the precise microscopic momentum-
dependence of the SOI. A numerical analysis of 2D Rashba
systems that includes these factors is presented in Appendix C.
The ground state is constructed by filling the quantum

states of the lowest energy. These states have the least mo-
mentum when the HF potential 𝑉HF

𝒑 increases monotonically
with 𝑝 . However, this is not the case with the potential of
Eq. (46). The momentum dependence of𝓜(𝒑,𝒑′) makes the
effective dispersion non-monotonous, creating a moat-like
dispersion. Consequently, it becomes beneficial for electrons
to populate states with higher momentum — a distinct fea-
ture of the PSOI. This fact eventually leads to the topological
Lifshitz transition.
To see this, first assume that electrons in a 3D gas with

concentration𝑛 form a Fermi sea enclosed by a spherical Fermi
surface of radius 𝑘𝐹 = (3𝜋2𝑛)1/3, with 𝑛(𝒑) = 𝜃 (𝑘𝐹 − |𝒑 |).
Such distribution function generates a spherically symmetric
effective dispersion of the form

𝑉HF
𝒑 =

𝑝2

2𝑚
− 𝑒2𝒰0𝑛 −

2𝛼2

3𝜋2𝒰0
Λ2𝑝2

Λ + 𝑝2 Ξ(𝑘𝐹 ) . (48)

The factor Ξ(𝑘𝐹 ) is given by

Ξ(𝑘𝐹 ) =
𝑘3
𝐹

3
− 𝑘𝐹Λ + Λ

3
2 arctan

𝑘𝐹√
Λ
, (49)

and interpolates between Ξ(𝑘𝐹 ) ≈ 𝑘5
𝐹
/5Λ for 𝑘𝐹 ≪

√
Λ and

Ξ(𝑘𝐹 ) ≈ 𝑘3
𝐹
/3 for 𝑘𝐹 ≫

√
Λ.

The effective mass of the electron diverges when the SOI
magnitude 𝛼 equals to

𝛼0 =

√︄
3𝜋2

4𝑚𝒰0ΛΞ(𝑘𝐹 )
, (50)

with a flat band forming around the Brillouin zone center.
The dependence of the effective dispersion on the momentum
becomes non-monotonous as soon as 𝛼 > 𝛼0, see Fig. 3. A
minimum appears for a finite momentum, which depends on
𝛼 . For a given electron concentration, there exist a critical
𝛼1 such that for 𝛼 ≤ 𝛼1 all states with |𝒑 | ≤ 𝑘𝐹 are occupied.
This renders the Fermi surface as a sphere, in agreement with
our initial assumption.
The critical value of 𝛼1 is inferred from

𝑉HF
𝒑

��
𝑝=0 = 𝑉

HF
𝒑

��
𝑝=𝑘𝐹

(51)

to give 𝛼1 = 𝛼0

√︃
1 + 𝑘2

𝐹
/Λ. For 𝛼 > 𝛼1 states with the lowest

energy no longer correspond to the smallest momenta. In-
stead, they are found in a range of momenta 𝑘𝐹1 ≤ |𝒑 | ≤ 𝑘𝐹2 ,
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FIG. 3. The effective dispersion 𝑉HF
𝒑 as a function of momentum

for two values of the SOI magnitude. The position of the Fermi
momentum is shown by a vertical dotted line. The occupied states
are shown in color. The Fermi surface is a sphere, as shown in the
inset.

forming a hollow spherical shell. This behavior is illustrated
in Fig. 4. Such a transformation signals a Lifshitz transition,
changing a topology of the Fermi surface.

FIG. 4. The effective dispersion 𝑉HF
𝒑 as a function of momentum for

the larger-than-critical value of the SOI magnitude. The populated
states are enclosed by a shell-like Fermi surface.

The corresponding distribution function takes the form

𝑛(𝒑) = 𝜃 ( |𝒑 | − 𝑘𝐹1 )𝜃 (𝑘𝐹2 − |𝒑 |) , (52)

where the two Fermi momenta are related by a requirement
of the fixed electron concentration, 𝑘3

𝐹2
− 𝑘3

𝐹1
= 3𝜋2𝑛. Such a

distribution gives rise to a self-consistent solution provided
that

𝑉HF
𝒑

��
𝑝=𝑘𝐹1

= 𝑉HF
𝒑

��
𝑝=𝑘𝐹2

. (53)

The effective dispersion calculated with the distribution func-
tion (52) is

𝑉HF
𝒑 =

𝑝2

2𝑚
−𝑒2𝒰0𝑛−

2𝛼2𝒰0

3𝜋2
Λ2𝑝2

Λ + 𝑝2

[
Ξ(𝑘𝐹2 ) − Ξ(𝑘𝐹1 )

