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We demonstrate the emergence of collective spin modes with hyperbolic dispersion in three-
dimensional spin-orbit coupled polar metals magnetized by intrinsic ordering or applied fields. These
particle-hole bound states exist for arbitrarily weak repulsive interactions; they are optically acces-
sible and can be used to generate pure spin current when magnetization is tilted away from the
polar axis. We suggest material hosts for these excitations and discuss their potential relevance to
nanoscale spintronic and polaritonic applications.

Introduction: Hyperbolic metamaterials, highly
anisotropic media, where the dispersion of photons
changes sign as a function of orientation, have emerged
as promising hosts for many optical applications includ-
ing low loss waveguiding and sub-wavelength imaging [1–
8]. Hyperbolic collective light-matter excitations includ-
ing exciton-polaritons and plasmon-polaritons have also
been studied [9–13]. Despite the progress in the field,
no platform hosting optically accessible hyperbolic spin
waves has been proposed; they would present new ways
to scale down spintronic circuits [14] and magnonic sys-
tems [15–17], integrating them with optics.

In this work we show that magnetized three-
dimensional (3D) spin-orbit coupled polar metals host
collective spin modes with hyperbolic dispersion (Fig. 1).
A magnetization component along the polar axis results
in a gapped interband excitation spectrum, with a quasi-
two-dimensional single-electron dispersion at momenta
at minimal gap values (Figs. 1(a) and (c)). This di-
mensional reduction leads to the existence of collective
modes even for weak repulsive interactions, and their
hyperbolic energy-momentum relation results from their
single-particle dispersion anisotropy (Fig. 1(b)).

We furthermore demonstrate that these spin waves,
presented schematically (red) in Figs. 1(c) and (d), carry
spin close to 1, which is polarized along the polar axis.
Tilting the magnetization with respect to the polar axis
gives the q = 0 spin waves a nonzero velocity, resulting
in a finite spin current. Finally, we show that these spin
waves are optically accessible, suggesting possibilities for
the optical generation of pure spin currents and polari-
tonic applications.

Model: We consider a spin-orbit coupled 3D polar
metal with a closed Fermi surface and a single polar axis,
chosen along ẑ (Fig. 1(a) inset). Requiring the presence
of at least one mirror symmetry containing the polar axis,
one drastically reduces the number of allowed terms in
k · p expansion around the ẑ axis to only two: kxσ̂y and
kyσ̂x. This corresponds to point groups D2h or C3v. A
generic 3D Fermi surface would then cross the z axis at
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FIG. 1. Schematics of (a) the single electron dispersion and
(b) the particle-hole bound state near the poles of the Fermi
surface (a, inset); the dispersion along kz only shifts the
overall dispersion without changing its shape, implying two-
dimensional kinematics for the electrons. (c) and (d) show the
dispersion of particle hole excitation (c) perpendicular and (d)
parallel to the polar axis. The collective mode energy is equal
to Ω0 at q = 0, and disperses with opposite curvatures at
small q (solid red lines), suggesting hyperbolicity. The corre-
sponding isofrequency surface is shown in the inset (b).

±kF (note that this is not fulfilled for strongly quasi-2D
materials with cylindrical Fermi surface). A low-energy
model is obtained by expanding the dispersion near Dirac
points on the Fermi surface k = (0, 0,±kF ). Finally, we
describe the effect of a magnetic field or a ferromagnetic
order of magnetic impurities by Zeeman splitting - the
leading term in the k expansion. The resulting single-
particle Hamiltonian is given by

Ĥ0 = ±vF k⊥ +
k2∥
2m

+ α(kyσ̂x − kxσ̂y) +
∆Z

2
σ̂z, (1)

where k⊥ ≡ kz, |k∥| ≡ (k2x + k2y)
1/2, σ̂i are spin Pauli

matrices and ∆Z = gµBB is the Zeeman energy splitting
with g, µB and B are Lande g-factor, Bohr magneton
and the strength of the magnetic field, respectively. The
single-particle Hamiltonian (1) is diagonal in the eigen-
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basis: H0 → Hch
0 =

∑
pγ εkγa

†
pγapγ , where apγ is the

electron annihilation operator and

εkγ = ±vF k⊥ +
k2∥
2m

+
γ

2
ϵk; ϵk ≡

√
∆2

Z + 4α2k2∥,
(2)

is the eigenvalue, with γ = ±. A remarkable property of
(1) is that ϵk (2), the interband particle-hole excitation
energy, is effectively two-dimensional. Therefore, similar
to the Cooper problem [18], this reduction in dimension-
ality suggests the possibility of the formation of a bound
state below the spin-flip particle-hole continuum (shaded
region in Figs. 1(c) and (d)) for weak interactions.

Bound state at weak coupling: To study the ef-
fects of electron-electron interactions (see the discus-
sion of electron-soft-phonon interaction in Refs. [19,
20]), we approximate the full screened Coulomb in-
teraction by a contact repulsive potential: ĤU =
(U/2V )

∑
qpp′

∑
σσ′ c

†
p+q,σc

†
p′−q,σ′cp′σ′cpσ, where V is

volume and cpσ is the destruction operator for electron
with momentum p and spin σ.

To study the emergent particle-hole bound states and
their properties, we use the random phase approximation
(RPA) using equations of motion (EoM) [21] approach.
In the Supplementary materials (SM) [22], we show that
this approach leads to same results as the diagrammatic
summation of ladder diagrams for the spin-susceptibility
used previously [23–25], while also allowing to access the
bound state wave function. Another approach is phe-
nomenological Fermi liquid theory which has been fre-
quently considered to study spin collective modes in semi-
conductor heterostructures [26–29] and graphene [30–32].

Following the EoM approach [21], we consider a trial
wavefunction of the particle-hole bound state with mo-
mentum q, described by the creation operator [21, 33]:

Q†
q =

∑
k C

+−
kq a

†
k+q,+ak−. We neglect the coupling to

intraband excitations - plasmons, as their energies in
metals are typically large and their coupling to the in-
terband modes vanishes linearly in q [22]. For Ω > 0,
the coupling of C+−

kq with C−+
kq is also small, so the

latter is neglected too [22]. The EoM for the exci-
ton creation operator is iQ̇†

q(t) = [H,Q†
q(t)], and we

look for stationary solutions Q†
q(t) = Q†

qe
−iΩt, where

Ω is the spin-exciton (or bound state) frequency. In
RPA, the operator products in the EoM are replaced
by their average values in the ground state of the sys-
tem [21]: a†p′β′apβ → ⟨FG|a†p′β′apβ |FG⟩ = δpp′δββ′npβ ,
where |FG⟩ refers to the ground state Fermi gas and
npβ ≡ nF (εpβ) to the Fermi function corresponding to
occupation of electronic states with momentum p from
the band β. The EoM results into the integral equation
on C+−

kq [22]:

C+−
kq = Nq (Ωq − εk+q,+ + εk−)

−1
,

Nq =
U

V

∑

k′

C+−
k′qPkk′q(nk′+q,+ − nk′−),

(3)

where Pkk′q = ⟨fk′−|fk−⟩⟨fk+q,+|fk′+q,+⟩, with |fps⟩ as
the single-particle eigenstates of the Hamiltonian (1) [34].
Equation (3) can be solved for Ωq only numerically be-

cause of the complicated form of Pkk′q. However, near
the gapped Dirac point (DPV model) Pkk′q simplifies
drastically, making Eq. (3) possible to be solved ana-
lytically. Indeed, near Dirac points the in-plane single-
particle dispersion can be assumed weak. So, we can
expand Pkk′q, which primarily involves ϵk (2), assuming
large ∆Z [22]: Pkk′q ≈ (k++q+)(k

′
−+q−)/|(k+q)∥(k′+

q)∥|, where p± ≡ px + ipy. The integral equation (3),
therefore, reduces to

1 = U
∑

β=±

∫ ∆Z
2vF

− ∆Z
2vF

dk⊥
2π

∫
d2k∥
(2π)2

[
Ωq −∆Z − βvF qz

− m+ +m−
2m+m−

(
k∥ + q∥

m−
m+ +m−

)2

−
q2∥

2(m+ +m−)

]−1

,

(4)

where m−1
± ≡ 2α2/∆Z ± m−1. The limits of k⊥-

integral are determined by the difference of Fermi func-
tions within the Dirac point approximation. The sum
over β takes into account the contribution from two
Dirac points, located at ±kF ẑ on the Fermi surface (see
Fig. 1(a)). Since the k⊥-integral (4) decouples from
the k∥-integral, the exciton physics near Dirac points is
mainly governed by the effective two-dimensionality of
the particle-hole excitation (Fig. 1(a)), which suggests
a BCS-like bound state below the spin-flip particle-hole
continuum (Fig. 1(b)). Writing Ωq ≈ ∆Z−EB(q), where
0 < EB(q) ≪ ∆Z is the binding energy, and then do-

ing k-integral, we obtain EB(q) ≈
[
(E0

B)
2 + v2F q

2
z

]1/2 −
q2∥/2(m++m−). The bound state energy (assuming small

qz), therefore, is

Ωq ≈ ∆Z − E0
B + p1q

2
∥ − p2q

2
⊥,

E0
B ≈ 2α2Λ2

∆Z
Exp

[
−8π2α2vF

U∆2
Z

]
, p2 =

v2F
2E0

B

> 0,

p1 ≡ 1

2(m+ +m−)
=

(4m2α4 −∆2
Z)

8m2α2∆Z
,

(5)

where Λ is the high-momentum cutoff, which takes into
account all the high energy contribution, including the
Fermi surface. We note that since the k∥-integral in
Eq. (4) depends on Λ, the integral equation (4) is satis-
fied only when the electron-electron coupling (U) is weak.
Indeed, the form of E0

B suggests that the largeness com-
ing from Λ2 is compensated by arbitrarily weak coupling
(small U), thus justifying 0 < E0

B ≪ ∆Z . This results in
a bound state exponentially close to the continuum.
An interesting feature of the spin-exciton bound state

(5) is that its dispersion is “hyperbolic” when p1 > 0,
or 2mα2 ≫ ∆Z : the sign of dispersion in the plane (x-
y) is opposite to that out of the plane (ẑ), indicating
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hyperbolicity, as shown schematically (red) in Figs. 1(c)
and (d). The hyperbolic dispersion of spin-excitons arises
due to the interplay of anisotropy of the Fermi surface
(evident from the eigenvalue (2)) and its concave nature
near the pole (Fig. 1(b) inset): for p1 > 0, while the cur-
vature of the out-of-plane dispersion for both bands is
same, it is opposite in the plane near poles of the Fermi
surface. This results in hyperbolic dispersion of the col-
lective mode (5). On the other hand, for p1 < 0, the
Fermi surface is still anisotropic, however, it is now con-
vex which results in the mode dispersion a downward
parabola (5).

We emphasize that to obtain the result (5), we assumed
E0

B ∼ 2α2k2∥/∆Z in Eq. (4). To recover the well-known

large ∆Z limit (Silin Leggett mode) [35, 36], one must as-
sume E0

B ≫ 2α2k2∥/∆Z instead (because of the largeness

of ∆Z) and k∥ ∼ kF ; see SM [22] for derivations.
The appearance of large momentum cut-off (Λ) in

Eq. (5) is generic for Dirac systems, hence it shows up
in the DPV model. However, we emphasize that Λ is
not undetermined. One can assume the Fermi surface
to be spherical, appropriate for a low-density semicon-
ductor, and calculate it using diagrammatic RPA. In-
deed, we find Λ ∼ kF , which is reasonable for large
Fermi surface assumption; the explicit calculation gives
Λ ≈ 2kF e

α2k2
F /∆2

Z [22]. Physically, Λ ∼ kF arises because
of the change in spin polarization from the poles of the
Fermi surface (fully polarized along ẑ) to its equator (in
the plane), thus reducing the polarization operator.

Bound State Wavefunction: We now discuss the
bound state wavefunction. Specifically, we will cal-
culate the coefficient C+−

kq , which is defined in terms
of Nq (3). To obtain Nq, we use the condition

⟨FG|[Qq, Q
†
q′ ]|FG⟩ = δqq′ . The averaging of the com-

mutator over the ground state gives the normalization
condition [22]:

∑
k |C+−

kq |2(nk−−nk+q,+) = 1. Using this

condition in the first line of Eq. (3), we obtain |Nq|2 =

U−2
[∑

k(nk− − nk+q,+)/(Ωq − εk+q,+ + εk−)2
]−1

.
Calculating the k-integral as in Eq. (4) and substituting
it back in the first line of Eq. (3), we obtain [22]

|C+−
kq |2 ≡

∣∣∣C+−
(±kFz,k∥),q

∣∣∣
2

≈
8π2α2vFE0

B

V∆2
Z

(
1 +

v2
F q2⊥

2(E0
B)2

)−1

[
E0

B +
v2
F q2⊥
2E0

B
± vF q⊥ + 2α2

∆Z

(
k∥ +

q∥
2

(
1 + ∆Z

2mα2

))2]2 ,

(6)

where ± refers to two Dirac points of the Fermi surface
and E0

B is given in Eq. (5). The normalization condition
can be verified:

∑
k,β=± |C(βkFz,k∥),q|2 = 1. The form

of |C+−
kq |2 (6) suggests that the exciton wavefunction is

a decaying function of momenta, which indicates a local-
ized nature of the bound state.

