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Effects manifesting quantum geometry have been a focus of physics research. Here, we reveal that
quantum metric plays a crucial role in nonlinear electric spin response, leading to a quantum metric
spin-orbit torque. We argue that enhanced quantum metric can occur at band (anti)crossings, so the
nonlinear torque could be amplified in topological metals with nodal features close to Fermi level.
By applying our theory to magnetic Kane-Mele model and monolayer CrSBr, which feature nodal
lines and Weyl points, we demonstrate that the quantum metric torque dominates the response,
and its magnitude is significantly enhanced by topological band structures, which even surpasses
the previously reported linear torques and is sufficient to drive magnetic switching by itself.

Quantum geometry, the geometry of Hilbert space for
a quantum system, plays critical roles in many physi-
cal processes. Particularly, physics associated with Berry
curvature and Berry phase have been extensively studied
since 1980s [1–4]. Meanwhile, quantum metric, another
important ingredient of quantum geometry [5, 6], was less
explored for a long time. In the past few years, quantum
metric started to attract significant attention, because
it was found to underlie several interesting effects, such
as orbital magnetic susceptibility [7], flat-band supercon-
ductivity [8–12], second and third order Hall effects [13–
18], and etc [19–29]. Currently, the research focus is to
explore more physical phenomena with such quantum ge-
ometry perspective, and to utilize the new understanding
to advance applications [30].

Current induced spin polarization is a central effect
in spintronics [31]. In a single piece of ferromagnet, the
effect induces a spin-orbit torque on the magnetization
vector, which may enable electric control of magnetiza-
tion, desired for information device applications [32–43].
However, the effect at linear order, i.e., the response lin-
ear in applied E field or current, is forbidden in cen-
trosymmetric systems. To make use of it, one has to
adopt low-symmetry magnets or fabricate heterostruc-
tures. Recently, the effect has been extended to nonlin-
ear order, where the induced spin polarization δS and its
spin-orbit torque scale with E2 [44, 45]. Particularly, in
magnets, this effect has an intrinsic contribution, deter-
mined solely by the magnetic band structure [44], and the
signal of such intrinsic nonlinear electric spin generation
was detected in a very recent experiment on Pt-Py bilay-
ers [46]. This opens new possibility of nonlinear spintron-
ics. Nevertheless, the study is still in its infancy, with two
outstanding questions unanswered. First, it is not clear
whether the nonlinear spin-orbit torque by itself is large
enough for magnetic reversal in real materials. Second,

what kind of materials can be good platforms to enhance
this effect?
In this work, we establish a connection between quan-

tum geometry and nonlinear spintronics, which also helps
address the above questions. We unveil that the intrinsic
nonlinear spin-orbit torque has a dominant contribution
from quantum metrics in the extended parameter space
spanned by momentum and magnetization. We argue
that such a quantum metric torque (QMT) is greatly
magnified at band (anti)crossings, where the interband
mixing is strong and local gap is small. Based on this un-
derstanding, we propose that magnetic topological met-
als could be ideal systems to enhance QMT. We demon-
strate our theory in a magnetic Kane-Mele model and
via first-principles calculations in an existing two dimen-
sional (2D) magnet CrSBr. For CrSBr, we find that the
topological band-enhanced QMT can surpass the usual
values of linear spin-orbit torque by more than one order
of magnitude, and it indicates for the first time the possi-
bility of magnetic switching by nonlinear spin response at
a moderate driving current density of 106 to 107 A/cm

2
.

