
Stable nodal line semimetals in the chiral classes in three dimensions

Faruk Abdulla,1 Ganpathy Murthy,2 and Ankur Das3, ∗

1Harish-Chandra Research Institute, A CI of Homi Bhabha National Institute,
Chhatnag Road, Jhunsi, Prayagraj (Allahabad) 211019, India

2Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Kentucky, Lexington, KY, USA
3Department of Condensed Matter Physics, Weizmann Institute of Science, Rehovot, 76100 Israel

It has been realized over the past two decades that topological nontriviality can be present not only
in insulators but also in gapless semimetals, the most prominent example being Weyl semimetals
in three dimensions. Key to topological classification schemes are the three “internal” symmetries,
time reversal T , charge conjugation C, and their product, called chiral symmetry S = T C. In this
work, we show that robust topological nodal line semimetal phases occur in d = 3 in systems whose
internal symmetries include S, without invoking crystalline symmetries other than translations.
Since the nodal loop semimetal naturally appears as an intermediate gapless phase between the
topological and the trivial insulators, a sufficient condition for the nodal loop phase to exist is
that the symmetry class must have a nontrivial topological insulator in d = 3. Our classification
uses the winding number on a loop that links the nodal line. A nonzero winding number on a
nodal loop implies robust gapless drumhead states on the surface Brillouin zone. We demonstrate
how our classification works in all the nontrivial chiral classes and how it differs from the previous
understanding of topologically protected nodal line semimetals.

I. INTRODUCTION

The theoretical understanding of free electron band
structure has undergone a revolution in recent times,
with topology [1–11] playing a central role. In three di-
mensions, topological insulators [6–13], which necessarily
manifest gapless modes at the boundary [14, 15], were
the first examples found of this new paradigm. Shortly
thereafter, it was realized that gapless systems in d = 3
with bulk band crossings could also be topological [16–
19]. However, for most of the cases [16, 17, 19–24] (with
some exceptions [25–28]) we can still use the ideas of
topological insulators to classify these band crossing by
enclosing them in a lower dimensional surface in the Bril-
louin Zone (BZ) such that the Hamiltonian on the lower
dimensional surface is gapped and hence can be thought
of as representing a lower dimensional topological insu-
lator [13, 20, 29].

For example, in Weyl semimetals (WSMs), a pair of
bands cross at an even number of isolated points in the
BZ. Either inversion [16] or time reversal [19] (or both)
must be broken in order to have a Weyl semimetal. Each
Weyl point is a source of Chern flux on a 2D surface that
encloses it in the BZ. Near the Weyl nodes, the bands
are nondegenerate and disperse linearly, giving a den-
sity of states ρ(E) ∼ (E − EF )

2. Weyl semimetals are
exceptional in requiring no symmetry other than trans-
lations [20]. Dirac semimetals require both inversion and
time-reversal to exist, with the isolated Dirac touchings
being four-fold degenerate. Near the Dirac points, bands
are two-fold degenerate and linearly dispersing. Both
Weyl and Dirac semimetals are topological point node
semimetals whose band-crossings are zero-dimensional.
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The focus of our work is topologically protected nodal
line semimetals (TNLSMs) [19, 24]. For such systems,
the dispersion around the touching is linear in the two
directions perpendicular to the nodal line, giving a den-
sity of states ρ(E) ∼ |E − EF |. In nexus semimetals,
nodal lines of a lower degree of degeneracy meet at a
higher degeneracy point at zero energy in the Brillouin
zone (BZ) [25–28].

Previous investigations on nodal line semimetals can
be divided into two broad categories. One body of work
focuses on “crystalline” symmetries that can protect a
topological nodal line [30–48]. By crystalline symmetries,
we mean symmetries that are either explicitly symmetries
of the crystal other than translations (such as inversion,
mirror symmetry, non-symmorphic symmetries, etc.) or
SU(2) spin-rotation symmetry.

Another body of work assumes internal symmetries (T ,
C, and S) only [49–52]. In this approach, one classifies
the putative topologically protected nodal line as follows:
First, the nodal line is enclosed in a lower dimensional
surface in the BZ, such that the Hamiltonian restricted
to the enclosing surface has the same internal symme-
tries as the full model and is gapped. For example, if any
anti-unitary symmetry is among the internal symmetries,
both k and −k must be present on the enclosing sur-
face. We will call such enclosing surfaces centrosymmet-
ric. Next, the topological invariant corresponding to the
given symmetry class is computed on the enclosing sur-
face. In some symmetry classes, one needs to extend the
Hamiltonian to extra dimensions (on which the Hamilto-
nian must satisfy all the symmetries of the parent class
and be gapped) to obtain the topological invariant. If
the invariant is nontrivial on the enclosing surface, the
nodal line is topologically protected.

Here, we want to emphasize that the existence of non-
trivial indices for a Fermi surface of a given dimension in
a given symmetry class [50, 51] does not guarantee that
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one can construct a periodic Hamiltonian in that class
that realizes this type of Fermi surface. For example,
the classification by Refs. [50, 51] predicts a nontrivial
index for Fermi points in class CII in three dimensions.
However, in this work, we explicitly show that there are
no stable Fermi points in class CII in three dimensions.
There is only one stable gapless phase, which is a nodal
line semimetal. A similar result holds for class AII in
three dimensions as well (see Appendix B).

The goal of this work (and the accompanying short
paper [53]) is to provide a different and simpler classifi-
cation of TNLSMs in chiral classes based on the wind-
ing number of a test loop that links the nodal line. A
sufficient condition for the given chiral class to have a
TNLSM phase is that the class should have a nontriv-
ial topological insulator phase in d = 3 [54–56]. We are
not sure this condition is necessary as well, because of
the well-known 2D counterexample of spinless graphene
(class BDI, trivial in 2D) having topologically protected
Dirac nodes. Of all the chiral classes, only class BDI
is topologically trivial in 3D, and will be ignored hence-
forth. The rest of the chiral classes (AIII, CI, CII, and
DIII) all have a generic and robust gapless phase near
the transition between the topological and trivial insula-
tors. By generic, we mean that all couplings allowed by
the given symmetry class are present in the Hamiltonian.
It is straightforward to show by contradiction that this
gapless phase cannot be a Weyl semimetal: Assume that
it is indeed a WSM. Then, if one encloses the putative
Weyl point in a generic two-dimensional surface in the
BZ (which does not necessarily satisfy the symmetries
of the parent class), the Hamiltonian restricted to this
surface is in class AIII, which has a trivial topology in
d = 2. Hence the gapless phase cannot generically be a
Weyl semimetal. Therefore the phase must be a nodal
line semimetal.

The key difference in our approach to classifying
TNLSMs as compared to the previous one [50–52] is that
the loop enclosing the nodal line need not be chosen in
a centrosymmetric way, that is, both k and −k need not
be present on the test loop if the symmetry class has
an anti-unitary symmetry. This means that the Hamil-
tonian restricted to the enclosing loop only has chiral
symmetry, and is in class AIII. Since this class has a
nontrivial topology in d = 1, this enables us to charac-
terize TNLSMs in chiral classes in d = 3 by the winding
number W (henceforth called the topological charge of
the nodal loop) [13, 29] of the Hamiltonian restricted to
the test loop,

W =
1

2πi

∫ 2π

0

dk Tr
(
Q−1∂kQ

)
. (1)

In this expression, the Hamiltonian has been brought to
block off-diagonal form (as can always be done in a chiral
class), and the matrix Q(k) in Eq. (1) is the upper right
block.

Clearly, the sign of the winding number depends on the
sense of the enclosing loop. For classes where time rever-

sal is present, nodal loops generically appear in pairs.
Choosing the senses of the enclosing loops in the two
nodal loops in a well-defined way, one obtains a relation
between the winding numbers of nodal loops related by
time reversal. We will elaborate on this later.

For classes AIII, CI, and DIII, our approach gives es-
sentially the same classification as the previous approach
[50–52], with the invariant associated with the topologi-
cal semimetal being classified by the integers. The only
difference is that our loops do not have to be centrosym-
metric. For class CII, however, the classifications appear
to be different. In our approach, the topology of a given
nodal loop is simply the winding number on an enclosing
loop that encloses only that nodal loop, which belongs
to the integers. The previous approach says that nodal
loop semimetals in class CII are classified by Z2. In this
case, the invariant has to be defined on a centrosymmet-
ric loop extended into two extra dimensions, forming a
3-Torus, with the Hamiltonian being gapped everywhere
on the 3-Torus, and reducing to a topologically trivial
model at a given point on the 3-Torus. In order to de-
termine whether a given model is trivial or nontrivial, in
principle, one has to compute the 3-Torus invariant on all
possible centrosymmetric starting loops, which is a diffi-
cult task, one which we have not been able to perform.
What we have been able to do is to take a particularly
simple enclosing loop (the kz axis of the 3D BZ) in a
model which we know has nontrivial nodal loops. The
3-Torus invariant happens to be trivial on that simple
enclosing loop (c.f. Appendix A). Unfortunately, so does
the winding number of our approach, so no conclusions
can be drawn from these calculations. The precise re-
lation between our approach and that of Refs. [50–52]
remains unclear to us.

Going further, we how our winding number predicts
the presence and degeneracies of the zero-energy drum-
head modes [19, 31, 32, 40–42, 45, 57] on an open sur-
face of the TNLSM. In class CII which has T 2 = C2,
nodal loops related by time reversal have the same wind-
ing number. Their projections onto the surface BZ of a
given open surface in real space may overlap either par-
tially or fully, or not overlap at all. In the region of
overlap, there are two-fold degenerate drumhead modes,
while in the non-overlapping region, the drumhead modes
are singly degenerate. In classes CI and DIII, which have
T 2 = −C2, each pair of nodal loops related by time re-
versal have opposite winding numbers. In this case, if the
projections of the two nodal loops overlap on the surface
BZ of an open surface in real space, there are no gapless
drumhead states in the region of overlap. However, in
regions of the surface BZ where the projections of the
nodal loops do not overlap, gapless drumhead states are
recovered. Thus, not only is the winding number of a
loop a powerful classification tool in the bulk, the alge-
braic sum of the winding numbers of all the loops that
project to a point on the surface BZ also predicts the
presence and degeneracy of the gapless drumhead modes
on the corresponding open surface.
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The plan of the paper is as follows: Since the simple
but illuminating case of class AIII is discussed in Ref. 53,
we refrain from repeating that here. We start with class
CII in (Section II), where we set up and fully explore
a minimal model with an 8 × 8 Hamiltonian and show
how the generic gapless phase with two-fold degenerate
nodal loops is obtained. We know that the model is in
a topologically protected nodal loop semimetal because
the winding numbers of the nodal loops are nonzero.
In (Section III) and (Section IV) we similarly explore
classes CI and DIII. The next section, Section V, turns
to the consequences of our classification for surface states
in TNLSMs. We end by summarizing our findings and
presenting an outlook for future prospects in Section VI.
Two appendices present some subsidiary calculations. In
Appendix A, we compute the topological invariant of the
previous approach [50–52] on a specific loop traversing
the BZ, and show that it is trivial. In Appendix B we dis-
cuss class AII in three dimension that has gapless nodal
points (Weyl semimetals).