]
. (54)

Equations (53)-(54) lead to the following relation that allows
one to find the two Fermi momenta,

𝛼2 [Ξ(𝑘𝐹2 ) − Ξ(𝑘𝐹1 )] =
(
1 +

𝑘2
𝐹1

Λ

) (
1 +

𝑘2
𝐹2

Λ

)
3𝜋2

4𝑚𝒰0Λ
. (55)

As soon as 𝛼 > 𝛼1, the solution of this equation emerges with
𝑘𝐹1 > 0, which determines the position of the shell boundaries
in the momentum space.
The total energy per one electron, calculated self-

consistently from Eq. (45) and taking into account the kinetic
energy of the electrons filling the shell in the momentum
space, equals

𝜀 =
1

10𝜋2𝑛

𝑘5
𝐹2
− 𝑘5

𝐹1

𝑚
− 𝑒2𝒰0

𝑛

4

− 𝛼2

6𝜋4𝑛
𝒰0Λ

2 [Ξ(𝑘𝐹2 ) − Ξ(𝑘𝐹1 )
]2
.

(56)

This expression is valid for both shell-like (𝛼 > 𝛼1) and spher-
ical (𝛼 ≤ 𝛼1) Fermi surfaces, with 𝑘𝐹1 = 0 in the latter case.

C. Ferromagnetic phase

In a fully spin-polarized case8 of 𝑛− (𝒑) = 0, the Eq. (44)
reduces to

𝐸xc = − 1
2

∑︁
𝒑𝒑′

𝑒2𝒰𝒑−𝒑′𝑛(𝒑)𝑛(𝒑′)

− 1
2

∑︁
𝒑𝒑′

𝛼2
𝑝𝑝′𝒰𝒑−𝒑′𝑛(𝒑)𝑛(𝒑′)ℳ2

𝑧 ,

(57)

with the corresponding HF dispersion given by

𝑉HF
𝒑 =

𝑝2

2𝑚
−

∑︁
𝒑′
𝑒2𝒰𝒑−𝒑′𝑛(𝒑′)

−
∑︁
𝒑′
𝛼2
𝑝𝑝′𝒰𝒑−𝒑′𝑛(𝒑′)ℳ2

𝑧 .

(58)

Assuming for a moment a fully spin-polarized spherical
Fermi surface with

𝐾𝐹 =
3√2𝑘𝐹 = (6𝜋2𝑛)

1
3 , (59)

results in an anisotropic HF effective dispersion

𝑉HF
𝒑 =

𝑝2

2𝑚
− 𝑒2𝒰0𝑛 −

𝛼2𝒰0

6𝜋2

Λ2𝑝2
∥

Λ + 𝑝2 Ξ(𝐾𝐹 ) , (60)

8 It is generally believed that in 2D systems the ferromagnetic transition is of
the first order (Bloch transition), whereas a second-order transition (Stoner)
is not realized under the assumption of spin-independent interactions.
How PSOI affects this scenario remains an area of ongoing research. In
3D systems, a second-order transition is possible, but our focus here is on
demonstrating the instability with respect to full magnetization, rather
than exploring transitional states with partial magnetization.
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FIG. 5. The effective dispersion 𝑉HF
𝒑 as a function of the in-plane

momentum 𝑝 ∥ at 𝑝𝑧 = 0 for weak SOI.

where 𝒑 ∥ ≡ (𝑝𝑥 , 𝑝𝑦, 0) is the in-plane momentum. This indi-
cates an increased in-plane effective mass and therefore an
anisotropic pancake shape of the Fermi surface, see Fig. 5.

According to Eq. (60), surfaces of a constant energy may be
parameterized by

(𝑝2 + Λ) (𝑝2 + 𝜁 ) = 4𝐾2𝑝2
∥ , (61)

with some constants 𝜁 and 𝐾 to be determined self-
consistently. For a small 𝛼 the Fermi surface has a flattened
ellipsoidal shape. However, upon the increase of 𝛼 it under-
goes a qualitative change. The in-plane effectivemass diverges
for the SOI magnitude of

𝛼2 =

√︄
3𝜋2

𝑚𝒰0ΛΞ(𝐾𝐹 )
. (62)

For 𝛼 > 𝛼3, where 𝛼3 = 𝛼2

√︃
1 + 𝐾2

𝐹
/Λ, the Fermi surface

acquires a toroidal shape, with the in-plane momenta limited
to a range 𝐾𝐹1 ≤ 𝑝 ∥ ≤ 𝐾𝐹2 , while the normal momenta are
concentrating near the center, |𝑝𝑧 | < 𝐾𝐹𝑧 . As a result, the
system undergoes the topological Lifshitz transition, with the
Fermi surface genus changing from zero to one, see Fig. 6.

