
Universal Symmetry Constraints on Spin Polarization in Non-centrosymmetric Crystals

Wei Tan,1, ∗ Jianfeng Wang,2, ∗ Yang Li,1 and Bing Huang1, 3, †

1Beijing Computational Science Research Center, Beijing 100193, China
2School of Physics, Beihang University, Beijing 100191, China

3Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China
(Dated: December 6, 2023)

The current understanding of spin-polarization phenomena in crystals relying on the crystalline symmetries is
far from complete. Here, we develop a universal theory, consisting of five basic rules, to capture the diverse spin
textures (STs) in non-centrosymmetric crystals, exhaustively classifying the non-centrosymmetric symmetry
operations and in particular their combination with time-reversal symmetry in symmetry-protected k-invariant
subspace. Our theory is verified by extensive material examples based on the first-principles calculations, ex-
plaining their kaleidoscopic STs or even vanishing spin-polarization effect. Interestingly, based on our theory,
we argue that the generally accepted radial STs in chiral crystals cannot be rigorous. More importantly, combin-
ing with topological band theory, we propose the three-dimensional symmetry-enforced persistent STs, which
is long sought but never be discovered, could be abundant in two families of nonsymmorphic crystals. Our
theory could broaden our understanding of spin-polarization effect and enable the dream of ab inition design of
desirable STs in crystals.

Introduction. Symmetry is the basis of the universe. In
condensed matter, crystalline symmetry provides a fundamen-
tal framework to understand or predict a wide range of physi-
cal phenomena. For examples, in crystals with PT symmetry,
the presence of spin-orbital coupling (SOC) effect can induce
the degeneracy of energy bands, generating hidden spin po-
larization [1–4]. When PT symmetry is broken, SOC effect
can lift the degeneracy of energy bands, leading to nonzero
spin polarization [5]. Importantly, many interesting spin-
related phenomena, such as Edelstein effect [6–10], spin-orbit
torque [11–14], spin galvanic effects [15–17] and spin relax-
ation [18–23], attribute to their unique spin textures (STs),
which consist of the spin-polarization vectors of different k
points in Brillouin zone (BZ). The ST reveals the inherent in-
terplay between charge and spin degrees under both crystal
field and external field.

In history, the most famous STs are Rashba and Dressel-
haus ones, which were initially discovered in wurtzite [5, 24,
25] and zinc-blende [5, 26] crystals more than half a cen-
tury ago. Recently, the emergence of unexpectedly new STs,
e.g., radial STs in chiral crystal (such as elemental Te [27–
29]) and two-dimensional (2D) persistent STs (PSTs) in non-
centrosymmetric systems with point groups of C3h and D3h

(such as Ge3Pb5O11 [30]), stimulates intensive interests to
explore their physical origin [31–35]. While the traditional
way to understand these STs heavily relies on the establish-
ment of point-group-dependent low-order effective Hamilto-
nians [5, 24–27, 30, 33–35], a universal theory that solely
depends on the symmetry argument to capture the origin of
STs is still lacking, preventing the design of desirable STs for
spintronics, e.g., the real 3D PSTs with long spin decoherence
time.

In this Letter, we have developed a universal theory,
consisting of five independent symmetry-constrained rules,
to understand the dramatically changeable STs in non-
centrosymmetric crystals. Importantly, we enumerate all the
non-centrosymmetric crystalline-symmetry operations and