Our work uncovers the significance of quantum metric in
nonlinear spintronic responses, suggests topological met-
als as promising platforms to amplify nonlinear spin re-
sponses, and reveals the potential of QMT for designing
full electrically controlled spintronic devices.
Quantum metric & nonlinear spin response. Quantum

metric measures the distance between quantum states. It
is the real part of quantum geometric tensor (also known
as the Fubini-Study metric). For example, in momentum
space, the quantum metric for a band with index n takes
the form of [5]

gnab(k) = Re ⟨∂ka
un|(1− |un⟩⟨un|)|∂kb

un⟩ , (1)

where |un⟩ is the Bloch eigenstate (for simple notations,
the k dependence is not explicitly shown in the expres-
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FIG. 1. (a) Well separated bands with relatively small quan-
tum metric. The blue and red colors here represent different
character of the states. (b) Quantum metric is pronounced at
a band (anti-)crossing. (c) Such band (anti-)crossings around
Fermi level act like hot spots for large quantum metric in a
general band structure.

sion), and a and b label Cartesian components. Using
the completeness relation, the quantum metric can be
expressed as a sum gnab =

∑
ℓ ̸=n g

nℓ
ab , in terms of its band

components gnℓab (k) = Re [⟨∂kaun|uℓ⟩⟨uℓ|∂kb
un⟩] .

Importantly, gnℓab also appears in the momentum-space
Berry connection polarizability (BCP) tensor Gab [13,
47], which characterizes how the position of an electron
wavepacket is shifted by applied E field. Specifically,

Gn
ab(k) = 2

∑
ℓ ̸=n

gnℓab

εn − εℓ
, (2)

where εn is the band energy, and we set e = ℏ = 1.
What kind of band feature tends to give a large quan-

tum metric and BCP? First, let us consider the simple
case of a two-band model. We have

Gn
ab(k) =

2gnab
εn − εn̄

, (3)

with n, n̄ ∈ {1, 2} and n̄ ̸= n. Usually, different bands
originate from different atomic orbitals. When the two
bands are well separated, as illustrated in Fig.1(a), one
expects that the quantum metric gn is relatively small
for each band, since a state is similar to its neigh-
bors in a band. gn should be enhanced when the two
bands are close to each other and start to have strong
interband mixing, especially when they form a band
(anti)crossing, as illustrated in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c). Near
the (anti)crossing point, a state could have dramatically
different characteristics from its neighbors, correspond-
ing to a large distance in projective Hilbert space, hence
a large gn. Furthermore, the small local gap ∆ε near the
(anti)crossing also helps magnify gn and Gn, as one can
show that they scale as 1/(∆ε)2 and 1/(∆ε)3, respec-
tively.

These considerations also extend to multi-band sys-
tems. Generally, band (anti)crossing points would act as
“hot spots” for quantum metric and BCP. Motivated by
these observations, we decompose BCP into two parts:

Gn
ab(k) =

2gnab
εn − εn̄

+ δGn, (4)

where the first term explicitly involves the quantum met-
ric for band n, and n̄ here labels the band whose energy
is closest to n at k; and the second term, as the difference
between Gn and the quantum metric term, involves addi-
tional interband contribution from remote bands, which
is usually small (its expression is given in Supplemental
Material [48]). Hence, it is almost always the quantum
metric term that dominates whenever Gn takes signifi-
cant values.
The connection between quantum metric and nonlin-

ear torque is made via BCP and Eq. (4). Considering a
centrosymmetric magnet, the torque arises from the non-
linear spin polarization δS induced by applied E field,
with δSa = αabcEbEc and α the response tensor. Here,
we focus on the intrinsic contribution, which is a band
structure property independent of carrier scattering. It
can be expressed as [44]

αabc = −1

2

∑
nk

[f0∂maG
n
bc + f ′

0(s
n
aG

n
bc + vnb G

n
ac + vnc G

n
ab)].