FIG. 6. The effective dispersion 𝑉HF
𝒑 as a function of the in-plane

momentum 𝑝 ∥ at 𝑝𝑧 = 0, for the larger-than-critical value of the SOI
magnitude. The Fermi surface is shaped like a torus.

One may show (see Appendix B) that the Fermi surface of
Eq. (61) provides a self-consistent solution to Eq. (58). The
total energy per one electron in the toroidal phase is equal to

𝜀 =
1

4𝑚
(
4𝐾2 − Λ − 𝜁

)
− 𝑒2𝒰0

𝑛

2
− 𝛼2𝒰0Λ

2Ξ2

4𝑛
, (63)

with parameters 𝐾 , 𝜁 and Ξ detailed in the Appendix B. The
results for the elliptical phase are quite similar; however, we
have omitted them for brevity.

D. Ferromagnetic Transitions

PM phase

FM phase

FIG. 7. The energy per particle of a 3D electron gas, in units of𝐾2
𝐹
/2𝑚,

as a function of the dimensionless SOImagnitude𝛼 = 𝛼𝐾2
𝐹
/𝑒 , for �̃� =

1 and Λ/𝐾2
𝐹
= 1. The red curve corresponds to the ferromagnetic

(FM) phase, and the blue curve to the paramagnetic (PM) one. The
Bloch transition occurs at 𝛼 = 𝛼FMT.

Figure 7 depicts the total HF energy per electron for both the
paramagnetic and spin-polarized phases, plotted against the
magnitude of the PSOI. This is represented for �̃� = 1, where
the e-e interaction parameter is normalized by the density of
states as:

�̃� = 𝑒2𝒰0
𝑚𝐾𝐹

2𝜋2ℏ2 . (64)

At𝛼 = 0 the system is in the paramagnetic phase characterized
by a spherical Fermi surface. As PSOI increases, the first order
ferromagnetic transition occurs at a critical 𝛼 = 𝛼FMT, which
is accompanied by a Lifshitz transition to a state with an
elliptical Fermi surface. In other words, both spin symmetry
and the Fermi-surface symmetry simultaneously undergo a
change at this point. As PSOI continues to increase, it induces
a Lifshitz transition to a toroidal spin-polarized phase at 𝛼 =

𝛼3.
For a smaller interaction parameter of �̃� = 0.5, the system

can transition directly from the spherical paramagnetic phase
to the toroidal spin-polarized phase, bypassing the elliptical
phase, as depicted in Fig. 8. Conversely, with increased inter-
action, the system defaults to a ferromagnetic state at zero SOI
due to the conventional Bloch instability. Yet, any non-zero
value of 𝛼 ensues breaking of the Fermi surface’s spherical
symmetry. A further increase of 𝛼 results into the Lifshitz
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PM phase

FM phase

FIG. 8. The energy per particle of a 3D electron gas as a function of
the dimensionless SOI magnitude 𝛼 = 𝛼𝐾2

𝐹
/𝑒 for �̃� = 0.5. The red

curve corresponds to the ferromagnetic phase, and the blue curve to
the paramagnetic one.

transition from the ellipsoidal to the toroidal phase at 𝛼 = 𝛼3,
as visualized in Fig. 9.

PM phase

FM phase

FIG. 9. The energy per particle of a 3D electron gas as a function
of the dimensionless SOI magnitude 𝛼 = 𝛼𝐾2

𝐹
/𝑒 for �̃� = 2. The red

curve corresponds to the ferromagnetic phase, and the blue curve to
the paramagnetic one.

These findings are summarized in Fig. 10, showing the
phase diagram in the coordinates of dimensionless SOI cou-
pling 𝛼 vs. the interaction strength �̃�. The paramagnet phase
exhibits the first order transition to the fully polarized ferro-
magnet. The latter may come with either flat ellipsoidal or
toroidal Fermi surfaces with the topological Lifshitz transition
between them. The hollow spherical shell paramagnetic phase,
discussed above, is not realized (at least within the present
model), since the transition to the FM phase takes place before
it becomes favorable. It is worth mentioning that the critical
values of the parameters for the Bloch and Lifshitz transitions,
obtained from the HF energy computations, are not expected
to be quantitatively accurate. Correlation effects renormalize
them, as indicated by the Monte Carlo simulations. Never-
theless, one may expect that the qualitative features of the
phase diagram are still present, even with the account of the
correlations.