Using the form of |Ckq|2 (6), we can calculate

the average spin polarization in the exciton basis:
⟨Ŝ⟩ ≡ ⟨xc(q)|Ŝ|xc(q)⟩, where |xc(q)⟩ = Q†

q|FG⟩ =∑
k C

+−
kq a

†
k+q,+ak−|FG⟩ is the eigenstate of spin-

excitons. We find [22]

⟨Ŝz⟩ = 1 +O(q2∥, q
2
z), ⟨Ŝx(y)⟩ = ∓qy(x)

2mα
+O(q3∥), (7)

where −(+) sign is for Sx(y). We observe that ⟨Ŝz⟩ ≈ 1,

while ⟨Ŝx,y⟩ vanishes at q = 0. This suggests that in
the weak coupling limit the exciton carries a magnetic
moment of almost 1 which is oriented along ẑ.
Spin Current Generation: We now demonstrate that

these modes can be excited optically and may carry a
finite spin current in the presence of a tilted magnetic
field: ĤB = ∆Z/2σ̂z + ∆y/2σ̂y, where ∆Z and ∆y are
field components along ẑ and ŷ directions, respectively;
see left panel of Fig. 2(a) for the Fermi surface. Specif-
ically, we show that spin-excitons propagate in the form
of a wavepacket with velocity vxc, which depends on ∆y,
and their quanta carry a finite spin almost 1, polarized
along the polar axis (ẑ) (7). This may lead to a pure
spin-current.

We assume ∆y ≪ ∆Z for simplicity. Within the Dirac
point approximation, this has negligible effect (correction
would be O(∆2

y)) to the q = 0 part of the spin-exciton
frequency, Ω0 ≈ ∆Z −E0

B (5), so it is dropped. However,
its dispersion modifies due to broken in-plane rotation
and there appears a linear term [22]:

Ωtilt
q = Ω0+p1(q

2
x+q

2
y)+p3qx−p2q2z ; p3 ≡ ∆y/2mα, (8)

where p1,2 > 0 (5). The linear term provides a boost
(velocity) to the wavepacket along x̂, which translates
into a shift proportional to ∆y, as compared to that at
∆y = 0, of the isofrequency surface of the hyperbolic
mode (Fig. 2(a) right panel). Finally, we find that the
coefficient |C+−

kq |2 (6) modifies to the form with k∥ → k̄∥,

where |k̄∥| = (k̄2x + k2y)
1/2 and k̄x ≡ kx −∆y/2α.

We now discuss how the spin-excitons move as a
wavepacket. We construct a plane wave like auxiliary

function Ψ(r, t) ≡ ∑
qBqe

−iΩtilt
q teiq·r, where Ωtilt

q (8) is
the spin-exciton frequency in the presence of ∆y, which
satisfies the hyperbolic Schrodinger equation (HSE):

(i∂t − Ω0)Ψ(r, t) =
[
−p1

(
∂2x + ∂2y

)
+ p2∂

2
z − ip3∂x

]
Ψ(r, t).

(9)

It is to show that the exciton wavefunction takes
the same form as the auxiliary function Ψ(r, t). We
define the generalized exciton state as |ψ(t)⟩ =∑

qBqe
−iΩtilt

q t|xc(q)⟩ and find that ⟨ψ(t)|Ŝz(r)|ψ(t)⟩ ≈
|Ψ(r, t)|2 at the leading order. Indeed, we calculate
⟨xc(q)|Ŝz(r)|xc(q′)⟩ ≈ e−i(q−q′)·r(1+O

(
|q−q′|2

))
[22],

which, at leading order, suggests ⟨ψ(t)|Ŝz(r)|ψ(t)⟩ ≈∑
q,q′ B∗

qBq′e−i(q−q′)·rei(Ωq−Ωq′ )t = |Ψ(r, t)|2. Hence,
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the spin-exciton wavefunction, which intrinsically carries
a quanta of spin almost 1 and polarized along the polar
axis (7), can be interpreted to be of the same form as the
auxiliary function Ψ(r, t) which satisfies the HSE (9).

We now discuss the optical generation (q ≈ 0) of spin-
excitons, and the velocity with which the correspond-
ing wavepacket moves. These excitons exist inside the
Zeeman gap near Dirac points of the Fermi surface, as
schematically shown in Figs. 1(a) and (b). They are ex-
cited by shining the light on the sample with frequency
in resonance with the optical gap. According to Fermi’s
golden rule, the transition probability per unit time is

defined as Γ = (2π/ℏ)
∣∣⟨xc|̂j · A|FG⟩

∣∣2δ(Ω − Ω0), where

ĵ is the current operator and A is the vector potential.
For our DPV model, we obtain Γ (per unit volume) [22]:

Γ

V
=
e2∆2

ZE
0
B

4πℏvF

(
log

2α2Λ2

E0
B∆Z

)2

(A2
x +A2

y)δ(Ω− Ω0).

(10)

Here Λ ≫
√
E0

B∆Z/2α2 is the same high-momentum cut
off as introduced in Eq. (5). The spin-exciton dispersion
(8) suggests that at q = 0 excitons move with velocity
vxc ≡ dΩtilt

q /dqx|qx→0 = p3 = ∆y/2mα along x̂. So,
polar metals allow for optical generation of spin-excitons
which carry spin almost 1, polarized along ẑ, and move
with velocity vxc = ∆y/2mα. This may lead to pure
spin currents (any accompanying charge current is zero,
see SM [22]) and is the main result of this work.

We can now estimate the number of spin-excitons per
unit volume (nxc) from (10). The exciton velocity (vxc)
is known from experiments, which, together with nxc and
⟨Ŝz⟩ (7), gives the magnitude of spin-current density,
defined as jszx ≡ nxcvxc⟨Ŝz⟩. Assuming finite lifetime
(∆−1) of excitons, in vacuum the Γ/V near the resonance
(Ω ≈ Ω0 ≈ ∆Z) can be written as (recovering correct
powers of ℏ) Γ/V ≈ (2Ke2E0

B/πcℏ2vF∆)(P/A)(log[.])2

[22], where K ≡ 1/4πε0 is a constant, with ε0 as the di-
electric permittivity of free space, and P/A is the power
per unit area. Here, the argument of log[.] is same as
that in Eq. (10). For the purpose of estimation, we
use this form of Γ/V , which is valid in vacuum, as a
proxy to provide a ballpark for the spin-current den-
sity in a material of our interest. The typical number
of excitons per unit volume (nxc) with power density
P/A ≈ 1 mW/mm2 generated in a bulk semiconduc-
tor Cu2O is ∼ 1015 cm−3 [37]. Considering P/A same
as above, E0

B ≈ 1 meV, ∆ ≈ 0.1 meV, vF ≈ 107 cm/s
and log[.] ≈ 10, we get nxc ≡ ℏΓ/V∆ ≈ 3 × 1015 cm−3.
We speculate that roughly these many excitons are also
optically excited in magnetic polar semiconductors, one
of the examples of which is Mn-doped GeTe. The rel-
evant parameters of Mn-doped GeTe are: α ≈ 2 eV/Å
[38], m ≈ 6.15me (obtained from the measurement of
Seeback coefficient [39]) and ∆Z ≈ 100 meV [40]. Note
that the carrier effective mass of parent GeTe is roughly

1.6me [41] (density of states effective mass), which en-
hances to 6.15me [39] upon Mn doping. For an applied
in-plane magnetic field, ∆y ≈ 1 meV (≪ ∆Z), we get
exciton velocity vxc ≈ 4.7× 103 cm/s. Finally, the spin-
current density flowing along x̂ and polarized along ẑ is
jszx ≡ nxcvxc⟨Ŝz⟩ ≈ 1.4 × 1019 cm−2/s. One can verify
the hyperbolicity condition, 2mα2 ≫ ∆Z , to be satisfied
from the above mentioned values of α, ∆Z and me.
X Waves: Hyperbolic dispersion of spin-excitons (8)

suggests the representation of spin-excitonic wave as non-
spreading envelope X waves. In general, X-waves are
shape-preserving solutions of the non-linear HSE which
has been widely studied in optical lattices [9–11, 42–45].
However, in the linear limit of the HSE, such as Eq. (9),
there exists a fundamental X wave solution. The gen-
eral X wave solution of the linear HSE without the first
derivative term has been discussed in Ref. [42], here we
extend the analysis with the first derivative term (9) as
well, the source of which is the in-plane magnetic field
(∆y). The general solution is discussed in the SM [22],
here we provide the fundamental X-wave solution of the
linear HSE (9):

ΨX(r, t) =
√
p1p2e

−iΩ0t
[
p2(x− p3t)

2 + p2y
2

+ p1(
√
p2γ − iz)2

]−1/2

,
(11)

where, as evident, the in-plane magnetic field provides
a boost (p3 = ∆y/2mα (8)) to the wavepacket along x̂
and γ is some arbitrary width. So we can say that spin-
excitons represent localized X-wave like solution of the
linear HSE (9), which propagates with velocity vxc =
p3 = ∆y/2mα along x̂, while carrying a quanta of spin
almost 1 polarized along the polar axis (ẑ).
Discussion: The resemblance of spin-exciton waves

with localized X wave solution (11) may have future ap-
plications in building spintronic or logic devices of smaller
sizes. Indeed, like skyrmions [46–49], spin-excitons could
be used to transmit stored information to longer dis-
tances with lower energy consumption. To demonstrate
this, we consider an infinitely long (assumed to be along x̂
direction) rectangular waveguide with variable geometry
along transverse (assumed to be ŷ and ẑ) directions, as
shown schematically in Fig. 2(b). An incident wave prop-
agating along x̂ with hyperbolic dispersion will transmit
through the constriction (narrow region of the waveg-
uide in Fig. 2(b)) as it will adjust its momenta to find
available states inside. On the other hand, the parabolic
wave will be evanescent and decay away exponentially
inside the constriction. To understand this, let’s assume
that the frequency of spin-exciton wave propagating in-
side the waveguide is fixed and obeys the hyperbolic dis-
persion relation: Ω = q2x/2mx+q

2
y/2my−q2z/2mz, where

qy,z ≡ ny,zπ/ly,z is quantized. If the incident wavevector
along x̂ is small, then inside the constriction the quantum
states ny and nz can be adjusted such that we always



5

%!
%"

%"#
%!#

Parabolic wave

Hyperbolic wave

~	%'()

~	%'()

~	%*(!)

~	#'(!)

!∥
!"Ω#$%&$ ∆!/#$

(a)

(b)

Electron Fermi surface “hyperbolic” exciton dispersion

(∥

(%

&

∆!= *

∆&≠ 0

∆!≠ *

FIG. 2. (a) Effect of tilted magnetization (∆y,Z ̸= 0) with
respect to the polar axis on the Fermi surface (left), and the
resulting collective mode dispersion (right). (b) A schematic
of a waveguide along x with variable width in the transverse
directions (along ŷ and ẑ). There always exists a propagating
solution inside the constriction region of the waveguide if the
wave dispersion is hyperbolic. The parabolically dispersive
wave is evanescent and decays away exponentially inside the
constriction.

have q2x > 0. This implies propagating solution. Fur-
thermore, if the combination n2yπ

2/2myl
2
y − n2zπ

2/2mzl
2
z

lowers the energy then qx can always be adjusted at
higher values to satisfy the dispersion relation. This
does not hold for parabolic waves: the combination
n2yπ

2/2myl
2
y + n2zπ

2/2mzl
2
z always increases the energy.

So, qx should be reduced. If the incident wavevector is
small enough, then inside the constriction we may have
the condition q2x < 0, which means evanescence. This
implies that the parabolic wave will decay away exponen-
tially inside the constriction, in contrast to the hyperbolic
case. This effect may have advantages in efficiently trans-
mitting spin current in devices of dimension as small as
at nanometer (nm) scales.