II. CLASS CII

A Hamiltonian in symmetry class CII must have time-
reversal (T ), particle-hole (C) and the chiral (S) symme-
try with T 2 = −1, C2 = −1. In d = 3 a topologically
nontrivial phase classified by Z2 exists in this class. A
minimal Hamiltonian with spin, orbital, and chiral (sub-
lattice) degrees of freedom that describes the transition
between 3D topological and trivial insulating states is

H0(k) =

3∑
i=1

ηx ⊗
(
kiγ

i +mγ4
)
. (2)

We denote the Pauli matrices for the sublattice/chiral
space by ηa, those in the orbital space by τa, and those
in the spin space by σa. Our 4× 4 γ matrices are repre-
sented in the spin and orbital basis as γ ≡ τ ⊗ σ. Our
chosen representation is the following: γ1 = τzσx, γ2 =
τzσy, γ3 = τyσ0, γ4 = τxσ0. The rest of the gamma ma-
trices are γ5 = γ1γ2γ3γ4 = τzσz and γij = − i

2 [γ
i, γj ] for

i < j = 1, 2, . . . , 5. The time-reversal and particle-hole
operations are realized by T = −iσyK and C = iηzσyK,
satisfying T 2 = −1, C2 = −1. The chirality operator
in this representation is S = T C = ηz. The Hamiltonian
also has an accidental inversion symmetry represented by
I = ηxτx. The transition from topological to trivial in-
sulating phase occurs through a Dirac point at the origin
k = 0. We have also taken the continuum limit, implic-
itly assuming that all the interesting physics occurs in
a small region near the Γ point k = 0. We note that
this assumption is inadequate when we go on to com-
pute the topological invariant of the previous approach;
we will have to extend the model to a Hamiltonian func-
tion of k periodic in the BZ. In the following, we will
show that the transition from the 3D topological to triv-
ial insulating states in class CII occurs through a gapless

phase which is generically a nodal line semimetal, which
is topologically protected against getting gapped by the
nontrivial winding numbers of the nodal loops.

Operators TR I

ηx ⊗ a (Γ1,Γ2,Γ3) −1 −1

ηx ⊗ γ4 (Γ4) +1 +1

ηx ⊗ γ5 (Γ5) −1 −1

ηx ⊗ γ0 +1 +1

ηx ⊗ ϵ +1 −1

ηx ⊗ p +1 −1

ηx ⊗ b −1 +1

ηx ⊗ b′ −1 +1

ηy ⊗ a +1 +1

ηy ⊗ γ4 −1 −1

ηy ⊗ γ5 +1 +1

ηy ⊗ γ0 (Γ6) −1 −1

ηy ⊗ ϵ −1 +1

ηy ⊗ p −1 +1

ηy ⊗ b +1 −1

ηy ⊗ b′ +1 −1

TABLE I. Transformation properties of Dirac matrices (rep-
resentation given in Eq. (2)) which anticommute with S = ηz.
For eight by eight Gamma matrices, there are seven Gamma
matrices which anticommute with each other. Six of the
seven anticommuting Gamma matrices are given in the ta-
ble. The last one Γ7 = (−i)

∏6
i=1 Γi = ηz, which commutes

with S = ηz, breaks the chiral symmetry.

The Hamiltonian in Eq. (2) is not the most general
Hamiltonian in class CII because there are many terms
that can be added to H0(k) without breaking T and C.
One can add any linear combination of time reversal even
γ’s times an ηx, and any linear combination of time re-
versal odd γ’s times an ηy. The most general (minimal
dimensional) Hamiltonian in class CII is

HCII(k) =H0(k) + µηx ⊗ γ0 + ηy ⊗Aa · a
+A5η

y ⊗ γ5 + ηy ⊗Vb · b+ ηy ⊗Vb′ · b′

+ ηx ⊗Vp · p+ Vϵη
x ⊗ ϵ,

(3)
where the four by four a, b, b′, p and ϵ matrices are
a =

(
γ1, γ2, γ3

)
, b = (γ23, γ31, γ12), b

′ = (γ15, γ25, γ35),

p = (γ14, γ24, γ34) and ϵ = γ45 respectively, and γ0 =
τ0σ0. The transformation properties of the various
classes of operators under T , C, and I are summarized
in Table I. The inversion preserving terms m, µ, A’s, as
well as the inversion broken terms V ’s can be any even
function of the momentum components. Without loss
of generality, we assume the following quadratic depen-
dence on momenta near the Gamma point: Xα(k) =

Xα0 −
∑

ij t
(Xα)
ij kikj , where Xα is an element of the set

X = {m,µ,Aa, A5,Vb,V
′
b,Vp, Vϵ}, and all Xα0, t

(Xα)
ij
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are real numbers. We will assume the matrices tij to be
positive definite because the resulting nodal loops remain
confined to small k, where our continuum Hamiltonian is
valid.

Diagonalizing the Hamiltonian of Eq. (3) in its most
general form and finding the locus of its gapless points is
a difficult task. To make this task easier, we will add a
selected sequence of perturbations to the minimal Hamil-
tonian of Eq. (2), taking two different approaches. In the
first approach, we start with perturbations which pre-
serve the accidental inversion symmetry. This leads to
four-fold degenerate nodal loops. We then add perturba-
tions that break inversion to obtain a pair of two-fold
degenerate nodal loops. Finally, we show that these
two-fold degenerate nodal loops are generic and stable
to all symmetry-allowed perturbations. In the second
approach, we first show that adding a single inversion-
breaking perturbation will result in four four-fold degen-
erate Dirac points. This occurs because when a single
perturbation breaking the standard inversion I = ηxτx

is added one can define a modified inversion operator un-
der which the Hamiltonian is symmetric. We then add
further perturbations that break the modified inversion
(ηxVp · p and ηyVb · b) and show that the locus of gap-
less points describes pairs of two-fold degenerate nodal
loops with nontrivial winding numbers. Once we have
nodal loops with nontrivial winding number, we know
that they are stable against small deformations, and are
thus generic and robust.

A. Inversion-preserving perturbations:

We recall from Table I that the V terms in Eq. (3) are
inversion breaking while the other perturbations preserve
inversion. Thus, the most general inversion-preserving
Hamiltonian in class CII is

HIP
CII(k) = H0(k) + µηx ⊗ γ0 +A5η

y ⊗ γ5 + ηy ⊗Aa · a.
(4)

Since the Hamiltonian HIP
CII(k) has time-reversal and in-

version symmetry, every band must be doubly degenerate
for all k, leading to four distinct eigenvalues. The addi-
tional IT symmetry allows us to diagonalize the Hamil-
tonian by squaring, rearranging, and squaring again. We
find the following energy spectrum.

E2(k) =
(
k2 +m2 + m̃2

)
± 2

√
m̃2(k2 +m2)− (k ·Aa)

2

(5)
where, m̃2 = µ2+A2

5+A2
a. The condition for zero-energy

solutions is easily obtained.

(k2 +m2 − m̃2)2 + 4 (k ·Aa)
2
= 0. (6)

Evidently, the solution space is given by the intersection
of the two surfaces k2 + m2 − m̃2 = 0 and k · Aa = 0.
Since two surfaces in d = 3, if they intersect at all, generi-
cally intersect in a line, the gapless solutions form a nodal

loop. Since it represents the intersection of two two-fold
degenerate branches of the spectrum, the nodal loop is
four-fold degenerate. Note that for any small deforma-
tions in the parameters in the Hamiltonian of Eq. (4) will
slightly deform the two intersecting surfaces, and thus
slightly deform the nodal loop. The only way to get rid
of the nodal loop is to shrink it to zero and then gap
it out. So the gapless phase with a four-fold degenerate
nodal loop is stable to arbitrary inversion-preserving per-
turbations. Computing the topological charge W of the
nodal loop, and we find that it carries winding number
W = 2, making it topologically nontrivial.

B. Four-fold degenerate nodal line to two-fold
degenerate nodal lines

The obvious next step is to break inversion and exam-
ine what happens to the four-fold degenerate nodal loop.
Clearly, inversion-breaking perturbations cannot gap out
the nodal loop because it carries a nontrivial winding
number. As we will see, the inversion-breaking perturba-
tions transform the four-fold degenerate nodal loop into
a pair of two-fold degenerate nodal loops related by time
reversal, each carrying an identical topological charge of
W = 1.

FIG. 1. Nodal loop solution of the CII model whose gapless
condition is given in Eq. (10). The parameters are Aa =
(0, 0, 0.7), Vϵ = 0.1, and m(k) = m0−

∑3
i=1 tik

2
i , where m0 =

0.4 and t1 = 0.1, t2 = 0.2, t3 = 0.3. The two nodal loops
are time-reversal partners of each other carrying the same
winding number W = 1.

To implement this, we add Vϵ to HIP
CII(k) and solve for

its gapless solutions explicitly. For simplicity, we will set
µ = 0, A5 = 0 and use Aa = (0, 0, A). Note that with
this choice, the four-fold degenerate nodal loop solution
of Eq. (6) will lie in the kx-ky plane at kz = 0. Thus,
with the inversion-breaking term Vϵη

x ⊗ ϵ, we have the
following Hamiltonian

HCII,ϵ = H0(k) +Aηy ⊗ a3 + Vϵη
x ⊗ ϵ. (7)
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Upon squaring, rearranging, and squaring again, we ob-
tain the energies to be

E2 =
(
k2 +m2 +A2 + V 2

ϵ

)
± 2
√

(A2 + V 2
ϵ )(k

2
x + k2y) + (Am± Vϵkz)2. (8)

Evidently, all eight eigenvalues are distinct. Zero-energy
solutions require

(k2 +m2 −A2 − V 2
ϵ )

2 = −4(Akz ± Vϵm)2, (9)

which implies two conditions:

k2 +m2 = A2 + V 2
ϵ ; Akz = ±Vϵm. (10)

The four-fold degenerate present at Vϵ = 0 splits into a
pair of two-fold degenerate nodal loops related to each
other by time reversal symmetry, one for each solution
of the second equation above. By making either m or
Vϵ a generic even function of k, we break all the lattice
symmetries. The resulting nodal loops will not lie in a
plane. As an illustration, the nodal loops are presented
in Fig. 1 for a specific choice of parameters. Each of
the individual nodal loops carries a topological charge
W = 1. As mentioned before, in class CII the winding
number of two loops related by T are identical. This can
be traced back to the fact that T 2 = C2 in class CII.
Now that all the lattice symmetries have been broken,

it is clear that perturbing the Hamiltonian with other
terms from Eq. (3) will not destabilize the nodal loops,
because each individual loop is topologically protected by
its nonzero winding number. The only generic way to re-
move the pair of loops is to shrink them to points. Thus,
we have shown one of our principal claims, that there is
a robust gapless phase in class CII, and it is described by
pairs of two-fold degenerate nodal loops related by T .