FIG. 10. The phase diagram of the 3D Rashba system. Three horizon-
tal cross-sections correspond to Figs. 7–9.

E. Ferromagnetic Superconductors

We conclude this section by a qualitative discussion of the
possible coexistence of ferromagnetism and superconductivity
in Rashba systems. Both ellipsoidal and toroidal fully polar-
ized ferromagnets are susceptible to the development of the
𝑝−wave superconducting order, discussed in Section III. In
this case only Δ+

𝒑 order parameter is realized, while Δ0
𝒑 and

Δ−
𝒑 are absent (here ±, 0 stay for𝑚 = ±1 and𝑚 = 0 projection

of the Cooper pair spin angular momentum). The toroidal
ferromagnetic phase requires a critical SOI strength, 𝛼𝐹 ∼ 𝑟𝑠 ,
and for a dense gas where 𝛼𝐹 ≫ 𝛼𝑐 , it formally falls within the
parameter region that favors a superconducting ground state.
In reality, if the disorder is sufficiently strong, the toroidal FM
may not develop superconductivity down to zero temperature.

The coexisting FM and superconducting orders break rota-
tional, time-reversal and global 𝑈 (1) symmetries. This puts
the model into symmetry class D. The latter is not topological
in 3D, though it does admit an integer Chern number in 2D. It
is interesting to notice that the topological Lifshitz transition
from elliptical to the toroidal Fermi surface has direct conse-
quences for the superconducting order. Indeed, the 𝑝−wave
superconductor with the order parameter Δ+ and the ellip-
soidal Fermi surface is nodal with the two nodes on the flat
parts of the ellipsoid. Once the Fermi surface transitions to the
toroidal shape, the nodes disappear and the 𝑝−wave state Δ+

is fully gapped (similarly to its 2D counterpart). This may lead
to a weak first order transition between the nodal and gapped
ground states, but its details require a further investigation.
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F. Manifestations of the ferromagnetic transitions

The FM state is, of course, associated with a net magnetic
moment. This may be hard to detect due to, e.g., a domain
structure (in presence of some uniaxial magnetic anisotropy).
However, in the presence of strong SOI it should give rise
to the anomalous Hall effect. Below we briefly discuss other
observable manifestations of the FM transitions.
The first order transition between the isotropic PM state

and an anisotropic FM state is associated with the jump in
the electronic density of states at the Fermi surface. It may be
detected thus through ameasurement of the electronic specific
heat. The onset of the anisotropy in the orbital space may lead
to anisotropic behavior of transport coefficients. This issue
requires a separate study, since its involves specific scattering
mechanisms. The Lifshitz transition between the ellipsoidal
and toroidal Fermi surfaces does not lead to a discontinuity
in the density of states. It leads, however, to its nonanalitic
behavior, 𝜈 (𝛼) = 𝜈 − 𝜈1

√
𝛼3 − 𝛼 𝜃 (𝛼3 − 𝛼), on the ellipsoidal

side of the transition. This may also lead to detectable features
in the electronic specific heat.
Besides thermodynamic or transport measurements, one

may detect Friedel oscillations of the electronic density, cre-
ated by an impurity. Specifically, the emergence of the two
Fermi momenta, 𝑘𝐹1 and 𝑘𝐹2 , in the toroidal phase is reflected
in a non-analytic behavior of a static charge susceptibility
𝜒 (𝑞) at points 𝑞 = 2𝑘𝐹1 , 𝑞 = 2𝑘𝐹2 , and 𝑞 = 𝑘𝐹1 ± 𝑘𝐹2 . Con-
sequently, the spatial profile of the Friedel oscillations con-
tains the corresponding harmonics, which can be observed
using STM. The reconstruction of the Fermi surface may be
also visible in the periods of the Shubnikov-de Haas magne-
toresistance oscillations [84]. Indeed, the oscillation periods
are associated with the areas of extremal cross sections of
the Fermi surface, which change abruptly at all FM transi-
tions, considered above. Finally, the more delicate probes such
as spin-resolved angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy
(ARPES), polarized neutron scattering, or the state-of-the-
art nano-SQUID magnetometers [85] can reveal information
about the shape of the Fermi surface and a local magnetic
moment.

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We discussed how Rashba spin-orbit coupling of conduc-
tion band electrons, a result of the band mixing with spin-
orbit-split valence bands, manifests itself in electron-electron
interactions effects. Projection of a multi-band model onto the
conduction band degrees of freedom leads to a spin-dependent
renormalization of the electron density, as seen in Eq. (3).
Besides more familiar manifestations in the single-particle
dispersion relation (for a broken inversion symmetry), RSOI
modifies the electron-electron interaction vertex. This phe-
nomenon, known as the pair SOI, emerges without the need
for external electric fields or inversion symmetry breaking,
relying instead on internal fluctuating electric fields of the
Coulomb interactions between (renormalized) conduction
band electrons.