In conclusion, we have proposed a mechanism for
field-tunable hyperbolic spin waves and optically gen-
erated pure spin currents in three-dimensional mag-
netic polar metals. Candidate materials to test our
predictions are Mn-doped GeTe [38, 50], AA′-stacked
(Fe0.5Co0.5)5GeTe2 [51], Sr1−xCaxTiO3−δ [52] with ap-
plied tilted Zeeman field, SrTiO3/BaTiO3/KTaO3 and
layered polar semiconductors such as doped AgCrSe2
[53]. The combination of strong spin polarization and
hyperbolic dispersion make these spin-exciton collective
modes excellent candidates for the low loss injection and
transfer of spin in spintronics and magnonic circuitry.
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Université de Sherbrooke, Sherbrooke, Québec, Canada J1K 2R1
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I. Dirac-point-vicinity model

We consider full Hamiltonian of the system near Dirac points of the Fermi surface as given by Eq. (1) of the MT.
The eigenvalues and eigenstates of the single-particle Hamiltonian (Eq. (1) of the MT) are given by

εγk = ±vF k⊥ +
k2∥
2m

+
γ

2
ϵk;

ϵk ≡ ε+ − ε− =
√
∆2

Z + 4α2k2∥,

|fkγ⟩ =




iγ(γ∆Z+ϵk)
1/2

√
2ϵk

k−
|k∥|

(−γ∆Z+ϵk)
1/2

√
2ϵk


 ,

(1)

where γ = ±1 denotes the chirality of the spin-split subbands. The electron-electron interaction is treated short
ranged:

ĤU =
U

2V

∑

q,p,p′

∑

σσ′

c†p+q,σc
†
p′−q,σ′cp′,σ′cp,σ. (2)

For the EoM approach, it is easier to work in the chiral basis. We use the transformation [1]

a†k+ =
1√
2

(√
1 +

∆Z

ϵk
c†k↑ + eiϕk

√
1− ∆Z

ϵk
c†k↓

)

a†k− =
1√
2

(√
1− ∆Z

ϵk
c†k↑ − eiϕk

√
1 +

∆Z

ϵk
c†k↓

) (3)

and rewrite the full Hamiltonian (Ĥ = Ĥ0 + ĤU ) in the chiral basis as [1, 2]:

Hch =
∑

pγ

εpγa
†
pγapγ +

U

2V

∑

q′pp′

∑

γ1γ2

∑

γ′
1γ

′
2

⟨fp+q′,γ′
1
|fpγ1

⟩⟨fp′−q′,γ′
2
|fp′γ2

⟩a†p+q′,γ′
1
a†p′−q′,γ′

2
ap′γ2

apγ1
, (4)

where εkγ and |fps⟩ are the eigenvalue and eigenstate (1) of the single-particle Hamiltonian (see Eq. (1) of the MT),
respectively.

A. Operator RPA: an Equation of motion approach

We use EoM approach [2] to calculate the collective mode frequency and the corresponding wavefunction near the
Dirac points of the Fermi surface (FS). The creation operator (Q†

q) for the exciton-like mode with momentum q is
defined as

Q†
q =

∑

ks1s2

Cs1s2
kq a†k+q,s1

aks2 , (5)

which obeys the Heisenberg equation of motion

[Hch, Q†
q] = ΩqQ

†
q, (6)

where Ωq is the exciton frequency. For the case of Hubbard interaction the EoM for the exciton creation operator
can be written as

[Hch, Q†
q] =

∑

ks1s2

Cs1s2
kq (εk+q,s1 − εks2)a

†
k+q,s1

aks2

+
U

V

∑

ks1s2

Cs1s2
kq

∑

pq′

∑

γ1γ′
1γ

′
2

⟨fp+q′,γ′
1
|fpγ1

⟩
(
⟨fk+q−q′,γ′

2
|fk+q,s1⟩a†p+q′,γ′

1
a†k+q−q′,γ′

2
aks2apγ1

− ⟨fks2 |fk+q′,γ′
2
⟩a†p+q′,γ′

1
a†k+q,s1

ak+q′,γ′
2
apγ1

)
.

(7)
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The next step is to do operator RPA which reduces the product of four fermionic operators to that of two [3]. In
particular, we approximate the product of four fermionic operators with a sum of two-fermion terms such that their
averages over the ground state (which is a Slater determinant for the unperturbed system) coincide. In particular, we
use:

a†b†cd→ Happr = a†d⟨b†c⟩+ ⟨a†d⟩b†c− a†c⟨b†d⟩ − ⟨a†c⟩b†d− ⟨a†d⟩⟨b†c⟩+ ⟨a†c⟩⟨b†d⟩, (8)

where a, b, c, d are fermionic annihilation operators. Let us illustrate that principle

⟨a†b†cd⟩ = ⟨a†d⟩⟨b†c⟩ − ⟨a†c⟩⟨b†d⟩ = ⟨Happr⟩, (9)

assuming that the average is taken over a Slater determinant state.

For our case, the two-operator averages take the form:

a†p′γ′apγ → ⟨0|a†p′γ′apγ |0⟩ = δpp′δγγ′npγ , (10)

where npγ is the occupation number for electronic states with momentum p from the band γ. Using Eq. (10), the
four fermionic terms in the RHS of Eq. (7) can be split into direct (Hartree) and exchange (Fock) terms:

a†p+q′,γ′
1
a†k+q−q′,γ′

2
aks2apγ1

= a†p+q′,γ′
1
apγ1

δqq′δγ′
2s2
nks2 + a†k+q−q′,γ′

2
aks2δp+q′,pδγ′

1γ1
npγ1

− a†p+q′,γ′
1
aks2δp,k+q−q′δγ1γ′

2
npγ1

− a†k+q−q′,γ′
2
apγ1

δp+q′,kδγ′
1s2
nks2

a†p+q′,γ′
1
a†k+q,s1

ak+q′γ′
2
apγ1 = a†p+q′,γ′

1
apγ1δqq′δγ′

2s1
nk+q,s1 + a†k+q,s1

ak+q′γ′
2
δp+q′,pδγ′

1γ1
npγ1

− a†p+q′,γ′
1
ak+q′γ′

2
δp,k+qδγ1s1nk+q,s1 − a†k+q,s1

apγ1
δpkδγ′

1γ
′
2
nk+q′,γ′

2
.

(11)

Note that the c-number parts appearing in Eq. (8) vanish identically here due to nonzero momentum q′. Substituting
Eq. (11) into Eq. (7), and then using Eq. (6) we get

∑

ks1s2

Cs1s2
kq (Ωq − εk+q,s1 + εks2)a

†
k+q,s1

aks2 =
U

V

∑

ks1s2

⟨fk+q,s1 |fks2⟩a†k+q,s1
aks2

∑

k′γ1γ2

Cγ1γ2

k′q ⟨fk′γ2
|fk′+q,γ1

⟩

× (nk′γ2
− nk′+q,γ1

)

+
U

V

∑

ks1s2

Cs1s2
kq

∑

k′γ1γ2

⟨fk′γ1 |fk′γ1⟩nk′γ1

(
⟨fk+q,γ2 |fk+q,s1⟩a†k+q,γ2

aks2

− ⟨fks2 |fkγ2
⟩a†k+q,s1

akγ2

)

+
U

V

∑

ks1s2

a†k+q,s1
aks2

∑

k′γ1γ2

Cγ1γ2

k′q ⟨fk′γ2 |fks2⟩⟨fk+q,s1 |fk′+q,γ1⟩

× (nk′+q,γ1 − nk′γ2)

+
U

V

∑

ks1s2

Cs1s2
kq

∑

k′γ1γ2

(
⟨fk′γ2 |fkγ1⟩⟨fks2 |fk′γ2⟩a†k+q,s1

akγ1

− ⟨fk′γ2
|fk+q,s1⟩⟨fk+q,γ1

|fk′,γ2
⟩a†k+q,γ1

aks2

)
nk′,γ2

.

(12)

The second and fourth terms in the RHS of Eq. (12) are identified as Hartree (tadpole diagram) and Fock (ex-
change diagram) self-energy corrections, respectively. Indeed, same terms are obtained if the interacting part of the
Hamiltonian (second term of Eq. (4)) is modified using the Hartree-Fock approximation:

δHHF =
U

V

∑

pp′

∑

γ1γ′
2γ2

⟨fp′γ1
|fp′γ1

⟩⟨fpγ′
2
|fpγ2

⟩np′γ1
a†pγ′

2
apγ2

−U
V

∑

pp′

∑

γ1γ′
2γ2

⟨fp′γ2
|fpγ1

⟩⟨fpγ′
2
|fp′γ2

⟩np′γ2
a†pγ′

2
apγ1

+const.

(13)
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Indeed, evaluating [δHHF , Q
†
q] we obtain:

[δHHF , Q
†
q] =

U

V

∑

ks1s2

Cs1s2
kq

∑

pp′

∑

γ1γ2

⟨fp′γ1 |fp′γ1⟩np′γ1

(
⟨fk+q,γ2 |fk+q,s1⟩a†k+q,γ2

aks2 − ⟨fks2 |fkγ2⟩a†k+q,s1
akγ2

)

− U

V

∑

ks1s2

Cs1s2
kq

∑

pp′

∑

γ1γ2

(
⟨fp′γ2

|fk+q,s1⟩⟨fk+q,γ1
|fp′γ2

⟩a†k+q,γ1
aks2

− ⟨fp′γ2 |fk+q,γ1⟩⟨fk+q,s2 |fp′γ2⟩a†k+q,s1
akγ2

)
np′γ2 ,

(14)

which is equivalent to second and fourth terms of Eq. (12). The physical meaning of these terms is a renormalization

of the parameters of the single-particle Hamiltonian (Ĥ0, as defined in the first term of Eq. (4)) [3]. In the main text,
we assume these correction to be already included in the parameters of H0 and do not write them out explicitly.

The first and third terms of Eq. (12) correspond to interaction energy of collective particle-hole excitations beyond
Hartree-Fock. Importantly, the indices γ1, γ2 in these terms do not need to correspond to s1, s2, indicating that
different types of modes (inter- and intra-band) can mix. To analyze these terms, we project the operator equations

(12) to the specific components, i.e., evaluate ⟨0|ak+q,s1(12)a
†
ks2

|0⟩ which results in the following equation:

Cs1s2
kq (Ωq − ε̃k+q,s1 + ε̃ks2) = Tkq,s1,s2

1 + Tkq,s1,s2
3 ,

Tkq,s1,s2
1 ≡ U

V
⟨fk+q,s1 |fks2⟩

∑

k′γ1γ2

Cγ1γ2

k′q ⟨fk′γ2 |fk′+q,γ1⟩ (nk′γ2 − nk′+q,γ1) ,

Tkq,s1,s2
3 =

U

V

∑

k′γ1γ2

Cγ1γ2

k′q ⟨fk′γ2 |fks2⟩⟨fk+q,s1 |fk′+q,γ1⟩ (nk′+q,γ1 − nk′γ2) .

(15)

Here we assumed that the single-particle energies have been renormalized by the Hartree-Fock correction as discussed
above.

B. Spin-exciton bound state

We now discuss bound state in the spin sector, which will now be called as “spin-exciton”. For the exciton case, we
set s1 = + and s2 = −, which refers to the transition between spin-split subbands and in the presence of interactions
(U) result into a bound state in the spin sector. In Eq. (15), we then identify three types of terms: (1) γ1 = γ2, (2)
γ1 = +, γ2 = − and (3) γ1 = −, γ2 = +. Explicitly separating these terms we have:

T̂k,+,−
1 + T̂k,+,−

3 = (1) + (2) + (3),

(1) :
U

V

∑

k′,γ=±
Cγγ

k′q (nk′γ − nk′+q,γ)
[
⟨fk+q,+|fk−⟩⟨fk′γ |fk′+q,γ⟩ − ⟨fk′γ |fk−⟩⟨fk+q,+|fk′+q,γ⟩

]

(2) : −U
V

∑

k′

C+−
k′q (nk′− − nk′+q,+)

[
⟨fk′−|fk−⟩⟨fk+q,+|fk′+q,+⟩ − ⟨fk+q,+|fk−⟩⟨fk′−|fk′+q,+⟩

]

(3) :
U

V

∑

k′

C−+
k′q (nk′+q,− − nk′+)

[
⟨fk′+|fk−⟩⟨fk+q,+|fk′+q,−⟩ − ⟨fk+q,+|fk−⟩⟨fk′+|fk′+q,−⟩

]

(16)

To simplify the results, we use the form of eigenstates (1) for k∥ ≪ ∆z/2α (valid near gapped Dirac points ±kF ẑ)
and corresponding relations:

|fk+⟩ ≈
1√

1 + α2k2∥/∆
2
Z

(
1

−iαk+/∆Z

)
, |fk−⟩ ≈

1√
1 + α2k2∥/∆

2
Z

(
−iαk−/∆Z

1

)
;

⟨fk±|fk′±⟩ ≈ 1 +O([k, k′]2), ⟨fk±|fk′∓⟩ ≈
iα(k∓ − k′∓)

∆Z
+O([k, k′]3).