One can further envisage breaking T̂ in our class CII
Hamiltonian, thus converting it to a class AIII Hamilto-
nian. Since we have already established in Ref. 53 that
generic gapless phases in class AIII should be TNLSMs,
we do not pursue this further.

C. Four-fold degenerate Dirac points to two-fold
degenerate nodal lines

There is another route to go from the eight-fold de-
generate Dirac point (the massless point of Eq. (2))
to the generic pair of two-fold degenerate nodal loops.
The eight-fold degenerate Dirac point first goes to four
four-fold degenerate Dirac points upon adding a single
inversion-breaking perturbation. This can occur because
there are several different inversion operations, and a sin-
gle perturbation does not break all of them. When one
adds a second inversion-breaking perturbation, all inver-
sions are broken, and the four Dirac points go to four
two-fold degenerate nodal loops. As the second inversion-
breaking parameter is increased, the four nodal loops co-
alesce into two nodal loops related by time reversal. For

FIG. 2. The gapless conditions in Eq. (24) are solved for
the two different choices of Vb for a fixed Vp = (0.3, 0, 0),
m0 = 0.1 and t1 = 1.4, t2 = 1.2, t3 = 0.6. (a) There exist two
nodal loops for the choice Vb = (0, 0.1, 0.1). (b) For the other
choice Vb = (0.1, 0.2, 0.2), again, there exist two nodal loops.
The two nodal loops are time-reversal partner of each other
carrying the same winding number W = 1.

the sake of completeness, we illustrate this route to the
generic pair of nodal loops as well.
Let us explicitly show that adding only a single

inversion-breaking V -type perturbation to Eq. (2) takes
the eight-fold degenerate Dirac point to four four-fold de-
generate Dirac points protected by a modified inversion.
Suppose one adds only Vϵη

xτyσz. The Hamiltonian is in-
variant under T I, which is an antiunitary inversion-like
operator. Similarly, if one adds only Vpη

xpz = Vpη
xτz,

the Hamiltonian is still symmetric under the modified
inversion operator I ′ = ηyτyσz. Let us be even more
explicit. We add only the ηxpz perturbation and start
with the Hamiltonian

Hp(k) = ηx ⊗
(
D(k) + Vpτ

z
)

(11)

Squaring the Hamiltonian we obtain(
Hp(k)

)2
= k2 +m2 + V 2

p + 2Vp(kxσ
x + kyσ

y) (12)

The last term has eigenvalues ±2Vpk⊥, where k
2
⊥ = k2x+

k2y. Therefore, the eigenvalues are

E2 = k2z +m2 + (k⊥ ± Vp)
2 (13)

The conditions for gapless points to exist are kz = 0,
m = 0, and k⊥ = Vp. The first means that the gapless
points lie in the xy-plane. Both the second and the third
conditions have loop solutions (recall that bothM and Vp

can have quadratic terms in the components of k). Two
generic loops in the xy-plane, each of which is symmetric
under k → −k, intersect at four points. Thus, there are
generically four four-fold degenerate Dirac points that
descend from the eight-fold degenerate Dirac point ofH0.
The next step is to break the accidental I ′ symme-

try, implemented by adding a further Vb perturbation
to Eq. (11). The new Hamiltonian, not possessing any
inversion-like symmetries, is given by

H(k) = ηx ⊗D(k) + ηx ⊗Vp · p+ ηy ⊗Vb · b. (14)
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We expect to find eight distinct eigenvalues. While we
can diagonalize the Hamiltonian of Eq. (14) analytically
by solving a quartic, our goal of finding the locus of gap-
less points is much simpler to achieve. We square the

Hamiltonian and collect terms to obtain

H2(k) =
(
k2 +m2(k) +V2

p +V2
b

)
+ 2h1(k), (15)

where the auxiliary Hamiltonian h1 is defined as

h1(k) =ηz ⊗ a ·Vb × k+ ηz ⊗ p ·Vb ×Vp

+ η0 ⊗ b′ · k×Vp. (16)

Evidently we must find the spectrum of h1(k). We square
it and collect terms to obtain

(h1(k))
2 =

(
|k×Vp|2 + |Vb × k|2 + |Vb ×Vp|2

)
+ 2 (k ·Vp ×Vb) h2(k) = f1 + f2 h2(k). (17)

Here f1 =
(
|k×Vp|2 + |Vb × k|2 + |Vb ×Vp|2

)
, f2 =

2 (k ·Vp ×Vb) and

h2(k) = ηz ⊗ a ·Vp − ηz ⊗ p · k+ η0 ⊗ b′ ·Vb. (18)

We note from Eq. (17) that if Vp×Vb = 0, then (h1(k))
2

will be a multiple of the identity matrix and hence every
band of H(k) will be doubly degenerate. Since we are
looking for the case when all accidental symmetries are
broken, we assume Vp × Vb ̸= 0. Squaring h2(k) and
collecting terms as usual we obtain the following simple
relation

(h2(k))
2 = (k2 +V2

p +V2
b) + 2 h1(k) = f3 + 2 h1(k)

(19)

where f3 = (k2 + V2
p + V2

b). Now combining Eqs. (15)
and (19), we find the following useful relation

H2(k) = m2(k) + (h2(k))
2. (20)

The above matrix equation implies the following eigen-
value equation

E2(k) = m2(k) + λ2(k), (21)

where λ2(k) is the eigenvalue of the Hermitian matrix
(h2(k))

2. Therefore for zero energy (gapless) solutions,
we must have (i) m(k) = 0 and (ii) λ(k) = 0. To find
λ(k), we combine Eqs. (17) and (19) to get the following
eigenvalue equation(

λ2(k)− f3
)2

= 4 (f1 + f2 λ(k)) . (22)

This is the quartic whose solution enables us to find all
the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian. To achieve our sim-
pler goal, we set λ(k) = 0 in the above equation to obtain
the following condition.

f2
3 = 4f1. (23)

Therefore for gapless solutions, the variables k, Vp, Vb

andm(k) =
(
m0 −

∑3
i=1 tik

2
i

)
must satisfy the following

two conditions

(k2 +V2
p +V2

b)
2 = 4

(
|k×Vp|2 + |Vb × k|2 + |Vb ×Vp|2

)
(24a)

m(k) = 0 (24b)

The solution space is the intersection of two surfaces in
k space, which will generically be a nodal line. It could
happen, for a given set of coupling constants, that there
are no solutions to the above equations. In that case,
we are in one of the insulating phases. We can say with
definiteness that if solutions exist for the given set of cou-
pling constants, they must generically be in the form of
nodal loops. To show that solutions do exist, we proceed
as follows: We note that the first equation depends on
(m0, tij) but is independent of (Vp,Vb), while the sec-
ond equation depends on (Vp,Vb) but is independent of
(m0, tij). Thus, fixing, say, (m0, tij), we fix one of the
surfaces. We now vary the second surface by changing
the parameters (Vp,Vb) leaving the first surface unaf-
fected. This implies that we can always find choices of
parameters that have nodal loop solutions. Examples of
such solutions for two choices of parameters are shown in
Fig. 2. We have computed their topological charge and
find that each loop carries W = 1, the two loops being
related by time reversal.

To summarize, by setting Vb = 0 in Eq. (24), we find
that the resulting gapless conditions describe four Dirac
points. Now, if we turn on a tiny Vb, each four-fold
degenerate Dirac point immediately goes to a two-fold
degenerate nodal line as described by the conditions in
Eq. (24). As |Vb| increases, the four nodal loops coalesce
into a pair of nodal loops related by time reversal. The
situation is the same if one starts with Vp = 0 but with
a nonzero Vb, with Vp and Vb trading places. Pairs of
nodal loops related by time reversal exist and are sta-
ble to deformations in the generic band structure in the
gapless phase.
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Previous work on nodal loop semimetals in class CII
[50–52] results in a topological charge taking values in Z2.
We discuss the highly nontrivial calculation of this Z2

invariant for a particular set of simple centrosymmetric
loops in Appendix A.

III. CLASS CI

Hamiltonians belonging to class CI must have time-
reversal (T ), particle-hole (C), and the chiral (S) sym-
metry with T 2 = 1, C2 = −1. in d = 3, nontrivial topo-
logical insulators do exist in class CI, and are classified
by even integers. A minimal model that describes the
transition between 3D topological and trivial insulating
states and also satisfies the above symmetries is an eight
component Dirac Hamiltonian

H0(k) = ηx k.a+mηy, (25)

where, a = (τyσz, τyσx, σy). Here σ’s, τ ’s, and η’s
act on spin, orbital, and chiral/sub-lattice space, respec-
tively. The time-reversal and particle-hole operations are
realized by T = −iηxK and C = −ηyK respectively.
They clearly satisfy T 2 = 1, C2 = −1, confirming that
the Hamiltonian H0(k) belongs to class CI. The chi-
ral symmetry operation is simply given by the product
of particle-hole and time-reversal S = T C = ηz. Ev-
idently, the transition from topological to trivial insu-
lating phase occurs through a Dirac point at the origin
k = 0. Shortly we will see that this Dirac point is not sta-
ble; rather, it will immediately go to nodal loops when
other symmetry-allowed terms are added to H0(k). In
the following, we will show that the transition from the
3D topological to trivial insulating states in class CI (like
the classes AIII, DIII, and CII) occurs through a gapless
phase which is generically a topologically protected nodal
line semimetal.

The Hamiltonian in Eq. (25) is not the most general
Hamiltonian in the class CI because many more terms
can be added to H0(k) without breaking time-reversal
and particle-hole symmetry. There are a seven types of
couplings comprising nineteen terms which preserve all
the symmetries of class CI: ηy ⊗ b, ηx ⊗ c, ηx ⊗ d and
ηx ⊗ b, ηy ⊗ c, ηy ⊗ d, δ, where, b = (σz, σx, τyσy),
c = (−τzσx, τzσz, τx), d = (−τxσx, τxσz,−τz), and
δ = ηxτ0σ0. We can further group these terms by looking
at their transformation properties under inversion, imple-
mented by I = ηyτy. The transformation properties of
the various operators are listed in Table II. The terms
(ηy ⊗b, ηx⊗c, ηx⊗d) are even under inversion, whereas
the terms (ηx ⊗ b, ηy ⊗ c, ηy ⊗ d, δ) are odd. Now we
can write down the most general (minimal dimensional)
Hamiltonian in class CI

HCI(k) =H0(k) + ηy ⊗Ab · b+ ηx ⊗Ac · c
+ ηx ⊗Ad · d+ ηx ⊗Vb · b+ ηy ⊗Vc · c
+ ηy ⊗Vd · d+ Vδδ, (26)

where m, A’s (inversion preserving), and V ’s (inver-
sion broken) can be any even function of momenta.
Without loss of generality, we can consider the fol-
lowing quadratic dependence on momenta: Xα(k) =

Xα0 −
∑

ij t
(Xα)
ij kikj , where Xα is an element of the set

X = {m,Ab,Ac,Ad,Vb,Vc,Vd, Vδ}, and all Xα0, t
(Xα)
ij

are reals. Since there are many terms, diagonalizing and
finding the gapless points of HCI(k) is a difficult task.
However, in the following, we consider each of the per-
turbations individually and obtain enough information to
establish the nature of the generic gapless phase of the
Hamiltonian HCI(k) unambiguously.