We explored two consequences of PSOI. First, echoing the
Kohn-Luttinger effect, PSOI induces 𝑝−wave superconducting
pairing, driven purely by electron-electron interactions. This
leads to distinct superconducting states in sufficiently clean
materials. In 3D systems, the SOI constant 𝛼 determines the
nature of the superconducting order parameter, resulting in
either nodal superconductivity along a spontaneously chosen
direction or a node-less isotropic state. Strikingly, these phases
mirror those in superfluid 3He, drawing an unexpected parallel
between these systems.

In 2D systems, the 𝑝−wave state is fully gapped. It consists
of two decoupled condensates of spin up and down electrons,
polarized along the normal direction. The two condensate
exhibit opposite Chern numbers. Their vortices (if spatially
separated from each other) harbor Majorana states [86]. Sta-
bility of the latter depends on whether mutual interactions
between vortices of the two condensates are repulsive (leading
to stability) or attractive (leading to mutual annihilation).

The potential for carrying spin-polarized supercurrents in
these superconductors is particularly intriguing. This could
be achieved through spin injection from a ferromagnet or by
imbalancing the condensates via external magnetic fields or
proximity effects. The concept of a superconducting spin-
valve, controllable by magnetic fields or ferromagnetic leads,
emerges as an exciting application.
The second consequence of PSOI is its role in facilitating

Bloch ferromagnetism, linked with the symmetry breaking in
both spin and orbital spaces. This effect transforms the Fermi
surface of the polarized itinerant electrons into ellipsoidal
or toroidal shapes, leading to genus-changing topological
Lifshitz transitions as a function of the SOI magnitude or in-
teractions strength. The transition may have a number of
observable manifestations in thermodynamic and transport
properties, as well as in the spectra of Friedel and Shubnikov-
de Haas oscillations. Finally, the anisotropic Bloch ferromag-
net may coexist with the 𝑝−wave superconductor. If this is
the case, the Lifshitz ellipsoidal to toroidal transition mani-
fests itself as the transition between nodal and fully gapped
superconducting states.
The predicted effects of PSOI are highly sensitive to the

Rashba constant, 𝛼 , which naturally drives the search for ma-
terials that i) exhibit giant Rashba effect, and ii) allow for
ample tunability of the Rashba splitting by the external elec-
tric field. Promising candidates include thin layers of Bi2Se3
and KTaO3

9, graphene on TMDs, van der Waals materials
with heavy adatoms, and engineered heterostructures at the
LaAlO3/SrTiO3 interface [1, 87].
Yet, a significant gap persists in reliably estimating the

Rashba coupling constant, particularly concerning the re-
sponse of layered materials to in-plane electric fields. The
Rashba coupling in promising 3D systems remains largely
unknown. Many existing estimates rely on ARPES measure-

9 In typical experiments, the layered materials are proximated by metallic
gates. One then should take into account the emergent image-potential-
induced PSOI, which leads to effects similar to those considered in the
present paper [32, 39, 40].
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ments, which mainly probe the Rashba effect from built-in
i.e. normal electric fields. Crucially, direct ab initio calcula-
tions of Rashba SOI from in-plane fields in 2D systems are
lacking. This presents a dual challenge: while it complicates
precise predictions of the effect’s magnitude, it also opens an
exciting new research avenue of searching for materials with
a giant, tunable Rashba effect.
Recently, experimental studies have revealed specific fea-

tures in electron transport within quantum wires at the
LaAlO3/SrTiO3 interface (see Ref. [88] and references therein).
These findings have been interpreted by their authors as sig-
natures of bound electron pairs, potentially consistent with
the pairing mechanism driven by PSOI that we explore in
this paper [89]. Superconducting states observed in spin-orbit
proximitized rhombohedral trilayer graphene could suggest
the involvement of spin-dependent electron-electron inter-
actions in pairing [90]. However, further experimental and
theoretical analysis is needed to definitively establish any
connection to PSOI.
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Appendix A: Microscopic model of the RSOI

Here a microscopic derivation of the RSOI Hamiltonian is
outlined, with a focus on a momentum dependence of the
SOI coupling for a particularly simple case of a 2D electron
system with the inversion symmetry. The approach is based
on the symmetric Bernevig-Hughes-Zhang (BHZ) model [91].
This model is widely recognized for its capacity to describe
various 2D systems with strong RSOI, across both topological
and trivial phases.

