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In condensed matter, limited symmetry constraints allow free fermionic excitations to exist beyond
the conventional Weyl and Dirac electrons of high-energy physics. These excitations carry a higher
pseudospin, providing a natural generalization to the Weyl fermion. How do electrons beyond the
conventional Dirac and Weyl fermions localize under disorder? In this Letter, we solve the problem
of localization of free fermionic excitations carrying an arbitrary pseudospin-s. We derive exact
analytical expressions for fermionic wavefunctions, scattering time, renormalized velocity, Cooperon,
and the magnetoconductivity. We discover that the gapless Cooperon mode solely depends on the
pseudospin even when Fermi surface is composed of multiple pockets, leading to weak localization
(antilocalization) behavior for even (odd) s. Remarkably, we find the localization correction to
scale exponentially with s, i.e., faster moving electrons are strongly susceptible to disorder effects.
This opens up intriguing possibility for Anderson localization and many-body localization in these
materials.

Introduction: Electrons in a periodic potential can
lead to free-fermionic excitations that display striking
quantum mechanical properties. A foremost example is
graphene [1, 2], where the additional sublattice degree
of freedom provided by the honeycomb lattice maps its
low-energy theory to that of a relativistic spin s = 1/2
massless Dirac electron. Since the discovery of graphene,
advances in material science have made it possible to re-
alize a wide variety of fermionic excitations in systems
such as topological insulators [3–5], Van der Waal het-
erostructures [6], Weyl and Dirac semimetals [7], topo-
logical superconductors [8–10], and the much celebrated
moiré heterostructures [11–14]. These can display a
wide variety of fascinating electronic properties, such as
mimicking the high-energy Weyl, Dirac and Majorana
fermions [5–10], hosting flat bands that can facilitate
correlated physics [11–14], exhibiting higher pseudospin
values [15], to name a few. The prospect of realizing
these features in cold atomic lattices is a contemporary
research theme [16, 17].

In high-energy physics, the constraints imposed by
Poincaré symmetry makes it impossible to realize
fermions beyond s = 1/2, but in condensed matter sys-
tems the constraints are lesser. Bradyln et al. [15] re-
alized the possibility of finding free fermionic topologi-
cal excitations in condensed matter systems that have
no analogues in high-energy physics. These excitations,
which are stabilized by certain symmetries, carry higher-
pseudospins (s > 1/2), are n−fold degenerate (n > 2),
and carry a nontrivial Chern number |C| > 1 [15, 18–21].
Furthermore, k·p theory and a corresponding low-energy
k ·S Hamiltonian exists for systems belonging to certain
spacegroups [15, 18].

Deviation from periodicity due to disorder is experi-
mentally inevitable. Although disorder is typically not
desirable, it can lead to intriguing phenomena of solely
quantum origin. In the presence of strong disorder,
electrons can localize leading to an Anderson insulating
phase [22]. Constructive wave interference in even weakly

disordered solids leads to negative quantum correction
to the Drude conductivity, known as weak localization
(WL) [23–27], which is a precursor to Anderson localiza-
tion. Interestingly in graphene, the pseudospin generates
a Berry phase that leads to a destructive wave interfer-
ence, resulting in a positive quantum correction to the
conductivity [28–31]. This phenomena, known as weak
antilocalization (WAL), was originally proposed to oc-
cur in a spin-orbit coupled two dimensional electron gas
[28], where the rotation of the physical spin causes the
phase difference. Despite intensive studies on localiza-
tion of Dirac and Weyl fermions [29–40], the fate of free
fermionic excitations beyond the Dirac and Weyl cases
under disorder remains a highly pertinent unsolved ques-
tion.