Operators TR I

ηx ⊗ a (Γ1,Γ2,Γ3) −1 −1

ηx ⊗ b +1 −1

ηx ⊗ c +1 +1

ηx ⊗ d +1 +1

ηx ⊗ τxσy −1 +1

ηx ⊗ τzσy −1 +1

ηx ⊗ τyσ0 −1 −1

ηx ⊗ τ0σ0 +1 −1

ηy ⊗ a −1 +1

ηy ⊗ b +1 +1

ηy ⊗ c +1 −1

ηy ⊗ d +1 −1

ηy ⊗ τxσy −1 −1

ηy ⊗ τzσy −1 −1

ηy ⊗ τyσ0 −1 +1

ηy ⊗ τ0σ0 (Γ4) +1 +1

TABLE II. Transformation properties of Dirac matrices (rep-
resentation defined above Eq. (26) for class CI) which anti-
commute with S = ηz.

A. The perturbation ηy ⊗Ab · b:

The Hamiltonian

HAb(k) = H0(k) + ηy ⊗Ab · b (27)

can be readily diagonalized by squaring as we did before.
We obtain the following energy spectrum

E2
Ab(k) = k2 +m2 +A2

b ± 2
√
A2

b(k
2 +m2)− |Ab · k|2.

(28)

Note that every band is doubly degenerate. Clearly, for
gapless solutions, we must have

k2 +m2 +A2
b = 2

√
A2

b(k
2 +m2)− |Ab · k|2, (29)



8

which can be rearranged to obtain(
k2 +m2 −A2

b

)2
+ 4|Ab · k|2 = 0. (30)

Therefore for gapless solutions, k, M andAb must satisfy
the two conditions

k2 +m2 = A2
b , Ab · k = 0. (31)

The solution space, which is given by the intersection
between the plane Ab · k = 0 and the surface k2 +m2 =
A2

b in 3D k space is generically a nodal line. As every
band is doubly degenerate, the zero energy nodal line is
four-fold degenerate.

B. The perturbation ηx ⊗Ac · c:

The Hamiltonian

HAc(k) = H0(k) + ηx ⊗Ac · c, (32)

can be readily diagonalized to obtain

E2
Ac(k) = k2 +m2 +A2

c ± 2|Ac · k|. (33)

For gapless solutions, we must have

k2 +m2 +A2
c − 2|Ac · k| = 0, (34)

which, after rearranging, reduces to the following

k2i = A2
ci, m(k2i = A2

ci) = 0. (35)

For a generic m(k) = m0 −
∑

ij tijkikj , there will be no
solutions to this pair of equations. However, if one fine
tunes m0, one can obtain the solutions to be a pair of
Dirac points located at k0 = ±Ac. As in the case of CII,
we will show that these Dirac points are not stable to
generic perturbations.

C. The perturbation ηx ⊗Ad · d:

The Hamiltonian now is

HAd(k) = H0(k) + ηx ⊗Ad · d. (36)

The energy spectrum and the gapless solution of HAd(k)
are identical to the previous case but with the replace-
ment Ac → Ad.

D. The perturbations ηx ⊗Vb · b, ηy ⊗Vc · c,
ηy ⊗Vd · d:

The individual perturbations ηx ⊗Vb · b, ηy ⊗Vc · c,
ηy⊗Vd ·d, when added to H0(k) give identical results to
the cases above ηx⊗Ac ·c, ηy⊗Ab ·b and ηy⊗Ab ·b but
with the respective replacements Ac → Vb, Ab → Vc

and Ab → Vd.

E. The perturbation Vδδ:

The Hamiltonian

HVδ
(k) = H0(k) + Vδη

x, (37)

can be easily diagonalized to obtain the following energy
spectrum

E2
Vδ
(k) = k2 +m2 +V2

δ ± 2Vδ|k|. (38)

Note that every band is doubly degenerate. For gapless
solutions, we must have

k2 +m2 + V 2
δ − 2Vδ|k| = 0, (39)

which, after rearrangement, reduces to

k2 = V 2
δ (k), m2(k) = 0. (40)

Clearly, the solution space, which is given by the inter-
section of two surfaces in 3D k-space, is a nodal line for
generic cases. Since every band is doubly degenerate, the
zero energy nodal loop is four-fold degenerate. Further-
more, the 1D AIII winding number associated with the
four-fold degenerate nodal loop is zero.
Summarizing, when any single perturbation is added

to H0(k), the eight-fold degenerate Dirac point goes to
either a pair of four-fold degenerate Dirac points or a
four-fold degenerate nodal line with zero winding num-
ber. The double degeneracy of every band, which leads
to the four-fold degeneracy of the Dirac points and the
nodal line, can be traced back to the inversion symmetry
of the Hamiltonian. This is clear for the A-type per-
turbations. For the V-type perturbations, the Hamilto-
nian is invariant under the combined operation of time-
reversal (T ) and inversion (I): P = IT , which acts as
PH(k)P−1 = H(k) and satisfies P2 = −1. Evidently, to
remove all inversion-related symmetries, we will have to
add an A-type perturbation and a V-type perturbation
simultaneously.

We now proceed to consider the generic Hamiltonian
without any inversion-related symmetries via two paths:
First we will consider a dominant A-type perturbation
which leads to a pair of four-fold degenerate Dirac points.
We will then add a smallerV-type perturbation and show
that each Dirac point breaks up into a pair of two-fold
degenerate nodal loops. In the second path, the domi-
nant A-type perturbation leads to a four-fold degenerate
nodal loop. Upon adding a smaller V-type perturbation,
we find that this splits into a pair of two-fold degener-
ate nodal loops. In both cases, the two nodal loops have
nontrivial, but opposite, winding numbers.

F. Four-fold degenerate Dirac point to two-fold
degenerate nodal lines:

We begin with the Hamiltonian HAc(k) in Eq. (32)
which describes four-fold degenerate Dirac points. Now
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we add Vδδ to HAc(k) to break the inversion symmetry
(we have verified that adding any other V ’s perturba-
tion does not change the conclusion). Thus, we have the
following Hamiltonian

H(k) = HAc(k) + Vδδ. (41)

Diagonalizing this Hamiltonian by the usual method of
repeatedly squaring and separating terms, we find the
following energy spectrum

E2(k) =
(
k2 +m2 +A2

c + V 2
δ ± 2k ·Ac

)
± 2Vδ

√
k2 +A2

c ± 2k ·Ac. (42)

Clearly, there are eight distinct eigenvalues. For gapless
solutions, we must have(
k2 +m2 +A2

c + V 2
δ ± 2k ·Ac

)
= 2Vδ

√
k2 +A2

c ± 2k ·Ac.

(43)

This can be rearranged to obtain the following simple
conditions for gapless solutions.

(k±Ac)
2
= V 2

δ , m2(k) = 0. (44)

The solution space, given by the intersection of two sur-
faces in 3D k-space, is generically a nodal loop. Since
there are generically eight distinct eigenvalues, the band
crossing at the nodal loops is two-fold degenerate. Note
that when Vδ → 0, the nodal loops approach Dirac

points. The nodal loops always appear in pairs due
to time reversal symmetry. We have computed their
topological charge, and we find that they carry oppo-
site nonzero charges W = ±1. This is in contrast to
the CII class, where the pair of nodal loops related by
T carry the same winding number. We will elaborate on
this difference shortly.

G. Four-fold degenerate nodal line to two-fold
degenerate nodal line:

To demonstrate this path to the generic phase with
two-fold degenerate nodal loops, we begin with the
Hamiltonian HAb(k) in Eq. (27) which describes a four-
fold degenerate nodal line. Now we add the perturbation
Vδδ to break inversion. The resulting Hamiltonian is

H(k) = HAb(k) + Vδδ. (45)

Diagonalizing this Hamiltonian, we find the following en-
ergy spectrum

E2(k) =
(
k2 +m2 +A2

b + V 2
δ

)
± 2
√
k2V 2

δ +A2
b(k

2 +m2)−A2
bk

2
z ± 2AbkzmVδ. (46)

For simplicity, we have rotated the vector Ab to align
along the z-direction Ab = (0, 0, Ab). Note that all eight
eigenvalues are distinct, a reflection of the fact that in-
version symmetry is broken. For the gapless solution, we
must have

(
k2 +m2 +A2

b + V 2
δ

)
= 2
√

k2V 2
δ +A2

b(k
2 +m2)−A2

bk
2
z ± 2AbkzmVδ, (47)

which, after rearranging, reduces to(
k2 +m2 −A2

b − V 2
δ

)2
+ (Abkz ±mVδ)

2
= 0. (48)

Therefore for gapless solution k, m, Ab and Vδ must sat-
isfy the following two conditions

k2 +m2 = A2
b + V 2

δ , Abkz = ±mVδ (49)

The solutions (the intersection of two surfaces) are gener-
ically two-fold degenerate nodal lines/loops related by T .
We have computed their topological charge and find that
they carry a nonzero opposite charge W = ±1, as in the
previous case.

From the above two cases, we find that the four-fold de-
generate Dirac points, as well as the four-fold degenerate
nodal lines, immediately go to a pair of two-fold generate
nodal lines with a nonzero winding number when an in-
version symmetry breaking perturbation is added. Since
the two-fold degenerate nodal loops carry topologically

nontrivial winding numbers, switching on the remaining
perturbations in the HamiltonianHCI(k) in Eq. (26) can-
not gap out the nodal loops or turn the nodal loops into
Dirac points immediately. Thus, we conclude that be-
tween the topological and trivial insulating states in class
CI, there is a gapless phase that generically has pairs of
two-fold degenerate nodal loops related by T .

H. Topological invariant

The previous classification [50–52] for the topological
invariant for class CI in gapless phases is Z, and the in-
variant is the chiral winding number Eq. (1). Thus, the
only difference between our approach and the previous
one for class CI is that our loops are unrestricted, and
do not have to be time reversal symmetric.
Let us now understand the difference between classes

CI and CII, where the nodal loops related by T have ei-
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FIG. 3. A pair of nodal loops labeled NL1 and NL2. The
enclosing loops are labeled EL1, EL2, and EL2′.

ther opposite or identical winding numbers, respectively.
The very existence of the winding number is a direct con-
sequence of chiral symmetry, implemented by S = ηz in
both classes. The key is to look at how S transforms
under T . In class CII, T ST −1 = S. As we will see very
shortly, this implies that the two nodal loops related by
T have the same winding number. For class CI we have
T ST −1 = −S, implying opposite winding numbers for
the two nodal loops related by T . The same will be true
in class DIII, for the same reason.