their combinations with time-reversal operation (T ) for arriv-
ing these rules. Our theory is verified by material examples
using first-principles density-functional theory (DFT) calcula-
tions (see Method [36]), explaining their variable STs or even
the appearance of zero spin-polarization lines (ZSPLs). Based
on our theory, we demonstrate that the widely believed radial
STs in chiral crystals cannot be rigorous. Finally, combin-
ing with topological band theory, we propose the symmetry-
constrained 3D PSTs could be very abundant in two big fam-
ilies of nonsymmorphic crystals.
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FIG. 1. Complete rules of spin-polarization. (a) Rule I: along rota-
tion axis (C2, C3, C4 and C6), only parallel spin-polarization compo-
nent can exist. (b) Rule II: in mirror plane, only perpendicular spin-
polarization component can exist. (c) Rule III: along n̄ × T -invariant
axis (n̄ represents roto-inversion 4̄ and 6̄), a ZSPL is obtained (de-
noted by green-line). (d) Rule IV: in C2 × T -invariant plane, only
in-plane spin-polarization component can exist. (e) Rule V: along
m×T -invariant axis, only perpendicular spin-polarization component
can exist. Arrows indicate the directions of spin-polarization vectors.
Red-dots represents time-reversal-invariant-momenta (TRIMs).
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Complete Rules for Spin-polarization. Considering a gen-
eral crystalline-symmetry operation (e.g., mirror m or two-
fold rotation C2) or its combination with T (e.g., m × T or
C2 × T ), it will keep some wave-vectors k invariant in BZ.
These invariant k constitute a subspace M[O] [37]. And
the observable spin-polarization vector component ⟨S (n,k)

i ⟩ =

⟨ψ(n, k) | Ŝ i | ψ(n, k)⟩ is severely constrained by the symme-
try O on M[O] (i = x, y, z; n=band index). For example, PT
symmetry flips spin-polarization vector S⃗ but preserves k in
the whole BZ, thus generating spin degeneracy or even hid-
den spin polarization in some nonmagnetic centrosymmetric
crystals [1] and anti-ferromagnetic crystals [3].

Here, we explore the symmetry constraints on ⟨S (n,k)
i ⟩ in

non-centrosymmetric systems. For each space group, its
crystalline-symmetry operations can be represented by its
generators. By enumerating all these generators for non-
centrosymmetric space groups (Table S1 [36]), we could
classify them into three classes: rotation/screw-rotation,
mirror/glide-mirror, and roto-inversion operations (Table
S2 [36]). Combining with T and temporarily ignoring frac-
tional translations in consideration of ST in k space, we obtain
five basic rules of symmetry constraint on spin-polarization:

(i) Cn-constrained Parallel Spin-polarization: Without loss
of generality, considering a n-fold rotation symmetry along z
direction (Cnz), Cnz acts in both momentum space (kx, ky, kz)
and spin space (S x, S y, S z) simultaneously,

Cnz : (kx, ky, kz)→ (Cnzkx,Cnzky, kz)
(S x, S y, S z)→ (CnzS x,CnzS y, S z).

(1)

Thus, in Cnz-preserved M[Cnz], one has
(⟨S n,k

x ⟩, ⟨S
n,k
y ⟩, ⟨S

n,k
z )⟩=(Cnz⟨S

n,k
x ⟩,Cnz⟨S

n,k
y ⟩, ⟨S

n,k
z ⟩), and

deduce that ⟨S (n,k)
x ⟩ and ⟨S (n,k)

y ⟩ are exactly zero. Therefore,
only parallel ⟨S (n,k)

z ⟩ are nonzero in M[Cnz] [Fig. 1(a), Rule
I].

(ii) m-constrained Perpendicular Spin-polarization: Con-
sidering a generic mirror symmetry perpendicular to y axis
(my), we have

my : (kx, ky, kz)→ (kx,−ky, kz)
(S x, S y, S z)→ (−S x, S y,−S z).

(2)

Thus, in my-preserved M[my], one has
(⟨S n,k

x ⟩, ⟨S
n,k
y ⟩, ⟨S

n,k
z ⟩)=(−⟨S n,k

x ⟩, ⟨S
n,k
y ⟩,−⟨S

n,k
z ⟩), and de-

duce that ⟨S (n,k)
x ⟩ and ⟨S (n,k)

z ⟩ are exactly zero. Therefore, only
out-of-plane ⟨S (n,k)

y ⟩ is allowed in M[my] [Fig. 1(b), Rule II].
(iii) n̄×T-constrained ZSPL: Considering a generic fourfold

roto-inversion symmetry along z direction with T (4̄z ×T ), we
have

4̄z × T : (kx, ky, kz)→ (−ky, kx, kz)
(S x, S y, S z)→ (S y,−S x,−S z).

