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The interplay of band topology and electron interactions can lead to novel quantum states of mat-
ter. In this work, we theoretically study the quantum spin Hall insulator (QSHI) in a perpendicular
magnetic field. In the noninteracting case, the QSHI with space inversion and uniaxial spin rotation
symmetries undergoes a topological transition into a normal insulator phase at a critical magnetic
field Bc. The exciton condensation in the lowest Landau levels is triggered by Coulomb interactions
in the vicinity of Bc and spontaneously breaks the inversion and the spin rotation symmetries. We
propose that the electron spin resonance spectroscopy can directly probe the exciton condensation
order. Our results should apply to the InAs/GaSb quantum wells and other QSHIs.

Introduction.— The discovery of quantum spin Hall
(QSH) effect has opened up a new era of exploring topo-
logical materials in the past two decades [1, 2]. The
QSH state can be constructed by stacking two copies
of quantum anomalous Hall (QAH) states, which form
a Kramers doublet of the time-reversal symmetry (TRS)
with opposite quantized Hall conductance σH = ±e2/h
[3, 4]. The QSH insulator (QSHI) has a helical edge state,
in which electrons with opposite spin polarization propa-
gate in opposite directions. The single-particle backscat-
tering process is forbidden by the TRS [3, 5, 6], thus
the edge states are dissipationless and exhibit quantized
conductance and nonlocal transport in mesoscopic de-
vices [7, 8]. The QSH effect has been observed in two-
dimensional (2D) semiconductors with an inverted band
structure, including the HgTe/CdTe quantum well (QW)
[7, 9], the InAs/GaSb QW [10, 11], the monolayer 1T′-
WTe2 [12–15], etc.

The excited electron-hole pairs in semiconductors can
form bound states called excitons due to the Coulomb
interaction. If the binding energy overcomes the band
gap, excitons can proliferate and condense at low tem-
perature, forming an exciton insulator (EI) [16–18]. The
EI state is well-established in double-layer semiconduc-
tors fabricated with GaAs [19, 20] and bilayer graphene
[21, 22] in the quantum Hall regime. The interlayer exci-
ton condensation spontaneously breaks the conservation
of interlayer electron number difference, and leads to co-
herent interlayer tunneling [23, 24], quantized Hall drag
resistance [21, 22, 25, 26] and dissipationless counterflow
currents [22, 27, 28], which are unambiguous evidence of
exciton condensation.

The possible EI states in the InAs/GaSb QWs [29–
33] and 2D transition-metal dichalcogenides [34–38] have
been intensively studied recently. In double-layer semi-
conductors with type-II band alignment, the interplay
of chiral interlayer hopping triggered by spin-orbit cou-
pling and exciton condensation driven by Coulomb inter-
action leads to a rich quantum phase diagram, including
topological QSHI and QAHI, normal insulator (NI), and

various EI states breaking the TRS and/or certain lat-
tice symmetries [39–43]. However, there has been only
indirect evidence of EI states in experiments reporting
the electric transport anomalies [31–33, 37, 38] and the
presumable spectroscopic exciton gap [29, 30, 34]. More
direct probe of the exciton condensation order is still de-
sirable.

In this work, we theoretically study the 2D QSHI
in a perpendicular magnetic field. The QSHI is de-
scribed by the Bernevig-Hughes-Zhang (BHZ) model [9].
Even though the TRS is explicitly broken by the mag-
netic field, the BHZ model has extra space inversion
and uniaxial spin rotation symmetries, thus the spin
Chern number [44] is a well-defined topological invari-
ant, Cs = (C+ − C−)/2, in which Cα (α = ±) are the
Chern numbers in different spin sectors. The spin Hall
conductance at zero temperature is proportional to the
spin Chern number and is quantized as σsH = Cs ·e/(2π).
The QSH state in the BHZ model has Cs = 1, which is
robust in a perpendicular magnetic field up to a criti-
cal field strength Bc, where the two lowest Landau levels
(LLs) intersect [7, 45, 46] [see Fig. 1 (a)]. The LL cross-
ing induces a topological quantum phase transition into
a NI phase with Cs = 0 above Bc.