(17)

Note that the overall phase factor, ik−/|k∥|, that one would obtain in the expression of |fk+⟩ (1) in the k∥ ≪ ∆Z/2α
limit is omitted for transparency. Indeed, the current form of eigenstates (17) suggests two spin flip bands in the large
∆Z limit. We observe that the contribution (1) in Eq. (16) vanishes at q = 0 because the Fermi functions cancel each
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other and the leading order q-dependent correction is ∝ αq/∆Z at small q. Moreover, the wavefunction components
Cγγ

k′q correspond to intraband excitations, where the collective modes are plasmons [3]. To treat plasmons, we would
need to take into account the long-range character of the Coulomb interaction before screening. However, since
plasmon energies are different from exciton ones and typically large for metals, the corrections due to this coupling
would scale as U(αq/∆Z)

2/(ωpl − Ωex) and therefore can be neglected for weak coupling or small q.
Contribution (2) in Eq. (16) is the most important one, leading to the existence of a bound state. Assuming a

weakly-coupled exciton, we write Eq. (15), neglecting (3) [to be discussed below], at leading order in the relevant
momenta compared to ∆Z/2α:

C+−
kq = −U

V

∑
k′ C

+−
k′q (nk′− − nk′+q,+)

Ωq − ε̃k+q,+ + ε̃k−

⇒ 1 = −U
V

∑

k,a=±

(nk− − nk+q,+)

Ωq − ∆̃Z − (k∥+q∥)2

2m+
− k2

∥
2m−

− avF qz

⇒ 1 = −U
V

∑

k,a=±

(nk− − nk+q,+)

Ωq − ∆̃Z − m++m−
2m+m−

(
k∥ + q∥

m−
m++m−

)2
− q2∥

2(m++m−) − avF qz

,

(18)

where m−1
± = 2α2/∆̃Z ±m−1, ∆̃Z is the self-energy renormalized Zeeman energy (to be discussed in Sec. I C) and

a = ±1 refers to two Dirac points (±kF ẑ) of the Fermi surface. Let us now solve the last line of Eq. (18). First, near
Dirac points we write Fermi functions as nk− ≈ 1 and nk+ = 0. Next, we split the k-integral into its parallel (k∥)
and perpendicular (k⊥) components and make the substitution: k∥ → k∥ − q∥(m−/(m+ +m−)). Finally, we write

Ωq ≈ ∆̃Z − EB(q), where EB(q) is the binding energy, and obtain

1 = U

∫ ∆̃Z/2vF

−∆̃Z/2vF

dk⊥
2π

∫
d2k∥
(2π)2


 1

EB(q) +
m++m−
2m+m−

k2∥ +
q2∥

2(m++m−) + vF qz

+
1

EB(q) +
m++m−
2m+m−

k2∥ +
q2∥

2(m++m−) − vF qz




=
U∆̃Z

4π2vF

∫ ∞

0

dk∥k∥

[
1

E+
B (q) + m++m−

2m+m−
k2∥

+
1

E−
B (q) + m++m−

2m+m−
k2∥

]
; E±

B (q) ≡ EB(q) +
q2∥

2(m+ +m−)
± vF qz

=
U∆̃Z

4π2vF

m+m−
m+ +m−

ln

[(
m+ +m−
2m+m−

)2
Λ4

E+
B (q)E−

B (q)

]
,

(19)

where Λ ≫
√
2m+m−E

±
B (q)/(m+ +m−) is the high momentum cutoff. Solving the above equation, we obtain for

the collective mode frequency as Ωq ≈ ∆̃Z − EB(q), where the binding energy EB(q) is obtained as

E+
B (q)E−

B (q) = Λ4

(
m+ +m−
2m+m−

)2

Exp

[
−4π2vF
U∆Z

m+ +m−
m+m−

]

⇒ EB(q) =

√
Λ4

(
m+ +m−
2m+m−

)2

Exp

[
−4π2vF
U∆Z

m+ +m−
m+m−

]
+ v2F q

2
z −

q2∥
2(m+ +m−)

.

(20)

Finally, using m−1
± ≡ 2α2/∆̃Z ±m−1 and upon expanding for small qz, we can write the collective mode frequency

and its dispersion:

Ωq ≈ ∆̃Z − E0
B +

q2∥
2m

(4m2α4 − ∆̃2
Z)

4mα2∆̃Z

− v2F q
2
z

2E0
B

; E0
B ≡ 2α2Λ2

∆̃Z

Exp

[
−8π2α2vF

U∆̃2
Z

]
, (21)

where the form of ∆̃Z is derived in Sec. I C (see Eq. (28)) while discussing self-energy. As we can see, the mode

dispersion is hyperbolic when 2mα2 ≫ ∆̃Z , while it is parabolic when 2mα2 ≪ ∆̃Z . Indeed, for the former, the
dispersion in the plane is opposite to that perpendicular to the plane. On the other hand, for the latter, the dispersion
is parabolically downward in all directions.

We can now discuss the contribution (3) of Eq. (16) and argue that it brings a small correction to the contribution
(2). Let us do this in the limit q = 0 (corrections can be shown to be O(α2q2/∆2

Z)) and in the vicinity of Dirac points,
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i.e., n− = 1, n+ = 0. We get coupled equations:

(
Ω− ∆̃Z −

2α2k2
∥

∆̃Z

)
C+−

k = −U
V

∑

k′

C+−
k′ +

U

V

∑

k′

C−+
k′ ⟨fk′+|fk−⟩⟨fk+|fk′−⟩,

(
Ω+ ∆̃Z +

2α2k2
∥

∆̃Z

)
C−+

k =
U

V

∑

k′

C−+
k′ − U

V

∑

k′

C+−
k′ ⟨fk′−|fk+⟩⟨fk−|fk′+⟩.

(22)

Let us treat the new terms perturbatively. In that case Ω ≈ ∆̃Z > 0 and therefore C−+
k can be approximated by

C−+
k ≈ U

V

(
2∆̃Z +

2α2k2
∥

∆̃Z

)
∑

k′

C+−
k′ ⟨fk′−|fk+⟩⟨fk,−|fk′,+⟩+O(U2). (23)

This results in the correction to the equation for C+−
k :

(
Ω− ∆̃Z −

2α2k2∥

∆̃Z

)
C+−

k = −U
V

∑

k′

C+−
k′ + δ,

δ ≈ U

V

∑

k′

U

V

∑

k′′

⟨fk′+|fk−⟩⟨fk,+|fk′,−⟩⟨fk′′−|fk′+⟩⟨fk′,−|fk′′,+⟩
2∆̃Z +

2α2k′2
∥

∆̃Z

C+−
k′′ ,

|δ| < U

V

∑

k′′

U

V
|C+−

k′′ |
∑

k′

1

2∆̃Z +
2α2k′2

∥
∆̃Z

∼ U

V

U∆̃2
Z

α2vF
log

αΛ

∆̃Z

∑

k′′

|C+−
k′′ | ≪

U

V

∑

k′′

|C+−
k′′ |.

(24)

Note that the upper bound in the last line is likely an overestimate, since the matrix elements turn to zero when
k′ = k or k′′ = k′. For the last inequality, we argue that (U∆̃2

Z/α
2vF )ln(αΛ/∆̃Z) ≪ 1. Indeed, in Eq. (19) the

integral suggests that (U∆̃2
Z/α

2vF )ln(αΛ/E
0
B) ∼ 1. Since E0

B ≪ ∆̃Z , the last inequality in Eq. (24) is justified. This
clearly demonstrates that δ is small compared to the other term in the RHS of the first line of Eq. (24). Hence, we
can neglect the effects of coupling between C+− and C−+.

C. Self-energy

In this section, we discuss self-energy which renormalizes parameters of the single-particle Hamiltonian Ĥ0. We
consider second and fourth terms of Eq. (12), also illustrated in Eq. (14), for the exciton case: s1 = + and s2 = −.
The second term vanishes trivially, so it is only the fourth term which is relevant. We rewrite the integral equation
(15) as

C+−
kq (Ωq − εk+q,+ + εk− − δΣkq) = Tkq,+,−

1 + Tkq,+,−
3 ,

where δΣkq =
U

V

∑

k′

[{∣∣⟨fk′−|fk−⟩
∣∣2 −

∣∣⟨fk′−|fk+q,+⟩
∣∣2
}
nk′− +

{∣∣⟨fk′+|fk−⟩
∣∣2 −

∣∣⟨fk′+|fk+q,+⟩
∣∣2
}
nk′+

] (25)

1. Zero Rashba case: Silin-Leggett mode

Let us first discuss the limiting case: q = 0 and α = 0 (no Rashba). This case must give Silin-Leggett mode which is
nothing but the Larmor frequency Ω = ∆Z [4]. The self-energy is simply δΣk = (U/V )

∑
k′(nk′− − nk′+). At α = 0,

the Fermi surface is spherical so no Dirac point approximation can be used here. Using nk± ≡ nF (k
2/2m±∆Z/2−µ),

where nF is the Fermi function and µ is the chemical potential, and then doing k-integral assuming ∆Z ≪ µ, we get
δΣk ≈ UνF∆Z/2, where νF ≡ mkF /π

2 is the total 3D density of states. Hence, the self-energy correction leads to

the renormalization of Zeeman energy: ∆Z → ∆̃Z ≡ ∆Z(1 + UνF /2).

We can now solve for the collective mode frequency (18) and obtain: Ω = ∆̃Z(1−UνF /2) = ∆Z(1−U2ν2F /4). The
Kohn’s theorem states that the Silin-Leggett mode is a bare Larmor frequency, protected from renormalization due to
interaction. This is indeed the case here and the quadratic U correction is an artifact of not calculating the self-energy
correction self-consistently. Indeed, the exact self-consistent calculation of self-energy suggests ∆̃Z = ∆Z/(1−UνF /2)
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[5]. The factor in the denominator is cancelled exactly by the one appearing in the collective mode frequency. So, the
exact cancellation of self-energy and vertex corrections leads to the collective mode as Larmor frequency, Ω = ∆Z .
Hence, in our expression we simply ignore the U2 correction.

2. Finite Rashba case

Let us now discuss self-energy correction for finite Rashba (α ̸= 0). We will still assume 2αk∥ ≪ ∆Z , which is valid
near Dirac-points on the Fermi surface. Moreover, to be consistent with an earlier work [1], we recover the additional
phase factor, ik−/|k∥|, in the limiting form of |fk+⟩ near Dirac point. The eigenstate (17) then modifies to

|fk+⟩ ≈
ik−/|k∥|√

1 + α2k2∥/∆
2
Z

(
1

−iαk+/∆Z

)
, |fk−⟩ ≈

1√
1 + α2k2∥/∆

2
Z

(
−iαk−/∆Z

1

)
; (26)

Using this, we obtain the form of δΣkq (25) as

δΣkq =
U∆2

Z

2V

(
1

ϵk
+

1

ϵk+q

)∑

k′

nk′− − nk′+

ϵk′

=
U∆2

Z

2

(
1

ϵk
+

1

ϵk+q

)
∆2

Z

8π2α2vF
ln
2α2Λ2

∆2
Z

,

(27)

where Λ ≫ ∆Z/
√
2α is the same high-momentum cut off as obtained in the bound state energy (21) above. Also, the

Fermi function, nk′±, appearing above has been assumed to take the form near Dirac points: nk′− = 1 and nk′+ = 0.
Combining self-energy (27) with the single-particle dispersion as in (Ωq − εk+q,+ + εk− − δΣkq), we find that only
∆Z renormalizes due to interaction:

∆Z → ∆̃Z ≈ ∆Z

(
1 +

U∆2
Z

8π2α2vF
ln
2α2Λ2

∆2
Z

)
(28)

From the same logic as presented while arguing C−+
k ≪ C+−

k (see text below Eq. (24)), we can say that the second
term of Eq. (28) is small compared to 1.

D. Wavefunction of the collective mode frequency

In this section we will provide technical details of the calculation of wavefunction (more specifically C+−
kq ) of the

spin excitonic wave (21). Let us rewrite Eq. (15) for the exciton case (for brevity we simply write ∆̃Z as ∆Z):

C+−
kq (Ωq − εk+q,+ + εk−) =

U

V

∑

k′

C+−
k′q (nk′+q,+ − nk′−)

[
⟨fk′−|fk−⟩⟨fk+q,+|fk′+q,+⟩ − ⟨fk+q,+|fk−⟩⟨fk′−|fk′+q,+⟩

]

(29)

Using Eq. (26), the matrix element in Eq. (29) within large-∆Z approximation can be written as

⟨fk′−|fk−⟩⟨fk+q,+|fk′+q,+⟩ ≈
(k+ + q+)

|(k+ q)∥|
(k′− + q−)

|(k′ + q)∥|
,

⟨fk+q,+|fk−⟩⟨fk′−|fk′+q,+⟩ ≈
α2q+q−
∆2

Z

(k+ + q+)

|(k+ q)∥|
(k′− + q−)

|(k′ + q)∥|
.