In order to proceed we need to define the winding num-
bers of the two loops (NL1 and NL2) related by T for a
generic configuration. It is best to start with a simple
case in which NL1 and NL2 are in the kxky plane, and
separated by kz, as shown in Fig. 3. Take one of the pair
of nodal loops (NL1, say) and define an enclosing loop
(called EL1, say) winding around NL1 only, in a certain
sense. Applying T to the enclosing loop we obtain an-
other enclosing loop that winds around NL2. The sense
of the enclosing loop EL1 defines a definite sense for the
second enclosing loop (EL2) under T . Now we “slide”
the loop EL2 around NL2 so that it lies directly below
EL1. This defines a new enslosing loop EL2′. One can
see that the sense in which EL1 and EL2 are traversed is
opposite. We define the winding number of NL2 as the
opposite of the result obtained from EL2′. This definition
turns out to naturally correspond to the degeneracies of
zero-energy surface states. These are the two winding
numbers which are either the same (class CII) or oppo-
site (classes CI and DIII).

Now we come to the computation of the winding num-
ber, Eq. (1), repeated here for convenience

W =
1

2πi

∫ 2π

0

dk Tr
(
Q−1∂kQ

)
. (50)

Recall the way the matrix Q is defined: One goes to a
basis where ηz is S, implying that the Hamiltonian can

be expressed as (
0 Q
Q† 0

)
(51)

Now we are ready to find the relation between the wind-
ing numbers of NL1 and NL2. Under T there is the
sense of the loop changes sign as we saw in the previous
paragraph. Also, T comes with complex conjugation,
which produces another sign reversal as per Eq. (50). In
class CII, there are no further sign reversals, and thus the
winding numbers of NL1 and NL2, as defined above, are
identical. In classes CI and DIII, T comes with an ad-
ditional ηx. This changes Q → Q†, which is yet another
complex conjugation, implying one more sign reversal.
This is why the winding numbers of NL1 and NL2 are
opposite in classes CI and DIII.
The senses of the winding numbers were defined above

for a particularly simple pair of T -related nodal loops.
Given a generic pair of T -related nodal loops we proceed
as follows: First we find the straight line going through
both nodal loops such that the overlap of the projections
of the two nodal loops on to the surface perpendicular to
the axis is maximized. We then proceed as described in
the paragraphs above.
Let us note that the relation between the winding num-

bers is controlled by ϵS = ±1, defined by T ST −1 = ϵSS.
ϵS is dependent on ϵT and ϵC , defined by T 2 = ϵT and
C2 = ϵC . Since we have chosen to implement S = T C by
ηz, we know that S2 = 1. Thus,

S2 = T CT C = 1

⇒ T S2 = ϵTCT C = T
⇒ CT S2 = CT = ϵCϵTT C. (52)

This is the “commutation relation” of T and C. Now, let
T ST −1 = ϵSS, where ϵS = ±1. Since T −1 = ϵTT , this
implies

T ST −1 = ϵTT ST = ϵTT T CT = CT = ϵST C (53)

Comparing with Eq. (52) we finally obtain the desired
relation.

ϵS = ϵT ϵC (54)

For class CII, ϵT = ϵC , which implies that chirality is
even under T , and thus the two nodal loops related by T
have the same winding number. However, for classes CI
and DIII, ϵT = −ϵC , which means that chirality is odd
under T , implying that the two nodal loops related by T
have opposite winding numbers.

Despite the fact that both our classification and the
previous one [50–52] use the winding number in class
CI, the fact that our loops are not constrained to be
centrosymmetric gives our approach a better ability to
distinguish the presence/absence of gapless drumhead
modes at specific points on the surface BZ when open
surfaces are present. We will elaborate on this in Sec-
tion V.
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Operators TR I

ηx ⊗ σ (γ1, γ2, γ3) −1 +1

ηx ⊗ σ0 +1 −1

ηy ⊗ σ −1 +1

ηy ⊗ σ0 (γ4) +1 +1

TABLE III. Transformation properties of Dirac matrices (rep-
resentation given in Eq. (55) for the class DIII) which anti-
commute with S = ηz.

IV. CLASS DIII

Hamiltonians in class DIII have T 2 = −1, C2 = 1. A
minimal Hamiltonian which describes the transition be-
tween 3D topological and trivial insulating states and
also satisfies the above symmetries is a four-component
Dirac Hamiltonian

H0(k) = ηx k.σ +mηy. (55)

Here σ’s and η’s act on spin and sublattice space, respec-
tively. The time-reversal and particle-hole operations are
realized by T = ηxσyK and C = iηyσyK respectively.
They clearly satisfy T 2 = −1, C2 = 1, confirming that
H0(k) belongs to class DIII. The chiral symmetry op-
eration is simply given by the product of particle-hole
and time-reversal S = T C = ηz. The Hamiltonian is
also symmetric under the inversion I = ηy. The transi-
tion from topological to trivial insulating phase occurs
through a Dirac point at the origin k = 0. In the
following, we will see that this Dirac point is not sta-
ble. It will immediately go to nodal loops when other
symmetry-allowed terms are added to H0(k). As usual,
the Hamiltonian in Eq. (55) is not the most general class
DIII Hamiltonian, because there is one more symmetry-
allowed term which can be added to H0(k), namely ηxσ0.
Therefore, the most general 4 × 4 Hamiltonian in class
DIII is

HDIII(k) = ηx k.σ +mηy + V ηx. (56)

This Hamiltonian can be easily diagonalized to obtain
the following energy spectrum.

E2(k) = k2 +m2 + V 2 ± 2V |k|. (57)

The two parameters m and V can be any even func-
tion of the components of k; a minimal choice would

be m → m(k) = m0 −
∑

ij t
(m)
ij kikj , V → V (k) =

V0−
∑

ij t
(V )
ij kikj , where m0, V0, t

(m)
ij and t

(V )
ij are all real.

For the energy spectrum to be gapless, k, m(k) and V (k)
must satisfy the following conditions

m(k) = 0, k2 = V 2(k). (58)

The solution space, which is given by the intersection of
two surfaces in the 3D k space is generically a nodal line.

The nodal loops always appear in pairs due to time rever-
sal symmetry. As usual, small deformations of the Hamil-
tonian cannot gap out the nodal loops. To see whether
the loops enjoy topological protection, we compute the
AIII winding number using Eq. (1). We find that the pair
of nodal loops related by T carry opposite topological
charge W = ±1, in accordance with Eq. (54) Therefore,
the transition between 3D topological and trivial insulat-
ing states in class DIII happens through a gapless phase
which is generically a nodal line semimetal. Since the
nodal loops carry a nontrivial winding number, they are
topologically protected and stable against gap opening.

As in the case of class CI, the previous classification in
DIII is Z [50–52], with the invariant being the winding
number Eq. (1). Our topological charge is also the wind-
ing number, with the difference that our loops are not
restricted to be centrosymmetric. Surface states in class
DIII which either overlap completely or do not overlap
at all were discussed in Ref. 51. Our approach, pre-
sented next in Section V, allows us to directly use our
bulk invariant to predict the properties of surface states.

V. SURFACE STATES

The salient experimental signature of TNLSMs is the
existence of topologically protected gapless drumhead
surface states in a finite region of the surface BZ [35, 58–
66]. In our classification, the nodal loops in classes AIII,
CII, CI, and DIII are characterized by the winding num-
ber on a loop that “winds around” the given nodal loop.
Recall that this winding number is an invariant belonging
to class AIII, because the Hamiltonian restricted to an
arbitrary linking loop only has chiral symmetry, and thus
belongs to AIII. Thus, by the bulk boundary correspon-
dence in class AIII, there must be gapless surface states
associated with nodal loops in AIII, CII, CI, and DIII.
Since there exist multiple k-values through which an en-
closing loop can be drawn, there must be a finite region
of gapless surface states in surface BZ. For slabs of large
z-thickness in lattice units, the drumhead states are very
close to exactly degenerate, and consist of a symmetric
and an antisymmetric combination of zero-energy states
localized on the top and bottom surfaces.

To get a picture of the surface states associated with
the nodal loops, we will consider specific lattice models
for each of the above chiral classes. The surface states as-
sociated with the nodal loops in class AIII are discussed
in the companion paper Ref. [53], so here we focus on the
remaining three classes, which are more interesting due
to the additional time reversal and particle-hole symme-
tries.

One can modify the continuum Hamiltonian to obtain
a lattice model by replacing linear terms in ki by sin ki
and the quadratic terms in k by a linear combination of
cos ki (M(k) = m−

∑
i ti cos ki). Following this prescrip-
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FIG. 4. Bulk nodal loops, their surface projections (on kx-ky BZ), and the associated surface states of the lattice models in
class CII. For the first row, the parameters m = 0.1, t1 = −0.1, t2 = −0.2, t3 = 1.1, Aa = (0, 0.1, 1.0), A5 = 0.2, Vϵ = 0.2,
and all other terms are kept zero, are such that the projections of the pairs of nodal loops (in (a)), related by time-reversal
symmetry, almost overlap on kx-ky surface BZ (in (b)). Figure (c), which presents the low energy spectrum of the system taken
finite along the z-direction, shows the flat drumhead surface states which are associated with the bulk nodal loops around the
origin kx = ky = 0. (d) Shows surface states along the cut kx = 0. In the second row, the parameters are the same as the first
row but with the following nonzero V terms: Vp = (0.1, 0, 0), Vb = (0, 0.1, 0), Vb′ = (0, 0.15, 0). Now projections of the pair
of nodal loops (in (e)) do not overlap completely on the kx-ky surface BZ (in (f)). Figure (g), which presents the low energy
spectrum of the system taken finite along the z-direction, shows the flat drumhead surface states, which are four/two-fold
degenerate (clearly shown in Fig. (h)) in the overlapping/non-overlapping regions in the surface BZ, respectively. Figure (h)
shows low energy spectrum along the cut kx = 0.

tion, we obtain a model defined on a cubic lattice

H =
∑
n,j

c†(n) 2Q c(n)−
(
c†(n+ êj) Tj c(n) +H.c

)
,

(59)

where n = (n1, n2, n3) (ni integer), denote the lattice
sites, êj is the unit vector along jth direction, and the
lattice constant has been set to unity. The matrix di-
mension N of the onsite Q and hopping terms T is iden-
tical to the matrix dimension of the Dirac Hamiltonian
in the given symmetry class. The c†(n) and c(n) are
the N -component Dirac fermion creation and annihila-
tion operators. Note that the onsite term Q includes all
the momentum-independent terms allowed by the sym-
metry class. The hopping matrices Tj , j = 1, 2, 3, may
be expressed in a generic form Tj = tjΓ4 + iΓj , where
i is the imaginary unit and tj ’s are real numbers. The
Γj and Γ4 are the gamma matrices satisfying the Clifford
algebra {Γi,Γj} = 2δij , i, j = 1, 2, 3, 4. In the following,
we will explicitly specify Γj ,Q and Tj for each of the
three classes CII, CI, and DIII to obtain the lattice mod-
els, which we will then use to compute the surface states
associated with the bulk nodal loops.