The BHZ model is expressed in a four-band basis, denoted
asℬ = {|E↑⟩, |H↑⟩, |E↓⟩, |H↓⟩}⊺ . Within this basis, the states
|E↑⟩ and |E↓⟩ consist of the electron- and light-hole band
states, each carrying an angular momentum projection of
𝑚 𝐽 = ±1/2. Conversely, the states |H↑⟩ and |H↓⟩ correspond
to the heavy-hole states, with an angular momentum projec-
tion of𝑚 𝐽 = ±3/2. The Hamiltonian governing the envelope
wave-function in this context is as follows

�̂�BHZ =


𝑚(𝑝) 𝐴𝑝+ 0 0
𝐴𝑝− −𝑚(𝑝) 0 0

0 0 𝑚(𝑝) −𝐴𝑝−
0 0 −𝐴𝑝+ −𝑚(𝑝)

 . (A1)

Here

𝑚(𝑝) =𝑚 + 𝐵𝑝2 , (A2)

with𝑚 the band gap, 𝐵 the bare dispersion curvature, and 𝐴
the band hybridization parameter. Then, 𝑝 is the momentum
operator, 𝑝± = 𝑝𝑥 ± 𝑖𝑝𝑦 .
The BHZ model inherently incorporates a strong SOI,

premised on the assumption of an infinitely large spin-
splitting in the valence band. Since the spin sectors are decou-
pled it is possible to treat them separately by considering a
2 × 2 Hamiltonian

�̂�0 (𝑝) =𝑚(𝑝)𝜏3 +𝐴(�̂� · 𝝉 ) , (A3)

with 𝜏𝑖 the pseudospin (subband) Pauli matrices. The Hamil-
tonian can be diagonalized

ℋ̂0 (𝑝) = 𝑈 (𝑝)�̂�0 (𝑝)𝑈 + (𝑝) (A4)

by a unitary Foldy-Wouthuysen transformation

𝑈 (𝑝) = cos𝜃 (𝑝) + sin𝜃 (𝑝) (�̂� · 𝝉 )
𝑝

𝜏3 (A5)

to acquire the form

ℋ̂0 (𝑝) = 𝜀 (𝑝)𝜏3 , (A6)

with the band dispersion

𝜀 (𝑝) =
√︁
𝑚2 (𝑝) +𝐴2𝑝2 , (A7)

and

tan 2𝜃 (𝑝) = −𝐴 𝑝

𝑚(𝑝) . (A8)

Applying the unitary transformation to the Hamiltonian

�̂� (𝑝) = �̂�0 (𝑝) − 𝑒𝜑 (𝒓), (A9)

that describes the interaction with a scalar potential, one
should take into account that the momentum-dependent oper-
ators𝑈 (𝑝) do not commute with a position-dependent 𝜑 (𝒓).
The commutator terms generate the operator

�̂�(𝑝) = sin2 𝜃 (𝑝)
𝑝2 𝝉 · (−𝑒 ∇𝒓𝜑 × �̂�) . (A10)

Within the low-energy approximation one focuses on the
electron dynamics in the conduction band by declaring the
spinor components in the valence band to be small and keep-
ing only the �̂�11 matrix element pertaining to the conduction
band. Combining the terms �̂� (𝑠 )

11 from both spin sectors the
following generalized RSOI Hamiltonian in the reduced con-
duction band basis is obtained,

�̂�RSOI (𝑝) =
sin2 𝜃 (𝑝)

𝑝2 �̂� · (−𝑒 ∇𝒓𝜑 × �̂�) , (A11)
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with �̂� the real spin Pauli vector. This gives rise to the
momentum-dependent SO coupling of the form

𝛼𝑝𝑝 =
𝑒

2𝑝2

(
1 − 𝑚(𝑝)

𝜀 (𝑝)

)
. (A12)

In the long-wave limit it is consistent with an earlier result of
Ref. [92],

𝛼𝑝𝑝 =
𝑒𝐴2

4𝑚2 (𝑝) , (A13)

while at large momenta, when 𝜀 (𝑝) ≫𝑚(𝑝), the SO coupling
asymptotically behaves as

𝛼𝑝𝑝 ∼ 𝑒

2𝑝2 . (A14)

Appendix B: Self-consistent HF solution

Here, the toroidal Fermi surface is demonstrated to be a
self-consistent solution of Eq. (58). The derivation proceeds
in two steps. First, the effective dispersion in Eq. (58) is found
assuming that the electrons occupy the toric region in the
momentum space limited by the Fermi surface of Eq. (61).
Second, the isoenergetic surface of the resulting HF potential
is verified to be that of Eq. (61) under the proper choice of
parameters, which results in self-consistency conditions.
A change of variables 𝑞2