(30)

Using Eq. (30), the Eq. (29) simplifies to

C+−
kq = U

(
1−

α2q2∥
∆2

Z

)
(k+ + q+)

|(k+ q)∥|
Nq

Ωq − εk+q,+ + εk−
, (31)

where

Nq ≡ 1

V

∑

k′

C+−
k′q

k′− + q−
|(k′ + q)∥|

(nk′+q,+ − nk′−). (32)
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Note that an extra q2∥ correction term shows up in Eq. (31) on the RHS, which is a result of interband matrix element

at finite q (second term of Eq. (29)). This q2∥ correction should have been considered in the dispersion of spin-exciton

frequency (21) as well. However, we argue that this correction is very small, so ignored in Eq. (21). Indeed, if we
notice, this factor merely dresses the interaction: U → U(1−α2q2∥/∆

2
Z) (31). If we plug this back in Eq. (21), it leads

to a positive correction in q2∥ which is good for hyperbolicity of the dispersion. However, the correction is of order

O
(
(E0

B/∆Z)(α
2vF /U∆2

Z)
)
, which is small since E0

B ≪ ∆Z . So it was ignored.
We now calculate the normalization factor Nq. As discussed in the MT, Nq can be obtained by using the condition,

⟨0|[Qq, Q
†
q′ ]|0⟩ = δqq′ , where Q†

q (5) is the general exciton creation operator. Using the commutation relation

[Qq, Q
†
q′ ] =

∑

ks1s2

{∑

s′2

a†ks2ak+q−q′,s′2(C
s1s2
kq )†(Cs1s

′
2

k+q−q′,q′)−
∑

s′1

a†k+q′s′1
ak+q,s1(C

s1s2
kq )†(Cs′1s2

kq′ )

}
. (33)

and then averaging over the ground state, we get the relation
∑

ks1s2
|Cs1s2

kq |2(nks2 −nk+qs1) = 1. Choosing {s1, s2} ≡
{+,−} and then using Eq. (31) in this, we get

|Nq|2 =
1

U2
(
1− α2q2∥/∆

2
Z

)2

[∑

k

nk− − nk+q,+

(Ωq − εk+q,+ + εk−)2

]−1

, (34)

where we recall the form of εpγ in Eq. (1). The wavefunction finally is given by

|C+−
kq |2 =

1

(Ωq − εk+q,+ + εk−)2

[∑

k′

nk′− − nk′+q,+

(Ωq − εk′+q,+ + εk′−)2

]−1

. (35)

Now it is left to do k′ integral in the above equation (35).
To begin the discussion, we first assume q ∥ x̂, ŷ. The k-integral in Eq. (35) can be done the same way as discussed in

Eq. (19). Writing Ωq ≈ ∆Z−
√
(E0

B)
2 + v2F q

2
z+q

2
∥/2(m++m−) (using Eqs. (18) - (21)), wherem−1

± = 2α2/∆Z±m−1,

we calculate:
∑

k

nk− − nk+q∥,+

(Ωq∥ − εk+q∥,+ + εk−)2
=
∑

k

nk− − nk+q∥,+(
∆Z −

√
(E0

B)
2 + v2F q

2
z +

q2∥
2(m++m−) − εk+q∥,+ + εk−

)2

≈ ∆ZV

2πvF

∑

a=±

∫
d2k∥
(2π)2

1
(√

(E0
B)

2 + v2F q
2
z + avF qz +

m++m−
2m+m−

(
k∥ + q∥

m−
m++m−

))2

≈ ∆2
ZV

8π2α2vFE0
B

(
1 +

v2F q
2
z

2(E0
B)

2

)
.

Eq. (34) ⇒ |Nq|2 ≈ 8π2α2vFE
0
B

V U2∆2
Z

(
1−

α2q2∥
∆2

Z

)−1(
1 +

v2F q
2
z

2(E0
B)

2

)−1

.

(36)

Substituting (36) into (35), we get

|C+−
akq∥

|2 ≈ 8π2α2vFE
0
B

∆2
ZV

(
1 +

v2F q
2
z

2(E0
B)

2

)−1
1

(
Ωq −∆Z − avF qz − (k∥+q∥)2

2m+
− k2

∥
2m−

)2

≈ 8π2α2vFE
0
B

∆2
ZV

(
1 +

v2F q
2
z

2(E0
B)

2

)−1
(√

(E0
B)

2 + v2F q
2
z + avF qz +

m+ +m−
2m+m−

(
k∥ + q∥

m−
m+ +m−

)2
)−2

.

(37)

As a conclusion, the form of the coefficient of the wavefunction near two Dirac points can be written as

|C+−
(+kFz,k∥),q

|2 ≈ 8π2α2vFE
0
B

∆2
ZV

(
1 +

v2F q
2
z

2(E0
B)

2

)−1
(
E0

B +
v2F q

2
z

2E0
B

+ vF qz +
m+ +m−
2m+m−

(
k∥ + q∥

m−
m+ +m−

)2
)−2

,

|C+−
(−kFz,k∥),q

|2 ≈ 8π2α2vFE
0
B

∆2
ZV

(
1 +

v2F q
2
z

2(E0
B)

2

)−1
(
E0

B +
v2F q

2
z

2E0
B

− vF qz +
m+ +m−
2m+m−

(
k∥ + q∥

m−
m+ +m−

)2
)−2

,

(38)
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where m−1
± ≡ 2α2/∆Z ±m−1 and E0

B is given in Eq. (21).

II. Generation of spin-current by in-plane component of the tilted magnetic field for Dirac-point-vicinity
model

We now demonstrate that a finite spin-current can be generated by optically exciting the exciton-like collective
mode in the presence of a tilted magnetic field. In this section, we will show that the in-plane component of the field
is crucial for the generation of spin-current. The single-particle Hamiltonian can be written as

Ĥ = ±vF k⊥σ̂0 +
k2∥
2m

σ̂0 +
∆Z

2
σ̂z +

∆y

2
σ̂y + α(kyσ̂x − kxσ̂y) (39)

where ∆Z = gµBB cos θB and ∆y = gµBB sin θB, with θB as the polar angle of the magnetic field B. We assume
large weight of the field to be along ẑ-direction, while a small weight along the plane, say ŷ, such that ∆y ≪ ∆Z .
The eigenvalues and eigenstates of the Hamiltonian (39) are given by

εsk = ±vF kz +
k2x + k2y
2mb

+
s

2
ϵk̄, ϵk̄ =

√
4α2(k̄2x + k2y) + ∆2

Z ;

|fks⟩ =




is
(
s∆Z+ϵk̄

)1/2
√

2ϵk̄

(k̄x−iky)√
k̄2
x+k2

y(
−s∆Z+ϵk̄

)1/2
√

2ϵk̄


 , k̄x = kx − ∆y

2α
,

(40)

where s = ±1 denotes the chirality of the spin-split subbands. To discuss the spin-current, we first need to know how
the dispersion of the collective mode and its wavefunction modify due to the presence of in-plane magnetic field. In
order to do so, we repeat the same analysis as done in Secs. I B and ID, but now also in the presence of in-plane
magnetic field.

A. Dispersion of the collective mode frequency in the presence of tilted magnetic field

Near the Dirac point, the matrix element of the integral equation (15) for the exciton case (s1 = + and s2 = −)
decouples again and reduces to the same form as in Eq. (18), except that kx only in the particle-hole excitation energy
(ϵk) is replaced by k̄x, where k̄x is defined in Eq. (40). Accounting this change (kx → k̄x), we obtain the integral
equation as

1 = −U
∑

a=±

∫ ∆Z/2vF

−∆Z/2vF

dk⊥
2π

∫
d2k∥
(2π)2

1

Ωq − avF qz −
q2∥+2k∥·q∥

2m − 1
2ϵk̄∥ − 1

2ϵk̄∥+q∥

, (41)

where

ϵk̄∥+q∥ ≈ ∆Z +
4α2

(
(k̄x + qx)

2 + (ky + qy)
2
)

2∆Z
(42)

is the modified finite-q particle-hole excitation energy in the presence of an in-plane magnetic field (∆y), with k̄∥ =

(k̄2x + k2y)
1/2 and k̄x given by Eq. (40). For simplicity, we do variable substitution, kx → k̄x +∆y/2α, and transform

the integral in Eq. (41) on kx to that on k̄x (ky remains the same):

1 = −U
∑

a=±

∫ ∆Z/2vF

−∆Z/2vF

dk⊥
2π

∫
d2k̄∥
(2π)2

1

Ωq −∆Z − avF qz − m++m−
2m+m−

(
k̄∥ + q∥

m−
m++m−

)2
− q2∥

2(m++m−) −
∆yqx
2mα

(43)

As we can see, the in-plane magnetic field brings an extra last term in the denominator of the above integrand, as
compared to that in the absence of it (18). We calculate the above integral (43) in the same way as done in Eq. (19),
and then solve for Ωq:

Ωq ≈ ∆Z − 2α2Λ2

∆Z
Exp

[
−8π2α2vF

U∆2
Z

]
− v2F q

2
z

4α2Λ2

∆Z
Exp

[
− 8π2α2vF

U∆2
Z

] + ∆y

2mα
qx +

(q2x + q2y)

2m

(4m2α4 −∆2
Z)

4mα2∆Z
. (44)
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The in-plane magnetic field leads to a linear in qx term in the dispersion, which tells us that at q = 0 the exciton will
move with velocity ∆y/2mα in the x̂-direction. This is useful in the generation of spin-current which is the subject
of discussion in Sec. II C.

B. Wavefunction of the collective mode frequency in the presence of tilted magnetic field

We now discuss the wavefunction. As we saw, the dispersion along ŷ and ẑ remains unaffected by ∆y (44). Hence,
the qy- and qz-dependent parts of the wavefunction also will be unaffected by ∆y and takes the same form as in
Eq. (45). However, the k∥ everywhere is replaced by k̄∥, which is where the dependence of ∆y shows up in the
wavefunction. Indeed, the explicit calculation, along the same lines as discussed in Secs. ID and IIA, suggests

|C+−
(+kFz,k∥),q

|2 ≈ 8π2α2vFE
0
B

∆2
ZV

(
1 +

v2F q
2
z

2(E0
B)

2

)−1
(
E0

B +
v2F q

2
z

2E0
B

+ vF qz +
m+ +m−
2m+m−

(
k̄∥ + q∥

m−
m+ +m−

)2
)−2

,

|C+−
(−kFz,k∥),q

|2 ≈ 8π2α2vFE
0
B

∆2
ZV

(
1 +

v2F q
2
z

2(E0
B)

2

)−1
(
E0

B +
v2F q

2
z

2E0
B

− vF qz +
m+ +m−
2m+m−

(
k̄∥ + q∥

m−
m+ +m−

)2
)−2

,

(45)

where |k̄∥| ≡ k̄∥ = (k̄2x + k2y)
1/2, with k̄x ≡ kx − ∆y/2α given in Eq. (40), m−1

± ≡ 2α2/∆Z ±m−1 and E0
B is given

in Eq. (21). It can be checked that the wavefunction obeys the normalization condition:
∑

k |C+−
kq |2 = 1, or more

explicitly
∑

k,a=± |C+−
(akFz,k∥),q

|2 = 1.

C. Generation of spin-current

In this section, we will discuss the generation of spin-current by in-plane magnetic field. More specifically, we will
first calculate spin-expectation value in the exciton basis in Sec. II C 1 and find that the exciton carries a spin almost
1. Next, we will demonstrate the wavepacket representation of the exciton wavefunction in Sec. II C 2. Finally, we
will discuss the optical excitation of spin-excitons in Sec. II C 3 which is needed to provide an estimate of the exciton
generation rate. We will conclude this section by discussing that these excitons carry pure spin-current and any
accompanying charge current is zero (Sec. II C 4).

1. Derivation of spin-expectation value

In the second quantized notation, the total spin operator is given by

Ŝ =
∑

kαα′

a†kαSαα′akα′ , where Sαα′ =
1

2
⟨fkα|σ̂|fkα′⟩, (46)

where |fkα⟩ is the single-particle eigenstate given by Eq. (1) and σ̂ is a Pauli spin matrices. Using the form of
spin-exciton state as

|xc(q)⟩ ≡ C+−
kq a

†
k+q,+ak−|FG⟩, (47)

the expectation value of the spin operator can be written as

⟨xc(q)|Ŝ|xc(q)⟩ = 1

2

∑

k1k2k3

∑

γ3γ4

⟨FG|
(
C+−

k1q

)∗
a†k1−ak1+q,+a

†
k2γ3

⟨fk2γ3
|σ̂|fk2γ4

⟩ak2γ4

(
C+−

k3q

)
a†k3+q,+ak3−|FG⟩, (48)

As we can see, there are total six fermion operators. We now adopt operator RPA which amounts to using fermion
anticommutation relation and collect only terms which are reduced to two fermion operators [2]. Then we use the
property: ⟨0|a†pαapα′ |0⟩ = npαδαα′ , where nkα is the equilibrium Fermi function. Within RPA, we finally get [2]

⟨xc(q)|Ŝ|xc(q)⟩ = 1

2

∑

k

|C+−
k1q

|2
(
⟨fk1+q,+|σ̂|fk1+q,+⟩ − ⟨fk1−|σ̂|fk1−⟩

)
(nk1− − nk1+q,+) . (49)
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To derive Eq. (49) we select creation-annihilation pairs in Eq. (48) and using the fermion anticommutation re-

lation contract the number of fermion operators. We start by selecting the pair ak2γ4a
†
k3+q,+ and write this as(

δk2,k3+qδγ4,+ − a†k3+q,+ak2γ4

)
. In the reduced four fermion operators, we select another such pair to reduce the

same to two fermions. The averaging of two fermions then gives the first term of Eq. (49). In the process of fermion
reduction using its anticommutation relation, we will have two more terms with four fermions and six fermions. The
second term of Eq. (49) comes from reducing the six fermions operator term to two fermions operator in the same
way as it is done for the first term. So, finally we arrive at Eq. (49) after averaging over the ground state Fermi gas
|FG⟩. In the contracting process, we have multiple other terms with four fermion and six fermion operators. All these
terms vanish upon averaging over the ground state.