(3)

Thus, in 4̄z × T -preserved M
[
4̄z × T

]
, one has

(⟨S n,k
x ⟩, ⟨S

n,k
y ⟩, ⟨S

n,k
z ⟩)=(⟨S n,k

y ⟩,−⟨S
n,k
x ⟩,−⟨S

n,k
z ⟩), and de-

duce that all ⟨S (n,k)
i ⟩ are exactly zero, forming a ZSPL along

4̄z × T -invariant axis. A similar conclusion holds for 6̄z × T
[Fig. 1(c), Rule III].

(iv) C2 × T-constrained In-plane Spin-polarization: Con-
sidering a generic C2z with T (C2z × T ), we have

C2z × T : (kx, ky, kz)→ (kx, ky,−kz)
(S x, S y, S z)→ (S x, S y,−S z).

(4)

Thus, in C2z × T -preserved M[C2z × T ], one has
(⟨S n,k

x ⟩, ⟨S
n,k
y ⟩, ⟨S

n,k
z ⟩)=(⟨S n,k

x ⟩, ⟨S
n,k
y ⟩,−⟨S

n,k
z ⟩), and deduce that

⟨S (n,k)
z ⟩ is exactly zero. Therefore, only in-plane ⟨S (n,k)

x ⟩ and
⟨S (n,k)

y ⟩ are nonzero in M[C2z × T ] [Fig. 1(d), Rule IV].
(v) m × T-constrained Perpendicular Spin-polarization:

Considering a generic my with T (my × T ), we have,

my × T : (kx, ky, kz)→ (−kx, ky,−kz)
(S x, S y, S z)→ (S x,−S y, S z).

(5)

Thus, in my × T -preserved M[my × T ], one has
(⟨S n,k

x ⟩, ⟨S
n,k
y ⟩, ⟨S

n,k
z ⟩)=(⟨S n,k

x ⟩,−⟨S
n,k
y ⟩, ⟨S

n,k
z ⟩), and deduce

that ⟨S (n,k)
y ⟩ is exactly zero. Therefore, parallel ⟨S (n,k)

y ⟩ are
forbidden in M[my × T ] [Fig. 1(e), Rule V].

While Rules I and II may be partially indicated in the liter-
ature [31, 38], to best of our knowledge, Rule III-V are pro-
posed for the first time forming a complete theory. In addition,
the above conclusion can also apply to nonsymmorphic sym-
metries including the fractional translations. In terms of Rule
I-V, we can realize that the S⃗ is always parallel to rotation
axis and C2 ×T -invariant plane, perpendicular to mirror plane
and m × T -invariant axis, or exhibits a ZSPL along n̄ × T -
invariant axis, at the symmetry-preserved k-invariant regions.
In principle, these individual rules or their combinations can
be applied to understand the framework of kaleidoscopic STs
in non-centrosymmetric crystals, even without the knowledge
of their specific Hamiltonians.

Based on the rules, it is interesting to further understand
the emergence of ZSPLs, which can be classified into two
types. Type-I is pinned ZSPL, including two major cases: (i)
According to Rule III, there is a pinned ZSPL along n̄ × T -
invariant axis; (ii) Combining Rules I and II, when two mir-
ror symmetries are included and related by rotation (e.g., mx

and my, and C2z = mx × my), a ZSPL is formed and pinned
along the intersecting lines of mx and my, i.e., the C2z axis [39].
Type-II is unpinned ZSPL: Combining Rule II with T (e.g.,
a TRIM point is located in the mirror plane), only perpendic-
ular ⟨S n,k

i ⟩ is allowed in mirror plane, while the presence of
T flips ⟨S n,k

i ⟩ from +k point to −k point, i.e., ⟨S n,k
i ⟩=−⟨S

n,−k
i ⟩,

thus creating at least one unpinned boundary line with zero
spin-polarization, which separates the regions with opposite
perpendicular spin-polarizations. Therefore, at least one un-
pinned ZSPL exists in such single mirror plane of nonmag-
netic non-centrosymmetric crystals.