(5)
Here, f0 is the Fermi-Dirac distribution function, sn and
vn denote the expectation values of spin and velocity op-
erators in state |un⟩, andm is the magnetization. Besides
the momentum-space BCP, there also appears the BCP
G in magnetization space. Analogous to Eq. (4), we may
write

Gn
ab(k) =

2gnab
εn − εn̄

+ δGn, (6)

where

gnab(k) = Re⟨∂ma
un|(1− |un⟩⟨un|)|∂kb

un⟩ (7)

is the quantum metric in the m-k space, and again this
metric term typically dominates over the δGn term.
Keeping only the quantum metric terms in (4) and (6),

we obtain the quantum metric contribution:

αQM
abc = −

∑
nk

(
f0∂ma

gnbc
εn − εn̄

+ f ′
0

snag
n
bc + vnb g

n
ac + vnc g

n
ab

εn − εn̄

)
.

(8)

The key point is that αQM
abc gives the dominant contribu-

tion to the intrinsic response. As we shall demonstrate
later, in fact, one usually has

αabc ≈ αQM
abc , (9)

when the response is appreciable. Therefore, the intrinsic
nonlinear spin polarization and its resulting spin-orbit
torque manifest the quantum metrics gn and gn for the
extended parameter space spanned by momentum and
magnetization. Detecting these signals offers us a new
route to probe quantum metrics.
With this new perspective, to enhance the nonlinear

torque, it is natural to consider ferromagnetic metals
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FIG. 2. (a) Top view of the honeycomb lattice for the mag-
netic Kane-Mele model. The green arrow represents the di-
rection of in-plane exchange field. (b) Typical band structure
of the model. (c) Enlarged view of the low-energy band struc-
ture around K, showing a gapped nodal loop. (d) Calculated
total intrinsic nonlinear spin response αxxy and the quantum
metric contribution in this response versus chemical potential.
(e) and (f) show the distributions of quantum metric gxy and
gxy of the top valence band in the Brillouin zone, which are
concentrated around the two gaped nodal loops as indicated
by the dashed lines. In the model, we take t = 0.25 eV, tSO
= 0.005 eV, ∆M = 1.26 eV, and λv = 0.6 eV.

with band (anti)crossings around Fermi level, which can
contribute large quantum metrics. We shall demonstrate
this idea in the following discussion.

Magnetic Kane-Mele model. To illustrate the features
of the quantum metric nonlinear response, we study the
ferromagnetic Kane-Mele model defined on a honeycomb
lattice [Fig. 2(a)] [49, 50]. Its Hamiltonian can be written
as

H = t
∑
⟨ij⟩,α

c†iαcjα + itSO
∑

⟨⟨ij⟩⟩,αβ

νijσ
z
αβc

†
iαcjβ

+
∆M

2

∑
i

(m̂ · σ)αβc†iαciβ + λv

∑
i,α

ξc†iαciα.
(10)

Here, c†iα (ciα) is creation (annihilation) operator for
an electron at site i with spin α, the first term is the
nearest-neighbor hopping, the second term is the intrin-
sic spin-orbit coupling for second neighbor hopping, with
νij = +1(−1) when the electron makes a right (left) turn
in the hopping process, the third term accounts for the
ferromagnetic exchange, with m̂ the unit vector for mag-
netization direction, and the last term with ξ = ±1 rep-
resents the staggered sublattice potential.

A typical band structure of this model is shown in
Fig. 2(b), where we take m̂ to be along the x direction.
One observes that two bands almost touch around zero
energy. In fact, without magnetization (∆M = 0), the
system is a magnetic nodal-loop semimetal, with the two
low-energy bands crossing at two nodal loops centered at
K and K ′ points, which are protected by the horizontal
mirror Mz. The magnetism breaks Mz symmetry and
opens a small gap at the nodal loops (see Figs. 2(b) and
2(c)).
The magnetic point group of this model is m′m2′,

which enables three independent components of the in-
trinsic nonlinear spin response tensor: αxxy, αyxx, and
αyyy. For illustration, we plot αxxy in Fig. 2(d) as a func-
tion of chemical potential µ. Here, we evaluate both the
full αxxy in Eq. (5) and αQM