Equation (49) is the main equation as all of our results for the spin-expectation value follows from this equation
only. Using the forms of |C+−

kq |2 (45) and |fp±⟩ (40), the spin-expectation value in the exciton basis (49) up to a
leading order correction in q can be calculated:

⟨Ŝz⟩ =
1

2

∑

k

|C+−
kq |2 (⟨fk+q,+|σ̂z|fk+q,+⟩ − ⟨fk−|σ̂z|fk−⟩)

=
1

2

∑

k̄

|C+−
k̄q

|2
(

∆Z

ϵk̄+q∥

+
∆Z

ϵk̄

)
≈
∑

k̄

|C+−
k̄q

|2
(
1− α2

∆2
Z

(
(k̄∥ + q∥)

2 + k̄2
∥

))

≈ 1− α2(q2x + q2y)

2∆2
Z

(
1 +

∆2
Z

4m2α4

)
+

v2F q
2
z

2∆ZE0
B

log
2α2Λ2

∆ZE0
B

+O(q4),

⟨Ŝx⟩ =
1

2

∑

k

|C+−
kq |2 (⟨fk+q,+|σ̂x|fk+q,+⟩ − ⟨fk−|σ̂x|fk−⟩)

=
1

2

∑

k̄

|C+−
k̄q

|2
(
2α(ky + qy)

ϵk̄+q∥

+
2αky
ϵk̄

)

≈ − qy
2mα

+O(q3∥),

⟨Ŝy⟩ =
1

2

∑

k

|C+−
kq |2 (⟨fk+q,+|σ̂y|fk+q,+⟩ − ⟨fk−|σ̂y|fk−⟩)

= −1

2

∑

k̄

|C+−
k̄q

|2
(
2α(k̄x + qx)

ϵk̄+q∥

+
2αk̄x
ϵk̄

)

≈ qx
2mα

+O(q3∥).

(50)

As we can see, at q = 0, ⟨Ŝz⟩ ≈ 1, while ⟨Ŝx,y⟩ vanishes. There is no qz-dependent correction in ⟨Ŝx⟩ and ⟨Ŝy⟩ because
the k-integral vanishes when q ∥ ẑ. Indeed, since ϵk̄+q∥ does not depend on qz, a simple observation suggests that

the k-integral is odd.

2. Wavepacket representation

It is required to calculate ⟨xc(q)|Ŝ(r)|xc(q′)⟩. Using Eq. (47) for the exciton wavefunction, and the extension of
Eq. (48), we can write

⟨xc(q)|Ŝ(r)|xc(q′)⟩ = 1

2

∑

k1k3

∑

k2k′
2

∑

γ3γ4

e−i(k2−k′
2)·r⟨FG|

(
C+−

k1q

)∗
a†k1−ak1+q,+a

†
k2γ3

⟨fk2γ3
|σ̂|fk′

2γ4
⟩ak′

2γ4

×
(
C+−

k3q′

)
a†k3+q′,+ak3−|FG⟩.

(51)

Doing operator RPA the same way as in Eq. (48) to obtain Eq. (49), we obtain

⟨xc(q)|Ŝ(r)|xc(q′)⟩ = 1

2
e−i(q−q′)·r∑

k1

(
C+−

k1q

)∗(
⟨fk1+q,+|σ̂|fk1+q′,+⟩

(
C+−

k1q′

)

− ⟨fk1+q−q′,−|σ̂|fk1−⟩
(
C+−

k1+q−q′,q′

))(
nk1− − nk1+q,+

)
,

(52)
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which reduces to

⟨xc(q)|Ŝ(r)|xc(q′)⟩ = 1

2
e−i(q−q′)·r∑

k1

(
C+−

k1q

)∗(
⟨fk1+q,+|σ̂|fk1+q′,+⟩

(
C+−

k1q′

)
−⟨fk1+q−q′,−|σ̂|fk1−⟩

(
C+−

k1+q−q′,q′

))
,

(53)
near the Dirac point where we considered empty conduction (nk+ = 0) and filled valence (nk− = 1) bands. Assuming
small q and q′, we get Eq. (11) of the MT.

3. Optical excitation of spin-excitons

In this section, we will provide technical details of the optical excitation of spin-excitons. The excitons form inside
the spin gap near Dirac points of the Fermi surface. To excite them, one shines the light with frequency in resonance
with the optical gap. According to the Fermi’s golden rule, the transition probability in the long wavelength regime

(q → 0) of this excitation is given by |⟨xc|̂j ·A|FG⟩|2, where ĵ is current operator proportional to the velocity operator
(v̂)

v̂ =

(
kx
m

− ασ̂y,
ky
m

+ ασ̂x,±vF
)
, (54)

and A is the vector potential. Since the main purpose of this step is to know the number of excitons excited per unit
time, we assume for simplicity that ∆y = 0. We calculate

⟨xc|̂j ·A|FG⟩ =
∑

kk′

∑

αα′

(
C+−

k

)∗ ⟨FG|a†k−ak+a
†
k′α⟨fk′α |̂j ·A|fk′α′⟩ak′α′ |FG⟩

=
∑

kα

(
C+−

k

)∗ ⟨FG|
(
⟨fk+ |̂j ·A|fkα⟩a†k−akα − ⟨fkα |̂j ·A|fk−⟩a†kαak+

)
|FG⟩

=
∑

k

(
C+−

k

)∗ ⟨fk+ |̂j ·A|fk−⟩ (nk− − nk+)

= eUαN∗∑

k

{
k−(∆Zkx + iϵkky)

ϵk(Ω0 − ϵk)(k2x + k2y)
Ax +

k−(∆Zky − iϵkkx)

ϵk(Ω0 − ϵk)(k2x + k2y)
Ay

}
(nk− − nk+)

=
eUαN∗∆ZV

4π2vF
(Ax − iAy)

∫ ∞

0

dkk
∆Z + ϵk

ϵk(Ω0 − ϵk)

≈ eUαN∗∆ZV

4π2vF
(Ax − iAy)

∫ ∞

0

dkk
2∆Z

∆Z(−E0
B − 2α2k2/∆Z)

≈ −eUN
∗∆2

ZV

8π2αvF
(Ax − iAy)log

2α2Λ2

E0
B∆Z

, where Λ ≫
√
E0

B∆Z

2α2

(55)

where V is volume and we used Eq. (31) to write C+−
k , with N∗ ≡ N∗

q(q = 0) (34) as the normalization factor. Also,

in the above equation Λ is the high-momentum cut off, Ω0 ≈ ∆Z − E0
B (with E0

B ≪ ∆Z) is the exciton frequency
at q = 0 and ϵk is the particle-hole excitation energy given by Eq. (42) at q = 0 and ∆y = 0 near Dirac points
(±kF ẑ) of the Fermi surface. In the second last line of Eq. (55), at leading order, the integrand is simplified as
(∆Z + ϵk)/ϵk(Ω0 − ϵk) ≈ −2/(E0

B + 2α2k2/∆Z) according to the approximate form of ϵk (42). Finally, evaluating

|⟨xc|̂j ·A|FG⟩|2, with |N |2 = 8π2α2vFE
0
B/V U

2∆2
Z (36), we get

Γ =
2π

ℏ
|⟨xc|̂j ·A|FG⟩|2δ(Ω− Ω0) =

e2∆2
ZE

0
BV

4πℏvF

(
log

2α2Λ2

E0
B∆Z

)2 E2
x + E2

y

Ω2
δ(Ω− Ω0), (56)

where Ex,y = iΩAx,y is the electric field component of electromagnetic (EM) wave. To estimate the number of
excitons per unit volume, we approximate delta-function by Lorentzian assuming finite lifetime (∆−1) of excitons:
2πδ(Ω− Ω0) ≈ [2∆/((Ω− Ω0)

2 +∆2)]∆→0.
We need to know the form of power (P ) of the EM wave in terms of electric field. The energy flux per unit

area per unit time is given by S = (E × B)/µ0, where µ0 is the permeability of free space. The direction of S is
given by the direction of propagation of the EM wave. In free space, B = E/c, where c is speed of light, we have
S = E2/cµ0 = cε0E

2, where we used ε0µ0 = 1/c2. Upon time averaging, we get ⟨S⟩ = cε0E
2/2. Since S is power
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per unit area, we can write P = S · A, where A is area. The average power is, therefore, ⟨P ⟩ = cε0AE
2
max/2, or

E2
max = 2⟨P ⟩/cε0A. Upon recovering correct factors of ℏ, the optical excitation rate per unit volume (Γ/V ) near the

resonance (Ω ≈ Ω0 ≈ ∆Z) can be written as

Γ

V
=

2e2E0
B

4π2ε0cℏ2vF∆
P

A

(
log

2α2Λ2

E0
B∆Z

)2

, (57)

where E0
B is the binding energy at q = 0 given by Eq. (21) and P/A is power per unit area. Here Λ is the high-

momentum cutoff introduced earlier in the definition of binding energy E0
B (21).

4. Charge current

The charge current is defined as

Ivic ∝ ⟨v̂j⟩ = ⟨xc(q)|v̂i|xc(q)⟩ =
∑

k

|C+−
kq |2 (⟨fk+q,+|v̂i|fk+q,+⟩ − ⟨fk−|v̂i|fk−⟩) , (58)

where v̂ is the velocity operator (54). As we know, the state |fkα⟩ is a normalized eigenstate: ⟨fkα|fkα⟩ = 1. Moreover,
near Dirac points since the velocity along ẑ direction is constant, v̂z = ±vF , the average of v̂z for two bands cancels
each other, and there is no charge current along ẑ. So, Ivzc = 0.

Let us now discuss charge current in x̂ and ŷ directions. Using Eqs. (40), (45) and (54), we can write the expression
for charge current along x̂ direction as

Ivxc ∝
∑

k

|C+−
kq |2

[
⟨fk+q,+|

(
kx + qx
m

σ̂0 − ασ̂y

)
|fk+q,+⟩ − ⟨fk−|

(
kx
m
σ̂0 − ασ̂y

)
|fk−⟩

]

=
qx
m

+ α
∑

k

|C+−
kq |2

[
− ⟨fk+q,+|σ̂y|fk+q,+⟩+ ⟨fk−|σ̂y|fk−⟩

]
(using normalization condition

∑

k

|C+−
kq |2 = 1)

=
qx
m

+ α
∑

k

|C+−
kq |2

[
2α(k̄x + qx)

ϵk̄+q

+
2αk̄x
ϵk̄

]

≈ qx
m

+
2α2

∆Z

∑

k

|C+−
kq |2

(
2k̄x + qx

)
(using ϵk ≈ ∆Z (42) at leading order)

=
qx
m+

+
8π2α2vFE

0
B

∆2
Z

(
1 +

v2F q
2
z

2(E0
B)

2

)−1
4α2

∆Z

∑

k,a=±

k̄x{
E0

B +
v2
F q2z
2E0

B
+ avF qz +

2m+m−
m++m−

(
k̄∥ + q∥

m−
m++m−

)2}2

In the second term, the small-q expansion leads to the finite contribution only from k̄xqx term

⇒ Ivxc ∝ qx
m+

− qx
m+

(
1 +

v2F q
2
z

2(E0
B)

2

)−1

= 0.

(59)

In the last line of the above equation, the correction term is an artifact of small-q expansion which results into beyond-
quadratic-dispersion approximation term. Hence it is safely ignored. The calculation along same lines for the charge
current along ŷ-direction, it can be verified that I

vy
c = 0 as well.

D. Derivation of X-wave solution of the hyperbolic Schrodinger equation

In this section, we will provide technical details of the derivation of envelope X wave solution (see Eq. (13) of the
MT) of the hyperbolic Schrodinger equation (HSE) given by Eq. (11) of the MT. In Eq. (11) of the MT, we make the
transformation, x, y, z → x′

√
p1, y

′√p1, z′√p2, and write the HSE as

(
i
∂

∂t
− Ω0

)
Ψ(r′, t) =

[
−
(
∂2

∂x′2
+

∂2

∂y′2

)
+

∂2

∂z′2
− ip3√

p1

∂

∂x′

]
Ψ(r′, t). (60)
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We use the following ansatz in the above equation: Ψ(r′, t) = e−iΩ0te−ip3x
′/2

√
p1eip

2
3t/4p1ϕ(x′, y′, z′, t). The HSE (60)

reduces to

i
∂ϕ

∂t
= −

(
∂2

∂x′2
+

∂2

∂y′2

)
ϕ+

∂2ϕ

∂z′2
. (61)

To solve this differential equation, we use ϕ(x′, y′, z′, t) = φ(ξ′, y′, z′)eiv
′x′/2e−itv′2/4, where ξ′ ≡ x′ − v′t, with

v′ ≡ v/
√
p1 as the wave propagating velocity, and obtain

[
∂2

∂ξ′2
+

∂2

∂y′2
− ∂2

∂z′2

]
φ(ξ′, y′, z′) = 0. (62)

The non-spreading solution of this equation has been discussed in detail in Ref. [6], but with the propagating velocity
(v) assumed to be along ẑ. Extending the analysis to our case, we can write the general solution of Eq. (62):

φ(ξ′, y′, z′) =
∫ ∞

0

dαf(α)J0(αr
′
⊥)e

iαz′
, where r′⊥ ≡ (ξ′2 + y2)1/2. (63)

Finally, the full solution of Eq. (60) can be written as

Ψ(r′, t) = e−iΩ0te−ip3x
′/2

√
p1eip

2
3t/4p1eiv

′x′/2e−itv′2/4
∫ ∞

0

dαf(α)J0(αr
′
⊥)e

iαz′
, (64)

which, in the original cartesian basis (x, y, z, t) can be written as

Ψ(r, t) = e−ip3(x−p3t/2)/2p1eiv(x−vt/2)/2p1e−iΩ0t

∫ ∞

0

dαf(α)J0(αr∥/
√
p1)e

iαz/
√
p2 , (65)

where r∥ ≡
(
(x−vt)2+y2

)1/2
. As we can see, in the above solution (65) the velocity v is completely arbitrary. For an

exponentially decaying spectrum f(α) = e−αγ [6, 7], where γ is some arbitrary width, if we assume v = p3 ≡ ∆y/2mα,
we obtain a fundamental linear X wave solution:

ΨX(r, t) =
√
p1p2e

−iΩ0t
[
p2(x− p3t)

2 + p2y
2 + p1(

√
p2γ − iz)2

]−1/2
, (66)

as given by Eq. (11) of the MT. This is a shape preserving envelope X wave solution of the HSE (60) which propagates
with velocity vxc = p3 = ∆y/2mα in the x̂ direction. We note that the above general X-wave solution (65) is obtained
for the linear HSE. The general X wave solution for the non-linear HSE has been discussed in Refs. [6–12], which is
beyond the scope of our work.