A. Class CII

In class CII, the minimal Dirac Hamiltonian is 8 × 8,
therefore c†(n) and c(n) are 8-component Dirac fermion
creation and annihilation operators. From the Dirac
Hamiltonian in Eq. (3), we have the following Γ matrices

Γ1 = ηxτzσx, Γ2 = ηxτzσy, Γ3 = ηxτy, Γ4 = ηxτx.

Recall that the Pauli matrices ηa, τa and σa act on the
sublattice, orbital, and spin spaces respectively. The mo-
mentum independent matrix Q is given by

Q = mηxτx + µηx ⊗ γ0 + ηy ⊗Aa · a+A5η
y ⊗ γ5

+ ηy ⊗Vb · b+ ηy ⊗Vb′ · b′ + ηx ⊗Vp · p+ Vϵη
x ⊗ ϵ,

where all the terms on the right-hand side are defined in
Section II.
To illustrate the various possible geometries of the

surface states associated with bulk topological nodal
loops, we take two representative sets of parameters (i)
m = 0.1, t1 = −0.1, t2 = −0.2, t3 = 1.1 (recall M(k) =
m −

∑
i ti cos ki), Aa = (0, 0.1, 1.0), A5 = 0.2, Vϵ = 0.2

and the remaining terms are zero; (ii) the same as (i)
but with the following additional terms Vp = (0.1, 0, 0),
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FIG. 5. (a) Bulk nodal loops and (b) their surface projections (on kx-ky BZ), of the lattice model in class CI. The parameters
are m = 0.1, t1 = −0.1, t2 = −0.2, t3 = 0.8,Ab = (0, 0.1, 0.8), Vδ = 0.4, Vb = (0.2, 0, 0), Vc = (0, 0.1, 0), and the remaining
parameters are set to zero. Figures (c) and (d) show the surface states associated with the bulk nodal loops around kx = ky = 0.
Figure (c) presents the low energy spectrum of the slab. Note that he flat zero-energy drumhead surface states exist only in
the non-overlapping region. There are no zero energy surface states in the overlapping region. For clear visualization, a section
of the surface states (highlighted in color) for fixed ky = 0 are separately shown in (d).

Vb = (0, 0.1, 0), Vb′ = (0, 0.15, 0). For both sets of pa-
rameters, the lattice model describes a gapless nodal line
semimetal; the nodal loops around kz = 0 are shown in
Fig. 4. We will take the open surface to be the xy-plane.
The lattice model is solved on a slab that is finite in the
z-direction, and has periodic boundary conditions in the
x and y directions, ensuring that kx, ky, and thus the
surface BZ, are well-defined. For the first set, the pair
of nodal loops related by T have projections on to the
surface BZ that overlap almost perfectly. The low energy
spectrum as a function of kx and ky is shown in Fig. 4(c).
There are four-fold degenerate zero-energy surface states
in the entire region that is bounded by the projection of
bulk nodal loops in the kx-ky surface BZ.

To see a slightly different geometry, we turn to the sec-
ond set of parameters. Here there is a region of the sur-
face BZ where the projections of the two nodal loops re-
lated by T do not overlap. Now it is clear that the drum-
head states are four-fold degenerate in the region of over-
lap, but only two-fold degenerate in the non-overlapping
region. The bulk nodal loops and their surface states
for the second case are depicted in the bottom panel of
Fig. 4.

We can easily understand these degeneracies as fol-
lows: By virtue of having a nonzero winding number,
each nodal loop gives rise to a two-fold degenerate drum-
head state, with the two zero-energy states residing on
the top and bottom of the slab. In CII, the two nodal
loops related by T have the same winding number from
Eq. (54), and hence in the region of overlap on the sur-
face BZ, the degeneracy is increased by a factor of 2. As
we will see shortly, in classes CI and DIII, the logic of
Eq. (54) implies that there are no drumhead states in
the region of overlap of two nodal loops related by T .

B. Class CI

As in class CII, the minimal Dirac Hamiltonian in class
CI is 8×8. From Eq. (26), we read off the four Γ matrices

Γ1 = ηxτyσz, Γ2 = ηxτyσx, Γ3 = ηxσy, Γ4 = ηz.

The momentum independent matrix Q for this class is
given by

Q = mηz + ηz ⊗Ab · b+ ηx ⊗Ac · c+ ηx ⊗Ad · d
+ ηx ⊗Vb · b+ ηz ⊗Vc · c+ ηz ⊗Vd · d+ Vδδ.

For the definition of the various terms on the right-hand
side, see Section III.
Let us consider a representative choice of parame-

ters m = 0.1, (t1, t2, t3) = (−0.1,−0.2, 0.8) (recall
M(k) = m −

∑
i ti cos ki), Ab = (0, 0.1, 0.8), Vδ = 0.4,

Vb = (0.2, 0, 0), Vc = (0, 0.1, 0), with the remaining pa-
rameters being set to zero. The lattice model has pairs of
nodal loops around kz = 0, as shown in Fig. 5(a). Their
surface projections on the kx-ky surface BZ are shown in
Fig. 5(b). The low energy spectrum as a function of kx
and ky for the slab geometry is shown in Fig. 5(c)-(d).
We find that there are no gapless surface states in the re-
gion of the surface BZ where the projections of the nodal
loops overlap. Clearly, this is because they have opposite
winding numbers, in accordance with Eq. (54). However,
there are two-fold degenerate drumhead states in the re-
gions of the surface BZ where the nodal loop projections
do not overlap.

C. Class DIII

The lattice model for class DIII in Eq. 59 is not flex-
ible enough to illustrate the full range of possibilities
for drumhead states because it has C2 symmetry around
each axis, which forces the projections of the nodal loops
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FIG. 6. (a) Bulk nodal loops and (b) their surface projections on the kx-ky surface BZ, of the lattice model in class DIII (Eq.
60). Their projections of the kx-ky surface BZ overlap in a finite region (shaded region in (b)). Figures (c) and (d) shows the
surface states associated with the bulk nodal loops. Figures (c) presents the low energy spectrum of the system taken finite
along the z-direction. The zero energy surface states associated with the bulk nodal loops exist only in the nonoverlapping
region of projection on the kx-ky surface BZ. For clear visualization, a section of the surface states (highlighted in color) for
fixed ky = 0 is separately shown in (d). The surface spectrum is gapped in the overlapping region but it is gapless and flat in
the nonoverlapping regions of projections of the nodal loops.

on the surface BZ will always overlap. Surface states are
better illustrated when the projections of the nodal loops
have both overlapping and nonoverlapping regions on the
surface BZ.

To make the model generic, we break this two-fold ro-
tation symmetry by adding next nearest neighbour hop-
pings.

H(k) =
∑
i

sin kiΓi +

m−
∑
i

tmi cos ki −
∑
ij,i ̸=j

tij cos (ki + kj) + t
′

ij cos (ki − kj)

Γ4 +

(
V −

∑
i

tvi cos ki

)
ηxσ0

(60)

where Γ1 = ηxσx, Γ2 = ηxσy, Γ3 = ηxσz, Γ4 = ηy,
and tij = tji, t

′

ij = t
′

ji. The Pauli matrices η’s, and σ’s
act on the sublattice and spin spaces, respectively. The
choice tmi ̸= tmj , tvi ̸= tvj , and tij ̸= t

′

ij make sure that
crystalline symmetries are broken.

Let us consider a representative choice of parame-
ters m = 0.4, V = 0.6, tm = (0.8, 0.5, 1.0), tv =

(−0.5,−0.8,−0.2) and txy = 0, t
′

xy = 0, txz = 0.6, t
′

xz =

0.01, tyz = 0.3, t
′

yz = 0.01. The lattice model has pairs of
nodal loops as shown in Fig. 6(a). Their surface projec-
tions on the kx-ky surface BZ are shown in Fig. 6(b). The
low energy spectrum as a function of kx and ky for the
slab geometry is shown in Fig. 6(c)-(d). Like the surface
states in class CI, we find that there are no gapless surface
states in the region of the surface BZ where the projec-
tions of the nodal loops overlap. Clearly, this is because
they have opposite winding numbers, in accordance with
Eq. (54). However, there are two-fold degenerate drum-
head states in the regions of the surface BZ where the
nodal loop projections do not overlap.

VI. SUMMARY & OUTLOOK

The fact that gapless states can have topological pro-
tection has been known for more than a decade [16–19].
While initial work focused onWeyl and Dirac semimetals,
there has been quite a bit of work on nodal loop semimet-
als as well [19, 24–28]. In any classification scheme the
“internal” symmetries (time reversal T , charge conjuga-
tion C, and their product, the chirality S = T C) are
crucial [50–52]. There can be additional “lattice” sym-
metries beyond translations as well [30–48], such as mir-
ror symmetries, non-symmorphic symmetries, or SU(2)
spin-rotation symmetry. In a semimetal, a powerful way
to see if the gapless state is topologically protected is
to enclose the Fermi points/lines in a lower dimensional
subspace of the Brillouin zone, and see if the gapped
Hamiltonian on that enclosing subspace is topologically
nontrivial.

In this work, we have focused on the three-dimensional
case when no lattice symmetries other than translations
are present, and when S is a symmetry of the Hamilto-
nian. A previous classification [50–52] for this case uses
enclosing surfaces which have all the symmetries of the
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Hamiltonian. Specifically, if the Hamiltonian in question
is symmetric under T , the enclosing surface must have
both k and −k, that is, it must be centrosymmetric.

The primary difference between our classification and
the previous one is that our enclosing surfaces are generic,
and need not be centrosymmetric. Our first result is that
if there is a topologically nontrivial insulator in a chi-
ral class in three dimensions, then there is generically a
semimetal phase between the topologically nontrivial and
the topologically trivial insulating phases. This applies
to classes AIII, CI, CII, and DIII. Class BDI also en-
joys chiral symmetry, but it does not have a topologically
nontrivial insulator in three dimensions. Note that the
implication goes only one way: BDI may have topologi-
cally protected nodal loop semimetal phases, but we are
not able to guarantee it by our logic. We are further able
to show by contradiction that the semimetal phase in a
chiral class cannot have isolated, topologically protected,
point nodes. If there is such a point node, we enclose it
in an arbitrary two-dimensional surface. The Hamilto-
nian restricted to this surface has only chiral symmetry,
and thus belongs to class AIII. However, class AIII has
a trivial topology in two dimensions, which shows the
contradiction. Our second result is the natural sequel to
the first. We show that the generic semimetal must be a
nodal loop semimetal. Now the enclosing “surface” is an
arbitrary loop in the Brillouin zone that winds around
the putative nodal loop. The Hamiltonian restricted to
the enclosing loop has only S, and is in class AIII. Class
AIII does have nontrivial topology in one dimension la-
beled by the winding number, implying that if the nodal
loops have nonzero winding number they are topologi-
cally protected. It is worth noting that we use the wind-
ing number to classify semimetals in all the four chiral
classes we consider (AIII, CI, CII, DIII), making it a uni-
versal tool for investigating nodal loop phases in Hamil-
tonians with chiral symmetry. It turns out that in class
AIII (no T or C, only S) single nodal loops can appear,
but in the other three classes, time reversal symmetry
forces generic nodal loops to appear in pairs. We have
shown that if T 2 = C2, as happens in class CII, the two
loops related by T have the same winding number. On
the other hand, if T 2 = −C2, which occurs in classes CI
and DIII, the two loops have opposite winding numbers.
We substantiate all these theoretical results by explicit
calculations in minimal models in each symmetry class.