In this Letter, we solve the problem of quantum in-
terference in fermions with arbitrary pseudospin (s) dis-
persing linearly with momentum (ϵss

′

k ∼ s′k), where
s can be either a positive integer or half integer, and
−s ≤ s′ ≤ s, increasing in steps of unity. We derive
exact analytical expressions for the fermionic wavefunc-
tions, elastic scattering time, renormalized semiclassical
velocity, Cooperon, and the magnetoconductivity. We
evaluate the Cooperon gaps and demonstrate that weak
antilocalization occurs for half-integer pseudospins, while
weak localization occurs for integer pseudospins. Re-
markably, we find that the gapless Cooperon mode re-
sulting in (anti)localization behavior depends only on the
pseudospin, even when multiple bands cross the Fermi
energy (for s ≥ 3/2). Therefore, if the Fermi surface con-
sists of multiple pockets, localization corrections from all
such bands is qualitatively similar. We discover weak lo-
calization (antilocalization) behavior for even (odd) pseu-
dospin (s), irrespective of the band index s′. For flat
bands, we find zero quantum correction to conductivity.
Remarkably, our analysis demonstrates that the local-
ization correction scales exponentially with s, i.e., faster
moving electrons are strongly susceptible to disorder ef-
fects. This insight suggests that the likelihood of encoun-
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Figure 1. Energy dispersion of pseudospin-s fermions plotted
for two specific cases: s = 5/2 and s = 3.

tering phenomena like Anderson localization and many-
body localization is significantly increased. Our work
not only generalizes the past work done in the context
of Weyl and Dirac fermions [29–40] but provides crucial
insights to the behavior of disordered electrons, paving
way for novel explorations in the electronic properties of
advanced materials.

Model and formalism: Pauli spin−1/2 matrices are
generalized to the following matrices that describe
fermions with pseudospin s:

(Sx)αβ =
1

2
(δα,β+1 + δα+1,β)

√
(s+ 1)(α+ β − 1)− αβ

(Sy)αβ =
i

2
(δα,β+1 − δα+1,β)

√
(s+ 1)(α+ β − 1)− αβ

(Sz)αβ = (s+ 1− α)δα,β = (s+ 1− β)δα,β (1)

where 1 ≤ α ≤ 2s + 1, 1 ≤ β ≤ 2s + 1, and the pseu-
dospin s ∈ Z+/2. We consider a low-energy k−space
Hamiltonian of the type:

Hs
k = ℏϑ S · k, (2)

where ϑ is a parameter that has dimensions of veloc-
ity, and k = (kx, ky), thus restricting ourselves to only
two dimensions, although three-dimensional fermions are
anticipated to exhibit qualitatively similar behavior [40].
This Hamiltonian generalizes the massless Weyl Hamilto-
nian and provides the low-energy theory for pseudospin-s
fermions with arbitrary pseudospin. Candidate materi-
als for s = 1 and s = 3/2 are presented in Ref. [15].
The Hamiltonian has 2s + 1 eigenvalues: ϵk/(ℏϑ) =
{ks, k(s − 1), k(s − 2), ...,−ks}. When s is an integer,
we obtain a dispersionless flat band (ϵk = 0), which is
absent for half-integer pseudospin (Fig. 1). Without any
loss of generality, we assume the Fermi energy to have a
finite positive value (electron doping).

When s ≥ 3/2, multiple bands cross the Fermi energy,
and we need to consider the combined effect from all
such bands. Therefore, we denote the energy dispersion
of the bands by ϵss

′

k = ℏϑs′k, where the first label in
the superscript (ss′) indicates the fermion pseudospin s,
and the second label indicates the particular band with
dispersion ℏϑs′k. The eigenfunctions corresponding to

Figure 2. (a) Leading order Feynman diagrams for quantum
interference correction to conductivity–bare and two dressed
Hikami boxes. (b) Bethe-Salpeter equation for the Cooperon
Γ. (c) Vertex correction to the velocity. The solid and dashed
lines represent Green’s functions and impurity scattering, re-
spectively

ϵss
′

k take the following form

|kss′⟩ = Nss′

2s∑
m=0

fss′

m e−imϕ, (3)

where tanϕ = ky/kx, f
ss′

m are the coefficients, and Nss′

is the normalization constant. The analytical expressions
for fss′

m are provided in [41]. Notably, we discover that
the coefficients fss

m have the structure of the Pascal’s tri-
angle [41].

We consider δ−correlated scalar non-magnetic im-
purities given by the impurity potential U0(r) =∑

i u0I2s+1×2s+1δ(r − Ri), where the sum is over
all impurity sites and u0 is average the impurity
strength. The scattering (Born) amplitude is Uss′

kk′ =
⟨kss′|U0(r) |k′ss′⟩, and the impurity average assumes the
form ⟨Uss′

kk′Uss′

k′k⟩imp = nu2
0Fss′(ϕ − ϕ′). The scattering

time calculated via the Fermi’s Golden rule is

1

τss′
=

2π

ℏ
Ns′

F Gss′n0u
2
0, (4)

where Ns′

F = EF /2π(s
′ℏϑ)2 is the density of states at the

Fermi energy. The coefficients Gss′ and the functional
form of Fss′(ϕ) are specified in [41].