Material Verification. The crystals with low point-group
symmetries, e.g., C2, Cs and S4, are selected to confirm our
rules. The first example is I4Tl2Zn. As shown in Fig. 2(a),
black-line and orange-plane represent rotation axis and C2 ×
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FIG. 2. DFT-calculated spin textures centered at Γ-point. (a) First
BZ and (b) STs of I4Tl2Zn (space group P21). (c) First BZ and (d)
STs of ReN2 (space group Pm). (e) First BZ and (f) STs of GeSe2

(space group P4̄). Red-dots represents TRIMs. Green-line represents
ZSPL. Here, STs are plotted for the band near Fermi-level. We note
that the features of STs are determined by our rules and independent
of the selected bands (Figs. S1-S3 [36]).

T -invariant plane in BZ, respectively. I4Tl2Zn has a twofold
screw-rotation s2,010 =

{
C2,010| 0 1/2 0

}
along y direction. In

Fig. 2(b), DFT-calculations show that: (i) Only parallel ⟨S (n,k)
y ⟩

is allowed along ky axis (rotation axis), confirming Rule I. (ii)
Only in-plane ⟨S (n,k)

x ⟩ and ⟨S (n,k)
z ⟩ are nonzero in ky=0 (C2×T -

invariant plane), confirming Rule IV.
The second example is ReN2. As shown in Fig. 2(c),

yellow-line and grey-plane represent m × T -invariant axis
and mirror plane, respectively. There is only a single mir-
ror symmetry m010 perpendicular to y axis. In Fig. 2(d),
DFT-calculations reveal that: (i) Parallel ⟨S (n,k)

y ⟩ is forbidden
along ky axis (m × T -invariant axis), confirming Rule V. (ii)
Only perpendicular ⟨S (n,k)

y ⟩ is nonzero in ky=0 plane (mirror
plane), confirming Rule II and meanwhile forming 2D PSTs.
Thus, we can image that abundant non-centrosymmetric ma-
terials with mirror symmetry can possess 2D PSTs, providing
a more fundamental explanation for the observed 2D PSTs in
many reported materials [30, 38, 40]. Interestingly, there ex-
ists one type-II ZSPL in the single mirror plane [green-line in
Fig. 2(d)], separating the regions with opposite perpendicular
S⃗ . The position of ZSPL is changeable for different energy
bands (Fig. S2 [36]).

The third example is GeSe2. As shown in Fig. 2(e), cyan-
line and orange-plane represent n̄×T -invariant axis and C2×T -

invariant plane, respectively. There is a roto-inversion 4̄010
and a twofold-rotation C2,010 along y axis. Using DFT calcu-
lations, we find that: (i) Type-I ZSPL appears along ky axis
(4̄010 × T -invariant axis), confirming Rule III. Differing from
Fig. 2(d), the position of ZSPL is fixed for different bands
(Fig. S3 [36]). (ii) Only in-plane ⟨S (n,k)

x ⟩ and ⟨S (n,k)
z ⟩ are

nonzero in ky=0 plane (C2 × T -invariant plane) [Fig. 2(f)],
confirming Rule IV. Besides these three typical examples, we
have done extensively material examples to confirm the uni-
versality of our rules (Figs. S4-S17 [36]).
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FIG. 3. Spin textures in chiral Tellurium. (a) Side and (b) top
views of first BZ for Tellurium. In (b), black- and orange-lines
represent twofold-rotation axes and C2 × T -invariant planes, respec-
tively. DFT-calculated spin textures in kz=π plane centered at A point
within (c) |k|∽0.1Å−1 and (d) |k|∽0.01Å−1, respectively. Calculated
band is the second lowest conduction band. Colors in plane represent
the magnitude of out-of-plane ⟨S (n,k)

z ⟩. Red- and cyan-dots represent
TRIMs and non-TRIMs, respectively.