For classes AIII, CI, and DIII, both our approach and
the previous one give essentially the same classification.
For class CII, however, the precise relationship between
our approach and the previous one is not clear to us.
In both approaches, one starts by enclosing the putative
nodal loop in an enclosing loop. In our approach, one
simply computes the winding number. In the previous
approach, one has to choose the enclosing loop to be cen-
trosymmetric, which perforce encloses both members of a
pair of nodal loops related by T . One then has to extend
the Hamiltonian in two extra dimensions in such a way
that it remains gapped in the three-dimensional torus

formed by the enclosing loop and the two extra dimen-
sions, and then compute the invariant. We are unable
to do this for generic centrosymmetric loops. A special
loop for which we can perform the computation in pre-
sented in the appendix, for a model in which the nodal
loops are topologically protected according to our classifi-
cation. Unfortunately, both our winding number and the
topological invariant of the previous approach are trivial
on this centrosymmetric loop. The relation between the
two approaches remains an important open question for
class CII.

Our fourth result concerns the degeneracies of the zero-
energy drumhead modes predicted to occur on an open
surface in any nodal loop semimetal. The winding num-
ber is once again invaluable in determining whether zero-
energy states (drumhead modes) exist on the surface at
a given k in the surface Brillouin zone, and if so, what
their degeneracies are. If loops with the same winding
number have projections onto the surface Brillouin zone
that overlap in some region, the drumhead modes will be
doubly degenerate in that region. We show an explicit
lattice example of this in class CII. By contrast, if loops
with opposite winding numbers overlap, there will be no
zero-energy modes in the overlap region, as we show with
explicit examples in classes CI and DIII.

There are several possible platforms where the physics
of topological nodal lines may be realized/studied. The
compounds CePt3Si [67], Li2Pt3B [68], BiPd [69] ap-
pear to be candidate materials for class DIII or AIII
[51]. TNLSMs might also be realized in materials where
there is a chiral symmetry or at least an effective chiral
symmetry (e.g., SrIrO3 [70]). More recently, there has
been a proposal for graphene networks whose band struc-
ture might realize nodal lines [71]. A relatively new, but
promising, platform has been proposed in driven systems
[72–74]. In this platform, many topological systems have
been modelled successfully both experimentally [75] and
theoretically [76, 77]. Topological nodal lines may also be
realized in the optical lattices of ultracold atoms [78, 79].

Coming to open questions, the relation between our
winding number approach and the Z2 topological invari-
ant on centrosymmetric loops proposed in Refs. 50–52 is
certainly a pressing issue. In particular it is important
to understand whether a model which shows a nontrivial
index in one approach is guaranteed to show nontriviality
in the other.

The effects of orbital magnetic fields on the spectra
of semimetals is another area in which there are open
questions. There has been quite a bit of study about
Weyl semimetals in a magnetic field [80, 81], and that
produces a rich array of physics. The effect of magnetic
fields on nodal line semimetals [82–87] have been stud-
ied for some simple cases. However, the generic case of
nonplanar loops has not been studied.

Finally, a physically important question is the stabil-
ity of topological semimetals in the presence of disor-
der and/or interactions [88–99]. Some studies have been
carried out for topological nodal loop semimetals. For
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chiral symmetry-respecting disorder, gapless modes are
expected to be robust [51]. However, even if the disorder
breaks the chiral symmetry, numerical work shows that
surface states remain stable [100] up to a critical disorder
strength. The situation might be different in the presence
of long-range Coulomb interactions [101–103]. We hope
to address all these interesting questions for the various
symmetry classes in greater generality in the near future.
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Appendix A: Z2 topological charge for nodal line in
class CII on a specific loop

The definition of the Z2 invariant starts with a cen-
trosymmetric loop in the physical 3D BZ. This loop is
then extended in two extra momentum dimensions α, β,
with the Hamiltonian on this 3-Torus satisfying periodic-
ity and having the symmetry of the CII class. The charge
is calculated on the 3-Torus using [50–52]

νp =
Cp+1

2

∫
Sp−1×T 2

dθdαdβ ϵµνλTr
(
SG̃∂µG̃

−1
G̃∂νG̃

−1G̃∂λG̃
−1
)
|ω=0 mod 2, (A1)

where p = 2 is the codimension of the Fermi sur-
face (nodal line), S = ηz is the chiral operator and

µ, ν, λ ∈ (θ, α, β). The Green’s function G̃ is given by

G̃(ω,k) =
(
iω − H̃(k, α, β)

)−1

. The integration is done

over Sp−1 × T 2, where Sp−1 = S1 is a centrosymmet-
ric one dimensional enclosing manifold (parametrized by
θ) in the three dimensional k space which keeps the
antiunitary time-reversal and particle-hole symmetry of
the Hamiltonian. The Hamiltonian H(k) is extended to

H̃(k, α, β) maintaining time-reversal and charge conju-

gation symmetry: T H̃(k, α, β)T −1 = H̃(−k,−α,−β),

CH̃(k, α, β)C−1 = −H̃(−k,−α,−β). The extended

Green’s function G̃(ω,k) must satisfy the following two
conditions

G̃(ω,k, α = 0, β = 0)|S1 = G(ω,k)|S1 (A2a)

G̃(ω,k, α = π/2, β = π/2)|S1 = (iω ±∆)−1|S1 , (A2b)

where ∆ is a constant. The above conditions ensure that
a 1D topological insulator described by the Hamiltonian
H̃(k, α = 0, β = 0) = H(k) restricted on S1, goes to a
trivial state with an energy gap ∆ at α = π/2, β = π/2.
Furthermore, since α, β ∈ [−π

2 ,
π
2 ), the Hamiltonian must

be periodic in these two extra dimensions upto to unitary
equivalence.

Ideally, one would calculate this invariant for all pos-
sible centrosymmetric 1D enclosing loops extended into

3-Tori in the manner described above. If the invariant
on any one such enclosing loops is nontrivial, the model
is in a nontrivial nodal loop semimetal phase. A trivial
result on a particular loop does not imply that the model
is in a trivial phase.
We are unable to compute the invariant on arbitrary

centrosymmetric loops, because the extension is difficult
to carry out in such a way that it satisfies all the required
conditions. We have been able to compute this Z2 invari-
ant on a specific loop, the kz axis of the BZ. The calcula-
tion described in this subsection, while yielding a trivial
result in a model we know to be nontrivial, will illustrate
some of the difficulties that have to be overcome. We
consider the Hamiltonian HCII,ϵ in Eq. (7)

HCII,ϵ(k) = H0(k) +Aηy ⊗ a3 + Vϵη
x ⊗ ϵ, (A3)

which has a robust gapless NLSM phase, as demon-
strated through a simple gapless solution in Eq. (10).
For momentum independent M,A, Vϵ, we have a pair of
nodal loops lying on the kx-ky plane at a fixed kz values
±mVϵ/A. We choose the simplest centrosymmetric en-
closing loop, the kz axis. Making this choice means one
has to consider large values of kz, beyond the validity of
the continuum model we made near the Γ point. To reg-
ulate this, and more importantly, to make the model ap-
plicable to crystalline solids, we go to a lattice model with
the same continuum limit. A lattice model can straight-
forwardly be obtained from HCII,ϵ(k) by replacing k by
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sink and k2 by cosk, after which we obtain

HCII,Lat(k) =

3∑
i=1

sin kiΓi +m4(k)Γ4

+Aηy ⊗ a3 + Vϵη
x ⊗ ϵ, (A4)

where we have chosen a specific momentum dependence
in m4(k) = m−t cos kz for reasons that will become clear
shortly. The Gamma matrices remain as before; Γ1 =
ηxτzσx, Γ2 = ηxτzσy, Γ3 = ηxτyσ0 and Γ4 = ηxτxσ0.
The gapless solutions ofHCII,Lat(k) can be obtained from
the Eq. (10) by replacing ki by sin ki:

sin2 kx + sin2 ky + sin2 kz +m2
4(k) = A2 + V 2

ϵ (A5a)

A sin kz = ±Vϵm4(k). (A5b)

Simplifying the second condition, we find that the nodal
loops lie parallel to kx-ky plane at two fixed kz = ±kz0
values determined by

cos kz0 =
mtV 2

ϵ ±
√
(mtV 2

ϵ )
2 − (V 2

ϵ t
2 +A2)(m2V 2

ϵ −A2)

A2 + V 2
ϵ t

2
,

(A6)

The first condition can be rewritten as∑
i=x,y

sin2 ki = V 2
ϵ

(
1− m2

4(kz0)

A2

)
+ (A2 −m2

4(kz0)).

(A7)

The nodal loops exist if both conditions have simulta-
neous solutions. From Eq. (A6) we see that there are
are potentially four values ±kz0, ±k′z0. However, we can
choose our parameters (m, t,A, Vϵ) in such a way that
the above two conditions allow only two solutions. This
is necessary because the enclosing loop (which is the kz
axis) should not enclose more than two nodal loops to get
a nontrivial Z2 invariant νp. We work with the following
choice of parameter values: m = 0.5, t = −1.4, A = 2.0,
Vϵ = 0.1. Solving Eq. (A6), we get cos kz0 ≈ 0.995 and
−0.999 for the plus and minus signs, respectively. Substi-
tuting these values into the second condition, Eq. (A7),
we obtain sin2 kx + sin2 ky ≈ 0.414 and 3.20 for the plus
and minus signs, respectively. Clearly, the second condi-
tion has no solution for cos kz0 ≈ −0.999. The full set
of nodal loops is depicted in Fig. 7(a). Each loop has a
nonzero winding number, so the model is a topologically
protected nodal loop semimetal.