III. Spherical Fermi surface model

In the diagrammatic RPA approach we consider tilted magnetic field such that its components along one of the
planar directions, say ŷ, in addition to the ẑ-direction as considered in the previous section (Sec. I), is also finite. The
single-particle Hamiltonian for the system can be written as

Ĥ =
k2

2m
σ̂0 +

∆Z

2
σ̂z +

∆y

2
σ̂y + α(kyσ̂x − kxσ̂y), (67)

where m is the band mass, σi is the Pauli matrix in the spin space, k is the electron momenta, and ∆Z = gµBB cos θB
and ∆y = gµBB sin θB sinϕB , with g as the electron Lande factor, µB as the Bohr magneton, B as the magnitude of
the magnetic field and θB(ϕB) as the polar (azimuthal) angle of magnetic field, are Zeeman energy splittings due to
magnetic field components along z and y directions, respectively. Note that the polar (θB) and azimuthal (ϕB) angles
of magnetic field are different from those of electronic momenta which will be denoted as θk and ϕk, respectively. To
avoid further confusion, we will use ∆Z and ∆y for perpendicular and in-plane magnetic fields, correspondingly, from
now onwards. We will treat the electron-electron interaction at short ranges (2).

The eigenvalues and eigenstates of the single-particle Hamiltonian (67) are given by

εsk =
k2

2m
+
s

2
ϵk̄, ϵk̄ =

√
4α2(k̄2x + k2y) + ∆2

Z ;

|s⟩ =




is
(
s∆Z+ϵk̄

)1/2
√

2ϵk̄

(k̄x−iky)√
k̄2
x+k2

y(
−s∆Z+ϵk̄

)1/2
√

2ϵk̄


 , k̄x = kx − ∆y

2α
,

(68)
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where s = ±1 denotes the chirality of the spin-split subbands. Notice that the eigenstate for the spherical Fermi
surface (SFS) model (68) is same as that for the DPV model (40).

The collective modes in the spin sector of an interacting system show up as poles of the full spin susceptibility
defined as

χij(iΩn,q) = −ΠU
ij(iΩn,q), (69)

where

ΠU
ij(Q) =

∫

K

Tr
[
σ̂iĜ

0(K)γ̂jĜ
0(K +Q)

]
(70)

is the full spin polarization bubble, with Q = (iΩn,q),
∫
K

≡ T
∑

ωm

∫
d3k/(2π)3, ϵm as the Matsubara frequency, γ̂i

as the 2× 2 spin-interaction vertex,

Ĝ0(iϵm,k) =
∑

s

|s⟩ ⟨s|
iϵm + µ− εsk

=
∑

s

D̂s(k)g(iϵm,k),

D̂s(k) =
1

2

[
σ̂0 + s

∆Z

ϵk̄
σ̂z + s

2α

ϵk̄
(σ̂xky − σ̂yk̄x)

]
,

gs(iϵm,k) =
1

iϵm + µ− εsk

(71)

as the single-particle Green’s function and µ as the chemical potential. Here, we term gs(iϵm,k) as a chiral Green’s
function. The eigenvalues (εsk), eigenstates (|s⟩) and ϵk appearing in the definition of Green’s function (71) are given
in Eq. (68). To obtain the full spin susceptibility, we perform a random phase approximation (RPA) which sums up
polarization bubbles containing ladder series of vertex corrections. For a doped 3D semiconductor, the interaction
line inside the bubble is supposed to be a screened Coulomb potential. However, a closed form of the full polarization
bubble (70) for a screened Coulomb potential cannot be obtained analytically; therefore, we adopt an approximation
in which the interaction is replaced by a momentum-independent constant (short-range Hubbard U) [13]. Within this
assumption, the spin-interaction vertex γ̂i can be written as

γ̂j = σj − U

∫

K

Ĝ0(K)γ̂jĜ(K +Q). (72)

We expand γ̂j over a completet set of Pauli matrices

γ̂j =Ma
j σ̂a, (73)

where a ∈ 0, 1, 2, 3 and the coefficient Ma
j forms a 4×4 matrix. Substituting Eq. (73) back into Eq. (72), one can find

Π̂U = Π̂0M̂,

M̂ =

(
Î +

U

2
Π̂0

)−1

,
(74)

where Π̂0 is the non-interacting bubble and Î is the 4× 4 identity matrix. Collective modes are given by poles of ΠU
ij

which are solutions of Det(M̂−1) = 0.

A. Chiral spin resonances

We will first discuss q = 0 spin collective modes for the case when ∆y = 0. Later we will include small ∆y such
that ∆y ≪ ∆Z ,∆R ≪ µ, where ∆R = 2αkF is the Rashba energy. We will see later that there are two Rashba energy
scales in the system, ∆R and mα2 with mα2 ≪ ∆R, and ∆y will be assumed to be small compared to both the
energy scales. The finite q case will be discussed assuming q2/2m ≪ vF q ≪ ∆y, the main goal of which is to track
the dispersion of a particular chiral spin mode which is robust and remains exponentially close to the lower edge of
the spin-flip particle-hole continuum.

As mentioned in Eq. (74), to know collective modes, we require the form of all non-zero components of the non-
interacting spin polarization bubble (assuming spherical FS and q = 0 and ∆y = 0):
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Πxx(iΩn) = −νF
4

(
2 +

(−Ω2
n +∆2

Z)

∆R

√
Ω2

n +∆2
R +∆2

Z

Log

[√
Ω2

n +∆2
R +∆2

Z +∆R√
Ω2

n +∆2
R +∆2

Z −∆R

])
,

Πyy(iΩn) = Πxx(iΩn),

Πxy(iΩn) =
νF
4

2Ωn∆Z

∆R

√
Ω2

n +∆2
R +∆2

Z

Log

[√
Ω2

n +∆2
R +∆2

Z +∆R√
Ω2

n +∆2
R +∆2

Z −∆R

]
,

Πyx(iΩn) = −Πxy(iΩn),

Πzz(iΩn) = −νF
4

(
4− 2(Ω2

n +∆2
Z)

∆R

√
Ω2

n +∆2
R +∆2

Z

Log

[√
Ω2

n +∆2
R +∆2

Z +∆R√
Ω2

n +∆2
R +∆2

Z −∆R

])
,

(75)

where νF ≡ mkF /π
2 is the 3D density of states assuming spherical FS. While obtaining above bubbles (75), we

assumed the spin splitting energy (ϵk̄) to be small compared to the Fermi energy such that the Fermi function,
nF (ξk + s/2ϵk̄), which appears after frequency summation in the form of the bubble (actually a difference of Fermi
functions, corresponding to transition between two spin-split subbands, shows up: nF (ξk+ ϵk̄/2)−nF (ξk− ϵk̄/2)) can
be expanded as nF (ξk+(s/2)ϵk̄) ≈ nF (ξk)+ (s/2)ϵk̄n

′
F (ξk), where ξk = k2/2m−µ. At T = 0, nF (ξk) ≈ Θ(−ξk) and

n′F (ξk) ≈ −δ(ξk). One can see that all the bubbles above (75) show resonances at Ω = ∆z and Ω =
√

∆2
z +∆2

R, where
Ω is the retarded frequency, which are identified as lower and upper edges of the spin-flip single-particle continuum.
The form of the coefficient matrix M̂ suggests decoupling of the in-plane, {x, y}, and out-of-plane, {z}, sectors:

Det[M̂−1] =

(
1 +

U

2
Πzz

)[(
1 +

U

2
Πxx

)2

+
U2

4
Π2

xy

]
= 0. (76)

At weak coupling (u≪ 1, where u ≡ UνF /4 > 0), there exists only one mode, in the in-plane sector, which is robust
and remains exponentially close to the lower edge of the continuum, as given by Eq. (11) of the MT. The mode in
the out-of-plane sector, on the other hand, is Landau damped at weak coupling; it is peeled off the continuum only at
strong enough coupling which is beyond the regime of validity of our theory. The exact analytical form of collective
modes from Eq. (76) cannot be calculated because of the transcendental nature of the equation for Ω that one would
encounter at some point. However, near the lower edge of the continuum, i.e., Ω ≈ ∆Z , the analytical form of this
mode can certainly be obtained by assuming Ω = ∆Z − EB , with EB ≪ ∆Z as the binding energy. Expanding
Eq. (75) for small EB , the form of bubbles (75) (up to Log singularity) can be written as

Πxx ≈ νF
4

(
− 2 +

2∆2
Z

∆2
R

Log
∆ZEB

2∆2
R

)
,

Πxy ≈ νF
4

(
2i∆2

Z

∆2
R

Log
∆ZEB

2∆2
R

)
,

Πzz ≈ νF
4

(
− 4− 4∆ZEB

∆2
R

Log
∆ZEB

2∆2
R

)
.

(77)

As one can see that for EB → 0, the Log in the above equation diverges. One can immediately find from the formula
of Πzz in Eq. (77) that the Log-singular term is vanishingly small due to the multiplicative factor EB , unlike that in
the planar components of the bubble. This tells us that for the mode to be well lived in this sector, the coupling u
has to be strong to reinforce the smallness imposed by the binding energy. But then at strong coupling, the in-plane
mode tends to become soft indicating ferromagnetic instability (in our case of magnetized polar metals, this instability
could be ferroelectric-like), as discussed in the context of 2D semiconductor heterostructures [14, 15]. So, we remain
at weak coupling and consider only the mode that exists in the in-plane sector below the continuum; the out of plane
mode exists inside the continuum at weak coupling and is Landau damped. In the in-plane sector, essentially we are
required to solve

1 +
U

2
Πxx = ±iU

2
Πxy (78)

according to Eq. (76). The one with the minus sign in Eq. (78) does not result in any mode because the term
containing leading Log-singularity cancels identically. The one with the plus sign gives collective mode as written in
Eq. (11) of the MT. For further convenience, let’s rewrite the form of this mode explicitly:

Ω ≈ ∆Z − 2∆2
R

∆Z
Exp

[
− ∆2

R(1− u)

∆2
Z2u

]
. (79)
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Note that one cannot recover Silin-Leggett mode by substituting ∆R = 0 in the above frequency (79): while writing
(77), we assumed EB as the smallest energy scale such that in addition to EB ≪ ∆Z we also have EB ≪ ∆R. Putting
∆R = 0 in Eq. (79) will simply violate our assumption, EB ≪ ∆Z ,∆R.

B. Chiral spin waves in the presence of tilted magnetic field

We now calculate the dispersion of the collective mode (79) at small q. Moreover, we now also turn on the in-plane

component of the magnetic field, ∆y, assuming ∆y ≪ ∆Z ,∆R. At finite q and ∆y, all the components of Π̂0, including
the one in the charge sector, are non-zero. Since now ∆y is non-zero, the mirror symmetry along x̂ is broken. The
dispersion of the collective mode along x̂- and ŷ-directions, therefore, will not be the same, same as what we saw for
the DPV model (44). Since ∆y gives a boost along x̂, see the single-particle Hamiltonian (67) and its eigenvalue (40)
where ∆y dresses up kx to k̄x = kx −∆y/2α, the dispersion along x̂ should now start off linearly. In the ŷ-direction,
however, it should still start off quadratically only, as discussed in the context of DPV model (Sec. II A). The linear
dispersion along x̂ can be understood from symmetry: the presence of ∆y ensures broken mirror symmetry along
the x̂ which explains the origin of boost along x̂-direction in the dispersion. Since the mirror symmetry along ŷ is
preserved, there is no boost and, therefore, the dispersion should be quadratic. In the following, we will calculate the
dispersion of collective mode by first considering q ∥ x̂ (Sec. III B 1), followed by q ∥ ŷ (Sec. III B 2) and then q ∥ ẑ
(Sec. III B 3).