The quantum phase diagram is further enriched by
the Coulomb interaction. In the vicinity of Bc, the en-
ergy gap of electron-hole excitations is vanishingly small,
thus it can be easily overcome by the exciton binding
energy. Therefore, the exciton condensation takes place
and an EI phase intervenes between the QSHI and the
NI phases at low temperature. The exciton condensation
spontaneously breaks the inversion and the spin rotation
symmetries, thereby the spin Chern number is not well-
defined any more, and the spin Hall conductance σsH is
not quantized in the EI phase. Instead, σsH continuously
decreases from e/(2π) to zero [see Fig. 1 (b)]. Moreover,
we propose that the exciton condensation order can be
directly detected with the electron spin resonance (ESR)
spectroscopy.

Topological transition in BHZ model.— The QSHI is
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FIG. 1. (a) The evolution of LLs of the QSHI in a perpendic-
ular magnetic field (black lines). The two lowest LLs (thick
black lines) intersect at a critical field Bc, marking a topolog-
ical transition from the QSHI to the NI state. The blue lines
depict the quasiparticle energy levels with exciton condensa-
tion in the vicinity of Bc. (b) The spin Hall conductance σsH

at zero temperature is quantized in the noninteracting case
and jumps from e/(2π) to zero at Bc (black lines), but it is
not quantized in the EI phase (blue line).

described by the four-band BHZ model [9],

H0 =
∑
k

Ψ†
kH0(k)Ψk, (1)

in which Ψk = (ck+, dk+, ck−, dk−)
T denotes the electron

operators in the conduction band (ckα) and the valence
band (dkα) with spin index α = ± [47]. In this basis, the
Hamiltonian is block-diagonal,

H0(k) =

(
h(k) 0
0 h∗(−k)

)
, (2)

and

h(k) =

(
h̄2k2

2m∗
e
− µe w(kx − iky)

w(kx + iky) − h̄2k2

2m∗
h
+ µh

)
, (3)

in which m∗
e and m∗

h are the effective masses in the con-
duction band and the valence band, respectively. The
chiral form of the interband hopping is dictated by the
space inversion and space rotation symmetries [9]. The
system is in the QSH state for µe + µh > 0. If the in-
terband hopping is turned off, the system at the charge
neutral point is a semimetal with an equal density of
electrons and holes, and the density n0 is given by
µe + µh = πh̄2n0(1/m

∗
e + 1/m∗

h).

The TRS operator T = −iσ2K satisfies T H0(k)T −1 =
H0(−k), in which σ2 is the Pauli matrix acting on the
spin indices, and K is the complex conjugation. Besides
the TRS, the BHZ model has a space inversion symmetry
and a uniaxial spin rotation symmetry. The space inver-
sion operator I = τ3 satisfies IH0(k)I−1 = H0(−k), in
which τ3 is the Pauli matrix acting on the band indices,
because the two bands are derived from s- and p-like
orbitals, respectively [9]. The uniaxial spin rotation is
generated by Jz = σ3/2, which satisfies [Jz, H0(k)] = 0.
In realistic materials, the inversion and the spin rotation
symmetries can be explicitly broken by extra asymmetry
terms in the Hamiltonian, but these terms are usually
much smaller than other relevant energy scales such as
the hybridization gap in QSHIs [10, 48], thus such weak
asymmetry can be safely neglected at the leading order.
Their effect will be discussed later.
For concreteness, the band parameters of the BHZ

model in the following calculations are taken accord-
ing to experiments in the InAs/GaSb QWs [49, 50],
m∗

e = 0.04 m0, m
∗
h = 0.136 m0, w = 0.8 eV · Å, and

n0 = 1.63 × 1015 m−2, in which m0 is the free elec-
tron mass. These band parameters are highly tunable
by changing the QW structure [10, 48, 51] and applying
gate voltages. The main results in this work are valid as
long as the QW is in the inverted regime, and should also
apply to other QSHIs.