Now we are ready two make a two-parameter exten-
sion. We consider the following extension of HCII,Lat(k)

H̃CII,Lat(k, α, β) =

(
3∑

i=1

sin kiΓi +m4(k)Γ4 + Vϵη
x ⊗ ϵ

)
cosα cosβ +Aηy ⊗ a3 +m5(k) sinα cosβΓ5 +m6(k) sinβΓ6

(A8)

where m5(k) = m5(−k) and m6(k) = m6(−k) are even
functions of the momenta. The two other Γ matrices are
Γ5 = ηxτzσz, Γ6 = ηy, which anticommute with Γi, i =
1, 2, 3, 4. Note that both Γ5 and Γ6 are odd under time re-
versal and charge conjugation such that H̃CII,Lat(k, α, β)

obeys: T H̃CII,Lat(k, α, β)T −1 = H̃CII,Lat(−k,−α,−β),

and CH̃CII,Lat(k, α, β)C−1 = −H̃CII,Lat(−k,−α,−β).
Both parameters lie in the range [−π

2 ,
π
2 ). To make sure

that the Hamiltonian lies on a 2-Torus in α, β space, we
need to ensure that H(k, α, π/2) is unitarily equivalent
to H(k, α,−π/2), and also that H(k, π/2, β) is unitar-
ily equivalent to H(k,−π/2, β). It can be easily checked
that this is true with the unitary transformation being
none other than ηz.

The condition that the extended Hamiltonian remains
gapped on S1 × T 2 can be rephrased as saying that as
we change α and β in their entire range, the nodal loops

never hit the enclosing loop along the kz axis. The zero
energy conditions are straightforward generalizations of
Eq. (24).

cos kz0 =
mtV 2

ϵ ±
√
(mtV 2

ϵ )
2 − (V 2

ϵ t
2 +A2)(m2V 2

ϵ −A2)

A2 + V 2
ϵ t

2
,

(A9)

which is identical to Eq. (A6) and∑
i=x,y

sin2 ki = V 2
ϵ

(
1− m2

4(kz0)

A2

)
+

A2 −m2
4(kz0)

cos2 α cos2 β
,

(A10)

which is again almost identical to Eq. (A7), except the
factor cos2 α cos2 β in the last term. The above two con-
ditions are obtained by assuming m4(k) = m5(k) =
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FIG. 7. Evolution of the nodal loops with the (extension) parameters α and β to demonstrate that the extended Hamiltonian
on enclosing red loop, passing through the origin along the kz axis, always remains gapped. These nodal loops are the
solutions of the two Eqs. (A9) and (A10) for different values of g = cos2 α cos2 β. In the figures from (a)-(f), the values of
g = 1.0, 0.5, 0.42, 0.4, 0.3 and 0.23 respectively. Note that g = 1 corresponds to the gapless solution of HCII,Lat(k). The system
is fully gapped for g ≲ 0.20. In figures from (b)-(f), we show solution only at kz = kz0 plane. The solution at the time reversed-
momentum kz = −kz0 plane is identical to the solution at kz = kz0 plane. The red dot represents the origin kx = ky = 0.

m6(k), and m4(k) = m − t cos kz. Now the key point
is that if A − m4(kz0) > 0 , then the right hand side
of Eq. (A10) always remains positive for arbitrary val-
ues of α, β. This ensures that the extended Hamilto-
nian on the enclosing loop (times the 2-Torus) is always
gapped. For the choice of parameters we have made, we
get A−m4(kz0) = 0.1 which satisfies the crucial condition
A−m4(kz0) > 0. Clearly, at α = β = π/2, the extended
Hamiltonian is fully gapped everywhere in k-space. For
the sake of illustration, we have shown how the nodal
loops evolve as we vary the quantity g = cos2 α cos2 β,
through a few plots in Fig. 7. Qualitatively, the loops
maintain the same kz, expand, and merge with loops
starting near the face centers of the zone at a Lifshitz
transition at some value of g = cos2 α cos2 β. After the
merger, as g is further reduced, the loops shrink, and
finally disappear for g = 0, leaving behind a trivial insu-
lator.

This completes the description of the two-parameter
extension of the Hamiltonian. It is now straightforward
to numerically compute the integral in Eq. (A1) on the
enclosing loop along the kz axis from kz = −π to π.
The integral is well-defined everywhere in the domain of
integration, and gives a trivial Z2 invariant. As men-
tioned before, the winding number of each nodal loop
is nonzero, and the model itself is nontrivial. We note

that our winding number computed on the kz-axis also
vanishes. The model is nontrivial because the winding
number computed on a line parallel to the kz axis lying
outside the nodal loops (at kx = ky = π/2, say) gives
a nonzero answer. However, since this enclosing loop is
not centrosymmetric, we are not able to compute the 3-
Torus invariant on it. It could be that there are other
centrosymmetric loops in this model which do produce a
nontrivial 3-Torus invariant. However, as illustrated in
this subsection, constructing an extension of the Hamilto-
nian to the 3-Torus satisfying all the required conditions
is highly nontrivial.

Appendix B: class AII in 3D

The classification by Refs. [50, 51] predicts a nontrivial
index for nodal lines in class AII in three dimensions.
In the following, we show that there cannot be a stable
nodal loop phase in the minimal model in class AII in
three dimensions. However, class AII does have a generic,
stable Weyl semimetal phase.
The minimal dimension of the Dirac Hamiltonian in

class AII (which has time-reversal symmetry T 2 = −1
only) in three spatial dimension is four. The transition
from a topological to a trivial insulating states can be
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described by a four by four Dirac Hamiltonian,

H0(k) =

3∑
i=1

kiγi +mγ4, (B1)

where the Gamma matrices γµ, µ = 1, 2, .., 4, satisfy the
usual anticommutation relation {γµ, γν} = 2δµν . The
fifth Gamma matrix is γ5 = γ1γ2γ3γ4. The full space of
Hermitian four by four Hamiltonians is spanned by in-
cluding the identity γ0 = I4 and another ten matrices
γab = − i

2 [γa, γb], where a, b = 1, 2, ...., 5, and a < b.
In what follows, it is convenient to work with a given
representation of the Gamma matrices. Our chosen rep-
resentation is the following: γ1 = τzσx, γ2 = τzσy, γ3 =
τyσ0, γ4 = τxσ0, and γ5 = τzσz, where τ , σ act on the
orbital and spin space respectively. The Dirac Hamilto-
nian H0(k) is symmetric under the time-reversal which
is realized by T = −iσyK , T 2 = −1.

In the spirit of breaking all accidental lattice symme-
tries except translations, we first look for such symme-
tries in the Hamiltonian of Eq. (B2). Since the matrix
γ5 is absent in H0(k), the Hamiltonian is also symmetric
under chirality SH0(k)S−1 = −H0(k), with S = γ5. To
obtain a generic Hamiltonian in class AII from H0(k),
we must add terms which break this chiral symmetry
but preserve the time-reversal symmetry. The transfor-
mation properties of all the Dirac matrices are given in
Table IV.

Operators T S
γi, (i = 1, 2, 3) −1 −1

γ4 +1 −1

γ5 −1 +1

γ0 +1 +1

ϵ = γ45 +1 −1

b = (γ23, γ13, γ12) −1 +1

p = (γ14, γ24, γ34) +1 +1

b′ = (γ15, γ25, γ35) −1 −1

TABLE IV. Transformation properties of Dirac matrices un-
der time reversal T and chirality S = γ5.

From the Table IV, we see that only the terms γ0 =
I4, ϵ = γ45, and p = (γ14, γ24, γ34) are allowed without
momentum dependence (or with quadratic momentum
dependence). Therefore the most general Hamiltonian in

class AII is

HAII(k) = H0(k) +Vp · p+ Vϵϵ. (B2)

Clearly, the term Vp · p breaks the chiral symmetry and
makes sure that the Hamiltonian HAII(k) has only the
symmetries required by class AII. Note that Vp and
Vϵ can be any even function of momenta without al-
tering the time-reversal symmetry of HAII(k). A min-

imal choice would be m → m(k) = m0 −
∑

ij t
(m)
ij kikj ,

Vp → Vp(k) = Vp0 −
∑

ij t
(Vp)
ij kikj , Vϵ → Vϵ(k) =

Vϵ0 −
∑

ij t
(Vϵ)
ij kikj where m0,Vp0, Vϵ0, t

(m)
ij , t

(Vp)
ij and

t
(Vϵ)
ij are all real. For a generic choice of t

()
ij , it is easily

checked that all the crystalline symmetries are broken.
We want to know whether HAII(k) possesses a stable

gapless phase. If it does, then we would like to know
the nature of the gapless phase (e.g. Weyl semimetal,
nodal loop semimetal, etc.). The Hamiltonian HAII(k)
can be easily diagonalized to obtain the following energy
spectrum

E2(k) = k2 +m2 +V2
p + V 2

ϵ ± 2
√
V 2
ϵ k

2 +V2
pk

2 − |Vp · k|2.
(B3)

The locus of gapless solutions satisfies the following con-
dition

k2 +m2 +V2
p + V 2

ϵ = 2
√
V 2
ϵ k

2 +V2
pk

2 − |Vp · k|2.
(B4)

This condition can be re-written as(
k2 −V2

p − V 2
ϵ

)2
+m2

(
m2 + 2k2 + 2V2

p + 2V 2
ϵ

)
+|Vp · k|2 = 0. (B5)

Clearly, for a nontrivial solution, we must have i) k2 =
V2

p + V 2
ϵ , ii) m = 0, and iii) Vp · k = 0. The intersec-

tion of three surfaces, if it occurs at all, must generically
describe isolated points. A small change in the param-
eters of the Hamiltonian cannot remove these solutions.
Therefore HAII(k) does possess a stable gapless phase,
which is a topological Weyl semimetal. This is another
way to view the generality of the Murakami construc-
tion [16]. Recall that Murakami [16] broke inversion but
maintained time-reversal symmetry, putting the model
in class AII. The isolated Weyl points can be enclosed
in a non-centrosymmetric 2D surface. The Hamiltonian
restricted to this surface is in class A, and its topological
index is the Chern number of the Weyl point.
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M. A. N. Araújo, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 136405
(2020), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/

PhysRevLett.124.136405.

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.106805
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41567-019-0564-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41567-019-0564-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42254-020-0195-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42254-020-0195-3
https://doi.org/10.1088%2F1361-6633%2Facb8c9
https://doi.org/10.1088%2F1361-6633%2Facb8c9
https://scipost.org/10.21468/SciPostPhysCore.5.1.014
https://scipost.org/10.21468/SciPostPhysCore.5.1.014
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.045126
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.045126
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.205107
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.205107
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.146602
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.146602
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.165118
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.165118
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.146601
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.146601
https://doi.org/10.1080/23746149.2022.2065216
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.33.3257
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.33.3257
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.33.3263
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.33.3263
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.196803
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.196803
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.257201
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.257201
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031076
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031076
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.016402
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.016402
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.026602
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.026602
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.94.220201
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.94.220201
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.245110
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.245110
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.6.021042
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.6.021042
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.94.121107
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.94.121107
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.95.235101
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.95.235101
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.045146
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.045146
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.035138
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.035138
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.115130
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.115130
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.136405
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.136405