We next evaluate the ladder diagram correction to the
quasiclassical velocity. The corresponding equation is
given by (Fig. 2 (c))

ṽss′

k = vss′

k +
∑
k′

Gss′R
k′ Gss′A

k′

〈
Uss′

kk′Uss′

k′k

〉
imp

ṽss′

k′ , (5)

where ṽss′

k and vss′

k denote the impurity-dressed and bare

velocity, respectively. Gss′R
k′ and Gss′A

k′ are retarded and
advanced Green’s functions, respectively, and are given
by

G
ss′R/A
k (ω) =

1

ω − ϵss
′

k ± iℏ
2τss′

(6)

The ansatz ṽss′

k = ηss
′
vss′

k solves Eq. 5, and ηss
′
is eval-



3

Figure 3. Mangetoconductivity of pseudospin-s fermions. (a)
WAL behavior for odd s. (b) WL behavior for even s. The
exponential increase in magnitude with s′ is striking. We
choose lϕ=300 nm. Legends indicate {s, s′}.

uated in [41]. The quantum interference correction to
conductivity, obtained by summing the contribution of a
bare Hiakmi box (σF

0 ) and two dressed Hikami boxes (σF
A

and σR
A , (Fig. 2 (a))), are [41]

σF
0 = −e2s′

2
ϑ2Ns′

F η2ss′τ
3
ss′

ℏ2
∑
q

Γ(q); σR
A = σF

A ;

σA
F =

e2Ns′

F τ3ss′η
2
ss′ϑ

2s′
2

4ℏ2Gss′
Ass′

1

∑
q

Γ(q), (7)

where Γ(q) is the vertex ((Fig. 2 (b))), and Ass′

m are
the coefficients of the bare vertex, defined in Eq. 9. As a
sanity check, we recover the results for graphene: η

1
2

1
2 =

2, F 1
2

1
2 (ϕ) = cos2(ϕ/2), σF

A/σ
F
0 = −1/4 [29–31]. The

Bethe-Salpeter equation for the vertex is given by

Γss′

k1,k2
= Γss′0

k1,k2
+
∑
k

Γss′0
k1,kG

ss′R
k Gss′A

q−kΓ
ss′

k,k2
, (8)

where the bare vertex Γss′0
k1,k2

= ⟨Uss′

k1k2
Uss′

−k1k2

〉
imp

is

evaluated to take the following form :

Γss′0
k1,k2

=

(
ℏ

2πNs′
F Gss′τss′

) 4s∑
m=0

Ass′

m eim(ϕ1−ϕ2). (9)

The evaluated coefficients Ass′

m are specified in [41]. We
assume the following ansatz for the dressed vertex:

Γss′

k1,k2
=

(
ℏ

2πNs′
F Gss′τss′

) 4s∑
m=0

4s∑
n=0

Vss′

mne
i(mϕ1−nϕ2),

(10)

which solves the Bethe-Salpeter equation Eq. 8. The co-
efficients of the matrix Vss′ are given by the solution of
the following equation:

Vss′ = (1−Ass′Φss′G−1
ss′ )

−1Ass′ , (11)

Figure 4. The relative increase of localization induced mag-
netoconductivity (blue) and the Drude conductivity (red) for
pseudospin-s fermions. We choose s′ = s.

where [41]

Φss′

mn =

∫
dϕ

2π

ei(n−m)ϕ

1 + iτss′ϑs′q cosϕ

=

(
1− Q2

2

)
δmn − iQ

2
(δm,n+1 + δm,n−1)

− Q2

4
(δm,n+2 + δm,n−2) , (12)

and Q = ϑτss′s
′q. The diverging elements of Vss′ give

us information about the vanishing Cooperon gaps that
result in localization behavior.