Spin Texture of Chiral Crystal. Our rules can present a
deeper understanding of some unusual STs in crystals, e.g.,
the proposed radial STs in chiral crystals [27–29]. Taking
quasi-1D Tellurium (Te) with space group P3221 as an ex-
ample, its first BZ is plotted in Fig. 3(a). As shown in
Fig. 3(b), there is one threefold screw-rotation along z axis,
three twofold C2 rotations along A-H paths and three C2 × T -
invariant planes [orange-lines from top view in Fig. 3(b)] per-
pendicular to A-H paths. According to Rule I, the S⃗ are ex-
actly parallel along A-H paths, which provides a rigorously
radial backbone [41]. According to Rule IV, the S⃗ are exactly
constrained in C2 × T -invariant planes but with undetermined
directions, that is, there is no guarantee for the S⃗ being ra-
dial along A-L paths where only three C2 ×T -invariant planes
exist.

To confirm our speculation, DFT-calculated STs in kz=π
plane are shown in Fig. 3(c). Indeed, radial S⃗ only exist along
three A-H paths, and there are obviously nonzero ⟨S (n,k)

z ⟩ com-
ponents in other k points including three A-L paths. There-
fore, the purely radial STs could not exist in Te, contrary to
the generally accepted conclusion [27–29, 31]. Only if the
BZ is constrained to a sufficiently small region [Fig. 3(d)], the
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FIG. 4. 3D persistent spin texture. (a) Principle of 3D PST produced by two-fold screw-rotation in combination with T . (b) First BZ
of material example PI3 (space group P63). A twofold screw-rotation s2,001 =

{
C2,001| 0 0 1/2

}
is along z axis. Green-plane represents a

nodal-plane. Green-dots represent high-symmetry points generating 3D PSTs. (c) DFT-calculated 3D PST surrounding A point, where spin-
polarization is along z direction. (d) PST from an arbitrary 2D cut-plane marked in (c). (e) Principle of 3D PST produced by glide-mirror in
combination with T . (f) First BZ of material example PbS (space group Pma2). A glide mirror m̃010 = {m010| 1/2 0 0} perpendicular to y axis
exists. Green-lines represent the nodal-lines. (g) DFT-calculated 3D PST surrounding R point, where spin-polarization is along y direction.
(h) PST from an arbitrary 2D cut-plane marked in (g).

radial-like STs may exist with sufficiently small spin compo-
nents of ⟨S (n,k)

z ⟩. In fact, the emergence of radial ST in Te
is the result of combined action of multiple rotation symme-
tries under k-linear approximation of k · p Hamiltonians, in
which the threefold screw-rotation operation is equivalent to
an n-fold rotation operation (n→ ∞). Indeed, whether purely
radial STs can exist in chiral systems is also questioned based
on the complicated high-order terms in Hamiltonians [35].

Symmetry-constrained 3D PSTs. While Rule II indicates
2D PSTs can appear in mirror plane of crystals, whether a full-
space 3D PST can exist is still a mystery, as it is never discov-
ered in a real system. Here, combining our rules with topo-
logical band theory, importantly, we propose that two cases of
symmetry-constrained 3D PSTs can exists. Case-I is gener-
ated by two-fold screw-rotation having a parallel fractional
translation in combination with T (left-panel, Fig. 4). As
shown in Fig. 4(a), according to Rule I, only parallel ⟨S (n,k)

z ⟩

is nonzero along kz rotation axis. For a nonmagnetic crystal
with a generic twofold screw-rotation s2,001, the S⃗ is (almost)
null in kz=π plane, where a s2,001 × T enforced nodal plane is
formed based on topological band theory [42–45], thus gen-
erating spin degeneracy. Especially, when the only retained
k-linear term kzσz is dominated in k · p Hamiltonian, the S⃗
surrounding the high-symmetry point of BZ boundary is uni-
formly aligned along screw-rotation axis, forming a 3D PST.
To confirm our idea, we select PI3 material (space group P63)
as an example, whose first BZ is shown in Fig. 4(b). There is