The perpendicular magnetic field enters the Hamilto-
nian via the Peierls substitution k → k− eA/h̄ and the
Zeeman coupling HZ = 1

2µBB · diag(ge, gh,−ge,−gh), in
which µB is the Bohr magneton. The g-factors ge = 11.5
and gh = 0.9 are also taken from the experiments [49]. In
the Landau gauge, the vector potential A = (0, Bx), and
the momentum ky is conserved. Moreover, the Hamil-
tonian has a magnetic translation symmetry generated
by πx = kx − eBy/h̄, which shifts ky by a constant,
e−iλπxkye

iλπx = ky−eBλ/h̄. Let us introduce the ladder
operators of LLs in the ky = k subspace,

a±k =
1√

2eB/h̄

(
kx ∓ i(k − eBx/h̄)

)
, (4)

and denote the n-th LL with spin α in the conduction
band and the valence band by |Eα, n⟩ and |Hα, n⟩, re-
spectively, then the interband hopping term hybridizes
|E+, n⟩ with |H+, n − 1⟩ (n ≥ 1) in the spin-up sector,
and |E−, n − 1⟩ with |H−, n⟩ (n ≥ 1) in the spin-down
sector. The hybridized LL energies are given by

ϵ+n =
1

2
(ξ+n + ζ+n−1)±

1

2

√
(ξ+n − ζ+n−1)

2 + 8neBw2/h̄,

(5)

ϵ−n =
1

2
(ξ−n−1 + ζ−n )± 1

2

√
(ξ−n−1 − ζ−n )2 + 8neBw2/h̄,

(6)

in which ξ±n = h̄eB
m∗

e
(n + 1/2) − µe ∓ 1

2geµBB and ζ±n =

− h̄eB
m∗

h
(n+1/2)+µh∓ 1

2ghµBB are the LL energies in the
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conduction band and the valence band without hybridiza-
tion, respectively. The hybridization pushes these LLs
away from the Fermi energy at the charge neutral point,
which is shown in Fig. 1 (a). However, the two lowest
LLs |E+, 0⟩ and |H−, 0⟩ are not hybridized, ϵ+0 = ξ+0 and
ϵ−0 = ζ−0 . They intersect at a critical magnetic field Bc,

Bc =
µe + µh

h̄e
2m∗

e
− 1

2geµB + h̄e
2m∗

h
− 1

2ghµB

. (7)

This level crossing cannot be avoided, because these two
lowest LLs carry opposite quantum numbers of the inver-
sion and the spin rotation symmetries, thus they cannot
hybridize with each other without breaking these sym-
metries.

At the charge neutral point, the LL crossing at Bc

closes the eletron-hole excitation gap, and induces a topo-
logical quantum phase transition from the QSHI to the
NI state. Although the TRS is explicitly broken, the in-
version and the spin rotation symmetries are preserved,
thus the topological transition can be characterized by
the spin Chern number. Intuitively, the QSHI at zero
magnetic field has Cs = 1, which persists up to the gap
closing at Bc due to its topological robustness. Above
Bc, all LLs from the valence band are filled while all LLs
from the conduction band are empty, thus the system
is a NI with Cs = 0. The spin Chern number can be
extracted from the spin Hall conductance at zero tem-
perature calculated with the Kubo formula [46, 52],

σsH = −eh̄
2

2Ω

∑
mn

Im
⟨m|σ3vx|n⟩⟨n|vy|m⟩

(ϵm − ϵn)2
(
f(ϵm)− f(ϵn)

)
,

(8)
in which vα = −i[rα, H] (α = x, y) are the electron veloc-
ity operators, and f(ϵm) is the Fermi distribution func-
tion of the eigenstate |m⟩ with energy ϵm. σsH is quan-
tized at zero temperature and jumps from e/(2π) to zero
at Bc as shown in Fig. 1 (b), which unambiguously indi-
cates the topological transition from the QSHI to the NI
phase.