xxy in Eq. (8). One can see that
first, both results are peaked around µ = 0, showing that
the nonlinear response is dramatically enhanced by the
nodal loop. Second, the result of αQM

xxy shows negligible
difference from the full result, confirming our claim (9)
that the intrinsic response is dominated by the quantum
metric term.
To make further connection between quantum metrics

and nodal lines, we plot in Fig. 2(e,f) the momentum-
space distribution of gxy and gxy for the top valence band,
which are involved in αQM

xxy. One sees that these met-
ric components are prominently concentrated along the
two gaped nodal loops (marked by the dashed curves in
the figure). This demonstrates our proposal that band
(anti)crossings, especially nodal lines, are the desired
band features to amplify the quantum metric tensor and
nonlinear responses.
Application to 2D CrSBr. The model study has con-

firmed our general idea. The next question is whether
such band topology enhanced nonlinear response can be
appreciable in real materials. We answer this question
by studying a concrete material, monolayer CrSBr.
Monolayer CrSBr is a newly realized 2D ferromagnetic

semiconductor [51–59], with a Curie temperature ∼146
K [54]. As depicted in Fig. 3(a), it has an orthorhombic
lattice structure with D2h point group symmetry. Our
calculations based on density functional theory (DFT)
yield lattice constants of a = 3.54 Å and b = 4.73 Å,
consistent with previous results [52, 54] (calculation de-
tails are given in [48]). Experiments showed that the
magnetic easy axis is along the y axis [Fig. 3(a)]. The
corresponding magnetic point group is m′mm′, which
contains the inversion symmetry. It follows that the lin-
ear spin response is forbidden, and we have to consider
the nonlinear response. Among the symmetry allowed
components of αabc, αxxy can exert a torque on the equi-
librium magnetization, so we focus on this component in
the following.
The calculated band structure of monolayer CrSBr is

plotted in Fig. 3(b). One notices that there is a Weyl
point W on Γ-Y path near the valence band top (marked
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FIG. 3. (a) Top and side views of monolayer CrSBr. The
shaded rectangle indicates the unit cell. The red arrows de-
note the local spins on Cr sites in ground state. (b) Calculated
band structure of monolayer CrSBr. (c) Brilliouin zone. The
dashed lines indicate the two gaped nodal lines. ±W are the
two Weyl points.

by the arrow). This point is protected by the C2y sym-
metry. Further inspection of the band structure uncov-
ers that this Weyl point actually belongs to a nodal line
traversing the Brillouin zone along the x direction (see,
e.g., Fig. 3(c)). Owing to the My mirror, there are in
fact a pair of such nodal lines. The two lines are gaped
slightly by spin-orbit coupling (maximal local gap ∼ 13
meV) except at the Weyl points. In Figs. 4(a) and 4(b),
we plot the distribution of gxy and gxy of the top va-
lence band obtained from DFT calculation, which con-
firms that their values are peaked around the two nodal
lines.

Next, we evaluate both αxxy and αQM
xxy by combining

our theory with DFT calculations. Figure 4(c) shows in-
duced nonlinear spin polarization δSx versus µ under a
moderate driving field E = 105 V/m [60, 61] along the
direction (x̂+ŷ)/

√
2. We have the following observations.

(1) The curves obtained from αxxy and αQM
xxy exhibit neg-

ligible difference, meaning that the response is almost
entirely from the quantum metric contribution. Thus, it
is justified to refer to the resulting torque here as QMT.
(2) The peak of the response reflects the enhancement
from the topological band crossing. The upper peak at
µ = −0.23 eV corresponds to the contribution from the
nodal line around points W and −W , while the lower
peak at µ = −0.28 eV arises from the small gap regions at
(kx, ky) = (±0.083,±0.115). (3) The magnitude is on the
order of 10−5 µB/nm

3, and the peak value (upper peak)
can reach ∼ 3.2×10−4 µB/nm

3, which is very significant
and much larger than the previously measured linear spin
polarization in noncentrosymmetric (Ga,Mn)As (10−9 to
10−6 µB/nm