a twofold screw-rotation s2,001 along z axis and a s2,001 × T -
enforced nodal-plane at kz=π plane. The calculated 3D STs
of second-lowest conduction band surrounding A point are
shown in Fig. 4(c), which exhibit two features: i) 3D PSTs
along z direction exist in the full Bloch sphere where k-linear
term kzσz is dominated; Fig. 4(d) further shows the slice of
3D PST in 2D cut-plane. ii) The direction of S⃗ flips from +z
in kz > 0 to −z in kz < 0, due to T symmetry. Interestingly,
the existence of 3D PSTs is independent of the specific en-
ergy band and can be described by kzσz (Figs. S19-S20 [36]),
which are also found around L and H points (Fig. S18 [36]).
3D PST can be maintained within a large radius of 0.1 Å−1

(Fig. S21 [36]). Besides of PI3, Case-I 3D PSTs are also
observed in Ag2Se (space group P212121) due to the similar
reason (Fig. S26 [36]).

Case-II 3D PST is generated by glide-mirror having at
least a parallel fractional translation in combination with T
(right panel, Fig. 4). As shown in Fig. 4(e), according to
Rule II, only perpendicular ⟨S (n,k)

y ⟩ are nonzero in mirror
plane. For the nonmagnetic systems with a generic glide-
mirror m̃010 = {m010| 1/2 0 0}, S⃗ is almost null along y di-
rection in kx=π plane, where m̃010 × T -enforced nodal lines
are formed based on topological band theory [43–46]) and the
fractional translation determines the positions of nodal lines.
Similarly, when the only retained k-linear term kxσy is domi-
nated in k · p Hamiltonian, S⃗ surrounding the high-symmetry
point of BZ boundary is uniformly aligned perpendicular to
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the glide-mirror plane. Again, to confirm our design principle,
we select PbS material (space group Pma2) as an example,
whose first BZ is shown in Fig. 4(f). There is a glide-mirror
m̃010 perpendicular to y axis and two nodal-lines along U-R
and X-S in the BZ. The calculated 3D STs of lowest conduc-
tion band surrounding R point are shown in Fig. 4(g), which
also exhibit two features: i) 3D PSTs along y direction exist in
the full Bloch sphere where k-linear term kxσy is dominated;
Fig. 4(h) further shows the slice of 3D PST in 2D cut-plane.
ii) The direction of S⃗ flips from +y in kx < 0 to −y in kx > 0.
The existence of 3D PSTs is independent of the specific en-
ergy band and can be described by kxσy (Figs. S23-S24 [36]),
which are also found around X, S and U points (Fig. S22 [36])
and almost maintained within a large radius of 0.1 Å−1 (Fig.
S25 [36]). Besides of PbS, Case-II 3D PSTs are also observed
in Ba2Ti(GeO4)2 (space group P4bm) (Fig. S27 [36]). It is
noted that in a system with more than one nonsymmorphic
symmetry, the additional presence of s2 or m̃ will affect the
band-crossing at the specific boundary-points of BZ [47], in
which 3D PSTs could be broken (Figs. S26-S27 [36]).

Outlook. We emphasize that the interesting concept of
chirality-induced spin selectivity (CISS) [48, 49] in chem-
istry can also been understood based on our theory. For
example, since DNA-like molecule holds twofold screw-
rotation symmetry, similar to Case-I 3D PSTs, a symmetry-
constrained PST will appear, which could create significant
circular dichroism.

We have revealed the general theory of spin polarization in
non-centrosymmetric crystals. For a system with a given sym-
metry (regardless nonmagnetic or magnetic), our theory can
provide a framework for its ST in entire BZ. At a generic k
point out of symmetry-preserved k-invariant subspace, its de-
tailed ST may vary in different materials even with same space
group, which is orbital dependent (Figs. S6-S7, S9-S14, S22-
S23 [36]). Our theory also indicates there are two types of
ZSPLs, one is unpinned (band-index dependent) and another
is pinned (band-index independent). Finally, we predict the
symmetry-constrained 3D PSTs can widely exist in two fam-
ilies of nonsymmorphic materials, which paves the way for
designing the long-lifetime spintronic devices.
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