Exciton condensation in LLs.— The vanishingly small
electron-hole excitation gap in the vicinity of Bc is sus-
ceptible to exciton condensation. We may consider the
Coulomb interaction projected into the two lowest LLs,
because all other LLs are pushed far away from the Fermi
energy,

HI =
∑

kk′qq′

hk′q′qkc
†
k′d

†
q′dqck, (9)

in which ck and dk are the electron operators in the two
lowest LLs |E+, 0⟩ and |H−, 0⟩ labeled by the momen-
tum ky = k, respectively. The interaction coefficients are
given by

hk′q′qk =

∫
d2rd2r′ U(r− r′)ψ∗

k′(r)ψ∗
q′(r

′)ψq(r
′)ψk(r),

(10)
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FIG. 2. (a) Density plot of the exciton condensation order pa-
rameter ∆. The dashed line depicts the critical temperature.
(b) The hybridized energy levels with the exciton condensa-
tion at temperatures from T = 0 (blue lines) to T = 24 K (red
lines). The parameters in the Coulomb potential d = 10 nm
and ϵr = 15. (c,d) Similar results obtained with a weak inver-
sion asymmetry term λ = 0.2 meV. The EI phase boundary is
smeared due to the explicit symmetry breaking. The dashed
lines in (d) are the hybridized LLs without exciton condensa-
tion.

in which ψk(r) is the real-space wavefunction in the
lowest LL, and U(r) = γ/

√
r2 + d2 is the interlayer

Coulomb potential, in which d is the interlayer distance,
γ = e2/(4πϵ0ϵr), and ϵ0ϵr is the dielectric constant [53].
The coefficients satisfy hk′+κ,q′+κ,q+κ,k+κ = hk′q′qk due
to the magnetic translation symmetry.
The possible exciton condensation in the two lowest

LLs is captured by the order parameter ⟨c†kdq⟩ = ∆δkq,
which is assumed to respect both the translation and the
magnetic translation symmetries. However, the inversion
and the spin rotation symmetries are spontaneously bro-
ken by the exciton condensation. The mean-field Hamil-
tonian is given by HMF = HLL +HI,MF,

HLL =
∑
k

(ϵ+0 c
†
kck + ϵ−0 d

†
kdk), (11)

HI,MF = −
∑
k

(A∗c†kdk +Ad†kck), (12)

in which A =
∑

k′ hkk′kk′∆ is also independent of k. To
solve the mean-field Hamiltonian, we first note that the
charge neutrality is maintained by setting the Fermi en-
ergy µ = (ϵ+0 + ϵ−0 )/2 at any temperature. The self-
consistency equation is given by

∆ =
A

2E

(
f(−E)− f(E)

)
, (13)
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in which E = 1
2

√
(ϵ+0 − ϵ−0 )

2 + 4|A|2 is the quasiparticle

excitation energy.
The solution of the order parameter ∆ and the energy

levels hybridized by the exciton condensation at differ-
ent temperature and magnetic field are plotted in Fig. 2
(a) and (b), respectively. The exciton condensation takes
place in a dome-like region in the vicinity of Bc at low
temperature as expected, thus an EI phase intervenes be-
tween the QSHI and the NI phases. The LL crossing is
avoided due to the symmetry breaking, and the electron-
hole excitation gap 2E never closes in the EI phase. The
spin Chern number is not well-defined in the EI phase
due to the symmetry breaking, but the spin Hall conduc-
tance σsH can still be calculated with the Kubo formula
(8). As shown in Fig. 1 (b), σsH at zero temperature is
not quantized in the EI phase and continuously decreases
from e/(2π) to zero.