∥ = 𝑝′2∥ + 𝛿2, 𝑞𝑧 = 𝑝′𝑧 with 𝛿 =

(Λ − 𝜁 )/4𝐾 transforms Eq. (61) to the canonical equation of a

torus,

(𝑞2 + 𝐾2 − 𝑘2)2
= 4𝐾2𝑞2

∥ , (B1)

where

𝑘2 = (𝐾 − 𝛿)2 − 𝜁 . (B2)

The torus interior,𝒟, can be parametrized by

𝑞𝑥 = (𝐾 + 𝜂 cos𝜃 ) cos𝜙 ,
𝑞𝑦 = (𝐾 + 𝜂 cos𝜃 ) sin𝜙 ,
𝑞𝑧 = 𝜂 sin𝜃 ,

(B3)

with 𝜂 ∈ (0, 𝑘), 𝜙 ∈ (0, 2𝜋), and 𝜃 ∈ (0, 2𝜋). The Jacobian of
the transformation is 𝐽 (𝜂, 𝜃 ) = 𝜂 (𝐾 + 𝜂 cos𝜃 ).
The momentum-dependent factor that enters Eq. (58) is

ℳ2
𝑧 (𝒑,𝒑′) = [𝒑 × 𝒑′]2

𝑧 = 𝑝
2
∥𝑝

′2
∥ sin2 �𝒑 ∥𝒑′

∥ . (B4)

Due to the axial symmetry of the problem, the sin2 �𝒑 ∥𝒑′
∥ av-

erages to 1/2 when integrated over the azimuthal angle. The
PSOI contribution to the HF potential of Eq. (58) takes the
form

𝑉PSOI (𝒑) = − 𝛼2𝒰0Λ
2

Λ + 𝑝2

∫
𝑑3𝑝′

(2𝜋)3
[𝒑 × 𝒑′]2

𝑧

Λ + 𝑝′2

= −
𝛼2𝒰0Λ

2𝑝2
∥

Λ + 𝑝2
Ξ

2
,

(B5)

where

Ξ =

∫
𝑑3𝑝′

(2𝜋)3

𝑝′2∥
Λ + 𝑝′2 =

∫
𝒟

𝑑𝜂𝑑𝜃𝑑𝜙

(2𝜋)3 𝐽 (𝜂, 𝜃 ) (𝐾 + 𝜂 cos𝜃 )2 − 𝛿2

𝜂2 + 2𝐾𝜂 cos𝜃 + 𝐾2 + Λ − 𝛿2

=
1

96𝜋𝐾3

[
𝑘6 − 𝑘4 (

3𝛿2 + 𝜘 + 3𝐾2 − 3Λ
)
+ 𝑘2 ( (

𝛿2 − Λ
) (

3𝛿2 + 2𝜘 − 3Λ
)
+ 21𝐾4 + 2𝐾2 (𝜘 − 6Λ)

)
+

( (
𝛿2 − Λ

)2 + 𝐾4 − 2𝐾2 (
𝛿2 + 5Λ

) ) (
−𝛿2 − 𝜘 + 𝐾2 + Λ

) ]
,

(B6)

with

𝜘 ≡
√︃[

(𝐾 + 𝑘)2 + Λ − 𝛿2
] [

(𝐾 − 𝑘)2 + Λ − 𝛿2
]
. (B7)

Consequently, the total HF potential of Eq. (58) acquires the
form

𝑉HF
𝒑 =

𝑝2

2𝑚
− 𝑒2𝒰0𝑛 −

𝛼2𝒰0Λ
2𝑝2

∥
Λ + 𝑝2

Ξ

2
. (B8)

The Fermi surface of 𝑉HF
𝒑 = 𝐸𝐹 for the electron dispersion

of Eq. (B8) has indeed the assumed form of Eq. (61), provided

that the following self-consistency conditions hold:

𝐾2 =
𝑚𝛼2𝒰0Λ

2

4
Ξ , (B9)

𝜁 = −2𝑚(𝐸𝐹 + 𝑒2𝒰0𝑛) , (B10)

which should be supplemented by Eq. (B2) and the relation
𝑘2𝐾 = 4𝜋𝑛 between the Fermi sea volume and electron con-
centration. The system of these four equations allows one to
find the three quantities: 𝐾 , 𝑘 , and 𝜁 , which determine the
geometry of the Fermi surface, as well as the Fermi energy
𝐸𝐹 .
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Appendix C: 2D Rashba Ferromagnets

Here the effects of PSOI are explored in 2D electron systems.
To begin, consider a particular case of a system symmetric
with respect to the inversion of the normal 𝑧 → −𝑧. Within
this framework, the PSOI emerges solely due to the in-plane
Coulomb fields, created by interacting electrons. The symmet-
ric 2D structures represent a fascinating object of research
in their own right, as they are realized through freely sus-
pended 2D layers, with a focus on amplifying the effects of
e-e interactions [93].
The expressions for the effective electron dispersion and

exchange energy presented in Section IV also apply here, with
the integration running over the 2D momentum space. The
analysis is performed within the BHZ model [91], with the
spin-orbit coupling given by Eq. (A13), and kinetic energy of
Eq. (A7).