Conductivity: The zero-field quantum interference cor-
rection to the conductivity from the gapless Cooperon
mode α for the band |kss′⟩ is evaluated to be

σss′ = − e2

2πh
Y ss′

α ln(lϕ/lss′)e
iαπ, (13)

where lϕ is the coherence length, and

Y ss′

α =
ηss

′2
s′2

4Xss′
α Gss′2

(
1− Ass′

1

2Gss′

)
,

lss′
−2 =

2

ϑ2τ2ss′
, X ss′

α =
2

Vss′
ααQ

2
(14)

Remarkably, we discover that the gapless Cooperon mode
α is independent of the band index s′ and only depends
on the pseudospin s [41]. Specifically, we find α = 2s.
Therefore, if multiple bands (|kss′⟩ and |kss′′⟩) inter-
sect the Fermi energy, localization corrections from all
of them will be qualitatively similar. We discover that
for odd (even) pseudospin, eiαπ = −1 (eiαπ = +1),
resulting in weak antilocalization (localization) behav-
ior. The exponential factor eiαπ can also be identified
with the Berry phase of the pseudospin, which lies at
the core of localization-antilocalization behavior. In-
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terestingly, it is the Berry phase of the pseudospin en-
ters in the equation (Eq. 13) and not the Berry phase
of the particular band, but since they are the identi-
cal (e2πis = e2πis

′
for a given pseudospin s, if s′ ̸= 0)

in this model, it does not lead to any difference. Note
that even though the Berry phase contribution is inde-
pendent of s′, Y ss′

α depends on s′, and thus the conduc-
tivity corrections for |kss′⟩ and |kss′′⟩ are quantitatively
different. We also predict that for flat bands (s′ = 0),
quantum corrections vanish. With application of a mag-
netic field, the phase coherence is lost and the quantum
correction is suppressed. This enables the experimental
observation of weak localization and weak antilocaliza-
tion corrections through magnetoconductivity measure-
ments. This can be derived by quantizing the wavevector
q2 → (n+1/2)(4eB/ℏ2). In the weak-field limit, the mag-
netoconductivity (∆σ(B)ss′ = σ(B)ss′ −σss′) is given by

∆σ(B)ss′ =
e2

πh
Y ss′

α

[
Ψ

(
l2B
l2ϕ

+
1

2

)
− ln

(
l2B
l2ϕ

)]
eiαπ,

(15)

where Ψ(x) is the digamma function. Notably, the zero-
field conductivity correction (Eq. 13) and the magneto-
conductivity crucially depend on the same prefactor Y ss′

α

that governs the magnitude of the correction. Eq. 13-15
are the main results of this paper that generalize all the
existing results for the Dirac/Weyl fermion to arbitrary
pseudospin-s.

In Fig. 3 we plot the magnetoconductivity for both
odd and even pseudospin-s fermions limiting ourselves to
s ≤ 3, including all 0 < s′ ≤ s. Both the WAL correction
(for odd s) and WL correction (for even s) scale exponen-
tially with increase in s′. On the other hand, magneto-
conductivity for same s′ but different s have comparable
orders of magnitude (for example {s, s′} = {1/2, 1/2},
{3/2, 1/2} and {5/2, 1/2} have a similar order of magni-
tude). Therefore the magnitude of the localization cor-
rection is strongly dependent on s′ and not s, but since
larger values of s′ are only possible for larger values of s,
higher pseudospins do lead to stronger localization cor-
rection. It can be argued then that for large s, pertur-
bation theory may break down at comparatively lesser
magnetic fields. Nevertheless, quantum effects will still
lead to strong localization.

The Drude conductivity calculated for pseudospin-s,
yields a rather simple expression:

σss′

0 =
e2

h

(
φ2s′

2

Gss′n0u2
0

)
, (16)

which scales approximately with the second power of
s′. We further test our theory by comparing the rela-
tive increase of the Drude conductivity and the quan-
tum interference correction. In Fig. 4 we plot the rela-
tive increase in magnetoconductivity |∆σss|/|∆σ 1

2
1
2
| and

the relative increase in the Drude conductivity σss
0 /σ

1
2

1
2

0 .
While σ0 ∼ s2, ∆σss scales up much more drastically.