ESR spectroscopy of exciton condensation.— We pro-
pose that the ESR is a direct spectroscopic probe of the
exciton condensation order. In ESR experiments, an ac
magnetic field is applied to induce resonant transitions
of electron states, and the electromagnetic absorption
rate is measured. We consider an ac magnetic field also
aligned in the perpendicular direction and parallel to the
static magnetic field (the Voigt configuration). This con-
figuration respects the space inversion and the uniaxial
spin rotation symmetries. While the resonant transition
between the two lowest LLs is forbidden by these symme-
tries, such transition is allowed in the EI phase thanks
to the spontaneous symmetry breaking induced by the
exciton condensation.

The Zeeman coupling of the two lowest LLs with the
ac magnetic field is given by Hac = − 1

2µBBacMz cos(ωt),
in which Bac is the amplitude of the ac magnetic field,
and

Mz =
∑
k

(gec
†
kck − ghd

†
kdk). (14)

The absorption rate [54] I(ω) = 1
8ωµ

2
BB

2
acImχzz(ω). The

dynamic magnetic susceptibility χzz(ω) is given by

χzz(ω) = −i
∫ ∞

0

dt
〈
[Mz(t),Mz(0)]

〉
ei(ω+i0+)t

=
∑
mn

f(ϵm)− f(ϵn)

ω + i0+ + ϵm − ϵn
|⟨n|Mz|m⟩|2,

(15)

in which |m⟩ denotes the eigenstate of the static Hamil-
tonian with energy ϵm.
From the mean-field solution in the EI phase, we find

I(ω) ∝ ω|∆|2

f(−E)− f(E)
δ(ω − 2E). (16)

The resonance frequency is the electron-hole excitation
gap 2E, and the absorption rate is proportional to the
exciton condensation order |∆|2, both of which vary with

the temperature and the static magnetic field. Therefore,
the emergence of a resonance peak in the vicinity of Bc at
low temperature is a direct evidence of the spontaneous
symmetry breaking induced by exciton condensation.

Effect of weak inversion asymmetry.— In realistic ma-
terials, the inversion and the spin rotation symmetries
can be explicitly broken either by the intrinsic bulk and
structure asymmetry [10, 48] or by applying an inplane
magnetic field in type-II QWs [53], thereby the two low-
est LLs are hybridized,

Hasy = −
∑
k

(λ∗c†kdk + λd†kck). (17)

Adding this term to the mean-field Hamiltonian, the self-
consistency equation of the exciton condensation is mod-
ified as follows,

∆ =
A+ λ

2E′

(
f(−E′)− f(E′)

)
, (18)

in which the modified quasiparticle excitation energy

E′ = 1
2

√
(ϵ+0 − ϵ−0 )

2 + 4|A+ λ|2. As shown in Fig. 2

(c), the exciton condensation order ∆ is nonzero at any
temperature and magnetic field due to the explicit sym-
metry breaking, thus the EI phase boundary is smeared.
Nonetheless, the exciton condensation order is strong
only in the vicinity of Bc at low temperature and is
vanishingly small elsewhere, thus the feature of the ESR
spectroscopy is not significantly affected by the weak in-
version asymmetry.

Conclusion.— In summary, we theoretically studied
the 2D QSHI with the space inversion and the uniax-
ial spin rotation symmetries in a perpendicular magnetic
field. In the noninteracting case, the system undergoes
a topological transition from the QSHI to the NI state
at a critical magnetic field Bc. The Coulomb interaction
triggers the exciton condensation in the vicinity of Bc at
low temperature and spontaneously breaks the inversion
and the spin rotation symmetries. We propose that the
ESR spectroscopy in the Voigt configuration can directly
probe the exciton condensation order. Our results should
apply to the InAs/GaSb QWs and other QSHIs with (ap-
proximate) inversion and spin rotation symmetries.
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