The interaction in 2D layers of Rashbamaterials is governed
by the Rytova-Keldysh potential [94, 95]

𝒰𝒒 =
2𝜋

𝑞(1 + 𝑞𝑙) , (C1)

where the length 𝑙 is a phenomenological parameter of the the-
ory, which generally speaking should be determined from the
first-principles calculations [96]. It can be estimated from the
layer polarizability as 𝑙 = 𝜖𝑑/2, where 𝑑 stands for the layer
thickness, and 𝜖 is the in-plane component of the dielectric
tensor of the corresponding bulk material.

Spin polarization is controlled by the balance between the
kinetic and exchange interaction (both Coulomb and PSOI)
energies. The degree of the spin polarization is found by
identifying the minimum of the total HF energy. As the three
contributions display distinct density dependencies [73], it
is anticipated that the lowest energy state will be FM in two
regions: at a low density as a result of Coulomb exchange and
at a high density due to PSOI.

These expectations are confirmed by Fig. 11, which presents
the phase diagram of system magnetization vs. BHZ velocity
𝐴, which serves as the magnitude of the PSOI, and 𝑟𝑠 values 10.

One identifies two distinct, fully spin-polarized phases. A
new region of the FM phase emerges at lower 𝑟𝑠 values when
the PSOI magnitude surpasses a certain critical threshold. Its
Fermi surface exhibits a shape of annulus 𝑘𝐹1 ≤ 𝑘 ≤ 𝑘𝐹2 ,
which can be viewed as a 2D projection of the toroidal Fermi-
surface discussed in Section IVC.

This result is seemingly at odds with the conventional per-
spective on Bloch ferromagnetism, which is expected to only
occur at sufficiently low electron densities. Such transition,

driven by the Coulomb exchange, is indeed present as FM2
phase in Fig. 11 in a FM region of high 𝑟𝑠 . It exhibits a circular
Fermi surface. Conversely, the annular FM1 phase emerges in
the regime of a dense electron gas, where the PSOI interac-
tions are strong due to their strong momentum dependence.
Both FM phases exhibit spin polarization normal to the plane,
with the easy axis set by the PSOI. This is also different from
the conventional 2D Bloch ferromagnetism, where the spin
rotation symmetry can spontaneously break in any direction.

A(eVÅ)

FM1

FM2

PM

FIG. 11. The phase diagram for the spin polarization of a 2D electron
gas with PSOI. The system parameters are those typically found in
2D Rashba materials [3]:𝑚 = 0.01 eV, 𝐵 = 50Å2eV, 𝑑 = 50Å, 𝜖 = 20.

The emergence of the annular FM phase is due to the
moat-band dispersion created by PSOI. Notice that the single-
particle Rashba effect, due to a normal electric field ℰ𝑧 , also
leads to a similar moat-band. In the latter scenario, the elec-
tron system displays a momentum-locked chiral spin texture.
In the annular FM phase, on the other hand, electrons exhibit
complete spin polarization in the 𝑧-direction.
In both FM1 and FM2 phases, electrons remain unaffected

by the single-particle RSOI, 𝐻RSOI = 𝛼 (𝝈 ×𝓔𝑧) · 𝒑, since the
magnetization, 𝝈 , is colinear with the external field. Only
when the electric field surpasses a certain critical magnitude
of the order ofℰ𝑐 ≃ 𝑣𝐹 /𝛼 , the 𝑧-polarized FM phases lose their
stability. A transition to an alternative spin-polarized phase,
potentially exhibiting nematic order, is plausible [97–99] at a
larger external field.

10 The parameter 𝑟𝑠 , defined through the Bohr radius, typically describes a
Galilean-invariant electron system that interacts via a power-law Coulomb
potential. It is clear that neither of these characteristics apply to our
system. However, we still need to establish some scale to investigate the
dependence of the HF energy on the electron concentration. Thus we

formally define the Bohr radius 𝑎𝐵 for the Coulomb interaction within the
bulk material, characterized by the dielectric constant 𝜖 . This definition is
made under the assumption of an effective electron mass, as determined
by the bare band curvature 𝐵.
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