Interactions: The interaction parameter rs represents
the ratio of the average inter-electron Coulomb interac-
tion energy to the Fermi energy. The average Coulomb
energy is ⟨V ⟩ ∼ e2/⟨r⟩, where ⟨r⟩ = n−1/2 ∼ s′/kF is
the average inter-particle separation. Therefore, rs ∼
s′−1 indicating that electron-electron interactions are less
dominant for higher pseudospins. However, as we dis-
cussed, strong localization induced by even weak or mod-
erate disorder may interplay with interactions and lead
to more surprising and exotic possibilities such as many
body localization that may be explored in upcoming
studies. Detailed study of electron-electron interactions
for pseudospin-s fermions is reserved for future works.

Summary and Outlook: Advances in material science
have enabled the realization of a manifold of emergent
electronic excitations, from massless Dirac and Weyl ex-
citations to flat-bands in moiré materials. Combined
with theoretical predictions of realizing materials that
host higher pseudospin fermions in solids (at least up
to s = 2 [15]), these developments open up exciting
possibilities for studying quantum transport such ma-
terials. We solved the fundamental problem of disor-
der induced quantum interference corrections leading to
electron (anti)localization in fermionic excitations that
carry an arbitrary pseudospin s. Deriving exact analyt-
ical expressions for the relevant quantities allows us to
reveal that the gapless Cooperon modes depends exclu-
sively on the pseudospin, resulting in in weak localization
(antilocalization) behavior for even (odd) s. An astound-
ing finding of our work is that the localization correction
scales exponentially with s. We generalize existing works
on localization effects in Weyl and Dirac fermions, and
provide crucial insights that push forward our fundamen-
tal understanding of how disorder and interactions may
interplay in these materials.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL TO ‘LOCALIZATION BEYOND DIRAC AND WEYL FERMIONS’

MODEL

Pseudospin-s fermions

Pauli spin−1/2 matrices are generalized to the following matrices that describe fermions with pseudospin s:

(Sx)αβ =
1

2
(δα,β+1 + δα+1,β)

√
(s+ 1)(α+ β − 1)− αβ

(Sy)αβ =
i

2
(δα,β+1 − δα+1,β)

√
(s+ 1)(α+ β − 1)− αβ

(Sz)αβ = (s+ 1− α)δα,β = (s+ 1− β)δα,β (17)

where 1 ≤ α ≤ 2s+1, 1 ≤ β ≤ 2s+1, and the pseudospin s ∈ Z+/2. We consider a low-energy k−space Hamiltonian
of the type:

Hs
k = ℏϑ S · k, (18)

where ϑ is a parameter that has dimensions of velocity. The Hamiltonian has d ≡ 2s + 1 eigenvalues: ϵk/(ℏϑ) =
{ks, k(s− 1), k(s− 2), ...,−ks}. When s is an integer, we obtain a dispersionless flat band (ϵk = 0), which is absent
for half-integer pseudospin. Without any loss of generality, we assume the Fermi energy to have a finite positive value
(electron doping).

When s ≥ 3/2, multiple bands cross the Fermi energy, and we need to consider the combined effect from all those

bands. We denote the energy dispersion of the bands by ϵ
(ss′)
k = +ℏϑs′k, where the first label in the superscript (ss′)

indicates the fermion pseudospin s and the second label indicates the band with dispersion ℏϑs′k.

Generalized eigenfunctions

The eigenfunctions corresponding to ϵss
′

k take the following form

|kss′⟩ = Nss′

2s∑
m=0

fss′

m e−imϕ, (19)

where tanϕ = ky/kx, f
ss′

m are the coefficients, and Nss′ is the normalization constant. In later sections, we provide

the analytical form of fss′

m for a few cases.

Impurity potential

We consider δ−correlated scalar non-magnetic impurities given by the impurity potential

U0(r) =
∑
i

u0I2s+1×2s+1δ(r−Ri), (20)

where the sum is over all impurity sites and u0 is the impurity strength, assumed to be the same at each site. The
scattering (Born) amplitude is

Uss′

kk′ = ⟨kss′|U0(r) |k′ss′⟩ , (21)

and the impurity assumes the form

⟨Uss′

kk′Uss′

k′k⟩imp = nu2
0Fss′(ϕ− ϕ′), (22)
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where the expression for Fss′(ϕ) will be provided later. Since the energy dispersion ϵss
′

k depends only on s′, the
density of states also depends only on s′ and is independent of s:

Nss′(E) =
1

4π2

∞∫
0

kdk

2π∫
0

dϕδ(ϵss
′

k − E)

=
1

2π

∞∫
0

dkkδ(ϵss
′

k − E)

=
E

2π(s′ℏϑ)2
≡ Ns′(E). (23)

The scattering time calculated via the Fermi’s Golden rule is

1

τss′
=

2π

ℏ
∑
k′

〈
Uss′

k,k′Uss′

k′,k

〉
imp

δ(EF − ϵk′)

=
2π

ℏ
Ns′

F

2π∫
0

dϕ′

2π
⟨Uss′

kk′Uss′

k′k⟩imp

=
2π

ℏ
Ns′

F Gss′n0u
2
0, (24)

where Ns′

F = EF /2π(s
′ℏϑ)2 is the density of states at the Fermi energy. The coefficient Gss′ , which is obtained by the

angular integration of ⟨Uss′

kk′Uss′

k′k⟩imp will be specified later.

Velocity correction

Next, we evaluate the ladder diagram correction to the velocity. The corresponding equation is given by

ṽss′

k = vss′

k +
∑
k′

Gss′R
k′ Gss′A

k′

〈
Uss′

kk′Uss′

k′k

〉
imp

ṽss′

k′ , (25)

Here Gss′R
k′ and Gss′A

k′ are retarded and advanced Green’s functions respectively, given by

G
ss′R/A
k (ω) =

1

ω − ϵss
′

k ± iℏ
2τss′

(26)

The ansatz ṽss′

k = ηss
′
vss′

k is substituted in Eq. 25 to obtain the following solution for ηss
′
:

ηss′ =
Gss′

Gss′ −Hss′
, (27)

where

Gss′ =

2π∫
0

dϕ′

2π
⟨Uss′

kk′Uss′

k′k⟩imp, and Hss′ cosϕ =

2π∫
0

dϕ′

2π
cosϕ′⟨Uss′

kk′Uss′

k′k⟩imp. (28)
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Conductivity

The quantum interference correction to conductivity is obtained by the calculation of a bare Hiakmi box and two
dressed Hikami boxes. The bare Hikami box at zero temperature is calculated as

σF
0 =

e2ℏ
2π

∑
q

Γ(q)
∑
k

ṽss
′x

k ṽss
′x

q-k Gss′R
k Gss′A

k Gss′R
q−kG

ss′A
q−k , (29)

In the small q limit, we find

σF
0 = −e2s′

2
ϑ2Ns′

F η2ss′τ
3
ss′

ℏ2
∑
q

Γ(q) (30)

Here Γ(q) is the vertex function which depends on q (incoming momentum) and must not be confused with the
Gamma function Γ(d).

Two dressed Hikami boxes denoted as σF
R and σF

A

σF
R =

e2ℏ
2π

∑
q

Γ(q)
∑
k

∑
k1

ṽssxk ṽssxq−k1
GssR

k GssR
k1

GssR
q−kG

ssR
q−k1

GssA
k GssA

q−k1
⟨Uss

k1,kU
ss
q−k1,q−k

〉
imp

, (31)

σF
A =

e2ℏ
2π

∑
q

Γ(q)
∑
k

∑
k1

ṽssxk ṽssxq−k1
GssR

k GssR
q−k1

GssA
k GssA

k1
GssA

q−kG
ssA
q−k1

⟨Uss
k,k1

Uss
q−k,q−k1

〉
imp

, (32)

We evaluate

σF
A = σF

R =
e2Ns′

F τ3ss′η
2
ss′ϑ

2s′
2

4ℏ2Gss′
Ass′

1

∑
q

Γ(q) (33)

The ratio of dressed to bare Hikami box is given by

σF
A

σF
0

= − Ass′

1

4Gss′
. (34)

The total conductivity is given by the sum of the bare and two dressed Hikami boxes:

σF = −e2Ns′

F τ3ss′η
2
ssϑ

2s′
2

4ℏ2Gss′

(
1−

(
Ass′

1

2Gss′

))∑
q

Γ(q) (35)