3 [33, 36, 40])
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FIG. 4. (a) and (b) show the distribution of quantum metric
gxy and gxy of the top valence band in Brillouin zone. (c) Cal-
culated nonlinear spin polarization versus chemical potential,
under a moderate field E = 105 V/m which makes an angle
θ = 45◦ with the x axis. Temperature is taken at 20 K. The
total result (cyan solid curve) is almost entirely from the quan-
tum metric contribution (red dash-dotted curve). (d) Angular
dependence of current induced effective magnetic field due to
QMT, under a driving current density of j = 107 A/cm2.

The induced spin polarization exerts a torque T =
m×Heff on the magnetization, with the effective field

Heff
a = −(Jex/gµB)δSa, (11)

where Jex is the exchange coupling between carrier spin
and local moment, and g is the spin g factor. The magni-
tude of this effective field is an important factor used for
analyzing magnetic dynamics [31]. In Fig. 4(d), we plot
the variation of Heff

x versus the in-plane direction of driv-
ing current density j, with j = 107 A/cm2. We find that
in a wide angle range, the torque efficiency ζ = Heff

x /j is

on the order of 100 mT per 107A/cm
2
. The maximal ζ

can reach about 173 mT per 107A/cm
2
, which is at least

an order of magnitude larger than usual values of linear
spin-orbit torques (0.1 to 10 mT per 107A/cm

2
) found in

inversion asymmetric systems, such as (Ga,Mn)As [36],
NiMnSb [42], and various multilayer structures [31].
Is this QMT sufficient for magnetic switching? Usually,

this is judged by comparing the effective field Heff with
the magnetic anisotropy field HK . Consider a driving
current density of 5× 107 A/cm

2
. This can generate an

effective field Heff ∼ 4.3 T, which is already much larger
than the anisotropy field for monolayer CrSBr (∼ 1 to
2 T) [57]. Furthermore, it is noted that the QMT is a
(anti)damping-like torque [31], i.e., it acts in the form of
m̂× (m̂× ŷ) in the switching process. It has been recog-
nized that (anti)damping-like torques are more efficient
for switching, as the anisotropy field that it competes
with will be further multiplied by the Gilbert damping
factor η and η is usually a small number ≪ 1 [31]. Here,
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if we take η = 0.01 as a typical value for Cr-based 2D ma-
terials, ηHK in CrSBr is only about 10 to 20 mT. There-
fore, it is highly possible to achieve full-electric magnetic
switching via QMT in this system.

Discussion.–We have unveiled the critical role of quan-
tum metric in nonlinear spintronic responses. Our cal-
culations demonstrate that the intrinsic nonlinear spin-
orbit torque induced by topological band structures can
be almost entirely attributed to the quantum metric con-
tribution. And our evaluation for 2D CrSBr points out
for the first time the possibility of magnetic switching by
QMT. Our result also suggests that the nonlinear spin-
tronic responses offer a new route to probe quantum met-
ric as well as topological band structures.

We have focused on the intrinsic spin response. There
also exist extrinsic responses related to field driven off-
equilibrium distribution function, which depend on scat-
tering [45]. For CrSBr, we have also estimated the extrin-
sic responses, which are found to be two to three orders
of magnitude smaller than the QMT [48]. This hence
provides a good opportunity to probe the intrinsic effect
and quantum metric.

The possibility of magnetic switching by QMT es-
tablishes a close link between nonlinear spintronics and
topological materials. The proposed strategy will facil-
itate the search of new spintronics platforms with large
quantum metric response enabled by band topology. In
particular, it would be desired to have multiple nodal
points/lines at similar energies such that quantum met-
ric contributions can be concentrated in a narrow energy
window to deliver a large response.
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Ferguson, and T. Jungwirth, Nature Nanotechnology 9,
211 (2014).
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