1. q ∥ x̂

The bare polarization bubble Π̂0 at arbitrary q, assuming it to be along x-direction, can be written as

Πij(q, iΩn) =
1

2

∑

s,s̄

∫

K

fijgs̄(iωm,k)gs
(
i(ωm +Ωn),k+ q

)
,

=
1

2

∑

s,s̄

∫

K

fij
1

iωm − ξs̄k

1

i(ωm +Ωn)− ξsk+q

,

(80)

where ξsk = εsk − µ, with εsk as the eigenenergy (68), and fij is the coherence factor calculated as
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f00 = 1 + ss̄
∆2

Z + 4α2
(
k̄x(k̄x + q) + k2y

)

ϵk̄x,ky
ϵk̄x+q,ky

,

f0x = s
2αky
ϵk̄x+q,ky

+ s̄
2αky
ϵk̄x,ky

− iss̄
∆Z2αq

ϵk̄x,ky
ϵk̄x+q,ky

,

fx0 = f0x(i→ −i),

f0y = −s2α(k̄x + q)

ϵk̄x+q,ky

− s̄
2αk̄x
ϵk̄x,ky

,

fy0 = f0y,

f0z = (s+ s̄)
∆Z

ϵk̄x+q,ky

+ iss̄
4α2kyq

ϵk̄x,ky
ϵk̄x+q,ky

,

fz0 = f0z(i→ −i),

fxx = 1− ss̄
∆2

Z

ϵk̄x,ky
ϵk̄x+q,ky

+ ss̄
4α2

(
k2y − k̄x(k̄x + q)

)

ϵk̄x,ky
ϵk̄x+q,ky

,

fyy = 1− ss̄
∆2

Z

ϵk̄x,ky
ϵk̄x+q,ky

− ss̄
4α2

(
k2y − k̄x(k̄x + q)

)

ϵk̄x,ky
ϵk̄x+q,ky

,

fzz = 1 + ss̄
∆2

Z

ϵk̄x,ky
ϵk̄x+q,ky

− ss̄
4α2

(
k2y + k̄x(k̄x + q)

)

ϵk̄x,ky
ϵk̄x+q,ky

,

fxy = is
∆Z

ϵk̄x+q,ky

− is̄
∆Z

ϵk̄x,ky

− ss̄
4α2

(
ky(k̄x + q) + k̄xky

)

ϵk̄x,ky
ϵk̄x+q,ky

,

fyx = fxy(i→ −i),

fxz = is
2α(k̄x + q)

ϵk̄x+q,ky

− is̄
2αk̄x
ϵk̄x,ky

+ ss̄
2∆Z2αky

ϵk̄x,ky
ϵk̄x+q,ky

,

fzx = fxz(i→ −i),

fyz = is
2αky
ϵk̄x+q,ky

− is̄
2αky
ϵk̄x,ky

− ss̄
∆Z2α(2k̄x + q)

ϵk̄x,ky
ϵk̄x+q,ky

,

fzy = fyz(i→ −i).

(81)

In the regime q2/2m≪ vF q ≪ ∆y ≪ ∆Z ,∆R, the form of all the bubbles near the lower edge of the spin-flip continuum
(Ω = ∆Z is still the location of the lower edge of the continuum even at finite ∆y because of our assumption ∆y ≪ ∆R

[16]) up to leading singularity can be written as
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Π00 =
νF
8

[
q2

4α2

∆2
R

Log
∆ZEB

2∆2
R

+ q2∆2
y

4α2

2∆4
R

Log
∆ZEB

2∆2
R

]
,

Π0x =
νF
8

[
iq
4α∆Z

∆2
R

Log
∆ZEB

2∆2
R

+ iq∆2
y

4α∆Z

2∆4
R

Log
∆ZEB

2∆2
R

]
,

Πx0 = −Π0x,

Π0y =
νF
8

[
− q

4α∆Z

∆2
R

Log
∆ZEB

2∆2
R

− q∆2
y

4α∆Z

2∆4
R

Log
∆ZEB

2∆2
R

]
,

Πy0 = Π0y,

Π0z =
νF
8

[
− iq

4α

∆R
Log

∆ZEB

2∆2
R

− iq∆2
y

4α

2∆3
R

Log
∆ZEB

2∆2
R

]
,

Πz0 = −Π0z,

Πxx =
νF
8

[(
− 4 +

4∆2
Z

∆2
R

Log
∆ZEB

2∆2
R

)
+∆2

y

(
2∆2

Z

∆4
R

Log
∆ZEB

2∆2
R

)

+
vF q∆y

EB

4∆2
Z

∆3
R

+
2v2F q

2

∆2
R

∆Z(4m
2α4 −∆2

Z)

EB∆2
R

+O(q2∆2
y)

]
,

Πyy = Πxx,

Πzz =
νF
8

[(
− 8− 8∆ZEB

∆2
R

Log
∆ZEB

2∆2
R

)
−∆2

y

(
2

∆2
R

Log
∆ZEB

2∆2
R

)

− vF q∆y

(
8∆Z

∆3
R

Log
∆ZEB

2∆2
R

)
− 4v2F q

2

∆2
R

(
4m2α4 − 2∆2

Z

∆2
R

)
Log

∆ZEB

2∆2
R

+O(q2∆2
y)

]
,

Πxy =
νF
8

[(
i
4∆2

Z

∆2
R

Log
∆ZEB

2∆2
R

)
+∆2

y

(
i
2∆2

Z

∆4
R

Log
∆ZEB

2∆2
R

)

+ i
vF q∆y

EB

4∆2
Z

∆3
R

+ i
2v2F q

2

∆2
R

∆z(4m
2α4 −∆2

Z)

EB∆2
R

+O(q2∆2
y)

]
,

Πyx = −Πxy,

Πxz =
νF
8

[
i
4∆y∆Z

∆2
R

(
1− EB∆Z

∆2
R

Log
∆ZEB

2∆2
R

)
− i

4vF q∆
2
Z

∆3
R

Log
∆ZEB

2∆2
R

+O(q∆2
y)

]
,

Πzx = −Πxz,

Πyz =
νF
8

[
4∆y∆Z

∆2
R

(
1− EB∆Z

∆2
R

Log
∆ZEB

2∆2
R

)
− 4vF q∆

2
Z

∆3
R

Log
∆ZEB

2∆2
R

+O(q∆2
y)

]
,

Πzy = Πyz,

(82)

where EB is the binding energy with the assumption EB ≪ ∆Z ,∆R. As we see, all the components of the bubble are
non-zero at finite q and in the presence of ∆y, up to O(q∆y) and O(q2). However, we argue that near the lower edge
of the continuum, i.e., Ω ≈ ∆Z , the determinant equation can still be decoupled as in Eq. (76).

To begin the discussion, we first consider only ∆y ̸= 0 and set q = 0. All the charge components of the bubble (Π0i,
i ∈ (0...3)) are zero at q = 0. The structure of the bubble matrix is now such that the in-plane and the out-of-plane
sectors are coupled; this is ensured by Πxz and Πyz being non-zero. However, it can be argued that at Ω ≈ ∆Z , Πxz

and Πyz do not affect the determinant equation, Det[M̂−1] = 0 (74), significantly. Indeed, the determinant equation
that is to be solved for Ω can be written as

(
1 +

U

2
Πzz

)[(
1 +

U

2
Πxx

)2

+
U2

4
Π2

xy

]
− U3

4
ΠxyΠyzΠxz +

U2

4

(
1 +

U

2
Πzz

)(
Π2

xz −Π2
yz

)
= 0 (83)
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Clearly, for EB → 0, the first term of Eq. (83) diverges as log2EB while the second term as logEB : log-divergence in
Πiz, for i ∈ (1...3), vanishes as EB logEB , so their leading contribution is only up to some finite value. This is the
reason the third term of Eq. (83) has no divergence and starts off with a finite value. Hence, compared to the first
term, the second term and the third term of Eq. (83) can be ignored, hence again recovering the decoupled form of
the determinant equation to be solved for the collective mode frequency Ω. At weak coupling (u ≪ 1), the finite ∆y

correction to the collective mode frequency (79), therefore, mainly comes from the corresponding corrections in Πxx

and Πxy.

Now we consider finite q and present the argument on decoupling of {x, y}- and {z}-sectors once again. We
can observe that all the charge components of the bubble, Π0i for i ∈ (0...3), diverges as qαlogEB . In the spin
components, the planar components (Πxx and Πxy) diverge as qα/EB , while the out-of-plane components (Πzz, Πxz

and Πyz) diverge as qαlogEB . Clearly, 1/EB divergence is stronger than logEB , so at finite q the last two terms of
Eq. (83) can be again ignored compared to the first term.

Finally, at Ω ≈ ∆Z , the determinant equation (83) can be written in a decoupled form, i.e., keeping only the first
term at leading order, and the dispersion of the collective mode (79) can be calculated for tilted magnetic field:

Ω ≈ ∆Z − 2∆2
R

∆Z
Exp


−∆2

R

∆2
Z

1− u

2u

(
1 +

∆2
y

2∆2
R

)−1

+ vF qx

(
∆y

∆R

)
+ v2F q

2
x

(
4m2α4 −∆2

Z

2∆2
R∆Z

)
+O(q2x∆

2
y). (84)

As expected, the leading order q-dependent correction to the mode frequency starts off linearly with the amplitude
proportional to ∆y, consistent with the results obtained for the DPV model (44).

2. q ∥ ŷ

One can similarly calculate the dispersion along ŷ-direction. However, instead of doing it explicitly, one can directly
write down its form knowing that there will not be any linear in qy (boost) term. Indeed, as discussed in the beginning
of this section, ∆y breaks mirror symmetry along x̂-direction. This naturally explains the leading order q-dependent
correction to the collective mode frequency be linear in qx. However, since the mirror symmetry along ŷ is preserved,
the dispersion should be quadratic in qy. From the explicit calculation, we find

Ω ≈ ∆Z − 2∆2
R

∆Z
Exp


−∆2

R

∆2
Z

1− u

2u

(
1 +

∆2
y

2∆2
R

)−1

+ v2F q

2
y

(
4m2α4 −∆2

Z

2∆2
R∆Z

)
+O(q2y∆

2
y), (85)

which is same as that for q ∥ x̂, except for the linear in qx term. We note that the term of order q2x,y∆
2
y is not

necessarily going to be the same for qx and qy.

The coefficient of q2x (84) and q2y (85) terms in the collective mode has a turning point which has a crucial implication.
If for the time being we assume ∆y = 0, then the dispersion along x̂ and ŷ is quadratic and the coefficient of it is
positive when ∆Z < 2mα2. This is crucial in the sense that if the dispersion along ẑ is always monotonic, then the
overall dispersion of the collective mode is hyperbolic in nature as long as ∆Z < 2mα2. To see this explicitly, we
calculate the dispersion along ẑ-direction in the next section.

3. q ∥ ẑ

The general equation of non-interacting polarization bubbles for q along ẑ-direction can be obtained by writing kz
as kz + qz. Since the coherence factor fij (81) depends only on in-plane components of k, the q-dependence to the
bubble will not arise from here. The only source for q-dependence then is the chiral part of the Green’s function,
gs(iϵm,k), as defined in Eq. (71). Near the lower edge of the spin-flip continuum, Ω ≈ ∆Z , which is possible for
interband transitions only, the contribution from charge sector vanishes identically which can be understood from
Eq. (81) by putting q = 0 and s = −s̄. Therefore, only the spin contribution survives, the corresponding coherence
factors is same as that in Eq. (81) at q = 0. The polarization bubbles can be calculated up to leading singularity as
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Πzy = Πyz.

(86)

At small q and ∆y, the determinant equation (83) (all the charge components are zero, so this equation is valid
also at finite qz) can be argued to decouple in the same way as discussed in Sec. III B 1. Assuming q = 0 first, it can
be observed in Eq. (86) that Πzz, Πxz and Πyz are finite as EB → 0. On the other hand, all the planar components,
such as Πxx and Πxy diverges logarithmically as logEB . This is the reason we can ignore Πxz and Πyz and consider
the determinant equation (83) as decoupled. Now we consider finite q. As contrary to that for qx, the Πxz and Πyz

components also have qα/EB divergence. However, now the planar components Πxx and Πxy diverge as qα/E2
B which

is stronger that qα/EB . This is the reason we can again consider (also at finite qz) the determinant equation (83)
as decoupled. Using Eq. (78), with the form of associated polarization bubbles from Eq. (86), the dispersion of the
collective mode (79) along ẑ-direction can be calculated:

Ω ≈ ∆Z − 2∆2
R
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)
. (87)

The dispersion of the mode (87) is monotonic and negative along ẑ-direction, which, combined with the argument
presented above for q along x̂ (84) and ŷ (85) indicate hyperbolicity (assuming ∆y = 0) only when ∆Z < 2mα2. If
∆Z > 2mα2, then the mode dispersion is parabolic. This is also consistent with our result for the DPV model as
obtained in Eq. (44).

We emphasize that one cannot approach to the Silin-Leggett limit here by putting ∆R = 0 due to the same reason
mentioned just below Eq. (79). Moreover, the approach to the non-interacting limit by putting u = 0 is also not valid
here because the q-dependent correction to the binding energy (EB) is obtained perturbatively to the q = 0 term
which required EB(q = 0) ̸= 0. As we can see from the above equation that since EB(q = 0) ∼ e−1/u, the u = 0 limit
makes EB(q = 0) = 0, which would violate the perturbation limit above.

Combining Eqs. (84), (85) and (87), the overall dispersion of the collective mode for the spherical FS model can be
written as

Ω ≈ ∆z − p1 − p2δqy,0δqz,0 +
1
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,

where p1 =
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with δqi,0 as Kronecker delta.

(88)
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