Bethe-Salpeter equation

The Bethe-Salpeter equation for the vertex is given by

Γss′

k1,k2
= Γss′0

k1,k2
+
∑
k

Γss′0
k1,kG

ss′R
k Gss′A

q−kΓ
ss′

k,k2
, (36)

where the bare vertex Γss′0
k1,k2

= ⟨Uss′

k1k2
Uss′

−k1k2

〉
imp

takes the following form

Γss′0
k1,k2

=

(
ℏ

2πNs′
F Gss′τss′

) 4s∑
m=0

Ass′

m eim(ϕ1−ϕ2), (37)
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We assume the following ansatz for the vertex:

Γss′

k1,k2
=

(
ℏ

2πNs′
F Gss′τss′

) 4s∑
m=0

4s∑
n=0

Vss′

mne
i(mϕ1−nϕ2), (38)

which solves the Bethe-Salpeter equation. The coefficients of the matrix Vss′ are given by the solution of the following
equation:

Vss′ = (1−Ass′Φss′G−1
ss′ )

−1Ass′ , (39)

where

Φss′

mn =

∫
dϕ

2π

ei(n−m)ϕ

1 + iτss′ϑs′q cosϕ

=

(
1− Q2

2

)
δmn − iQ

2
(δm,n+1 + δm,n−1)

− Q2

4
(δm,n+2 + δm,n−2) , (40)

and Q = ϑτss′s
′q. It is possible to express the diagonal elements of the matrix Vss′ as

Vss′

ii =
Uss′

ii

Wss′
ii

, (41)

where

Uss′

ii = Gss′

Wss′

ii =

(
−1 +

Gss′

Ass′
i

)
+

(
2
∑
j

Ass′

j

Gss′
+
∑
j<k

α
(2)
ss′jk

Ass′

j

Gss′

Ass′

k

Gss′∑
j<k<l

α
(3)
ss′jkl

Ass′

j

Gss′

Ass′

k

Gss′

Ass′

l

Gss′
+

∑
j<k<l<m

α
(4)
ss′jklm

Ass′

j

Gss′

Ass′

k

Gss′

Ass′

l

Gss′

Ass′

m

Gss′
+ ...+ βss′

∏
j

Ass′

j

Gss′

)
Q2

Dss′
, (42)

where

Dss′ =
∏
j

(
−1 +

Gss′

Ass′
i

)
, (43)

and the coefficients α and β can be determined for specific cases. It is of interest to find the Cooperon gaps (gss
′

α ≡
2(−1 + Gss′/Ass′

η )). Vanishing Cooperon gaps result in diverging elements Vss′

αα in the limit q → 0.
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Figure 5. Wavefunction coefficients fss
m have the mathematical structure of square-root of the Pascal’s triangle.

The case s = s′

Our focus here is the topmost conduction band with energy dispersion ϵk = ℏϑsk. In this case, it is possible to
analytically find out the various coefficients introduced earlier.

fss
m =

(
Γ(2s+ 1)

Γ(m+ 1)Γ(2s+ 1−m)

)1/2

Nss =
1√
22s

Fss(ϕ) = cos4s(ϕ/2)

Gss =
Γ(2s+ 1/2)√
πΓ(2s+ 1)

Hss =
Γ(2s+ 1/2)√

π(Γ(2s) + 2sΓ(2s))

ηss = 2s+ 1

Ass
0≤m≤2s =

Γ(2s+ 1/2)

√
π

(
k=2s−m−1∏

k=0

4s−m− k

)
m!

Ass
2s≤m≤4s = Ass

4s−m, (44)

where Γ(x) is the Gamma-function. Remarkably, the wavefunction coefficients fss
m have the mathematical structure

of square-root of the Pascal’s triangle as shown in Fig. 5.
Furthermore, the following condition guarantees that the Cooperon gap vanishes:

gssα =
Gss

Ass
α

= 1. (45)

The above condition is satisfied for α = 2s. Therefore in the limit q → 0, the vertex correction is dominated by the
following term:

Γss′

k1k2
∼ 1

q2
e2is(ϕ1−ϕ2). (46)
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When ϕ1 − ϕ2 ≈ π, the vertex carries a positive (negative) sign for integer (half-integer) values of s. This implies
weak-localization for integer s and weak-antilocalization for half-integer s.
Furthermore, we recover the known results for graphene:

η
1
2

1
2 = 2

F 1
2

1
2 (ϕ) = cos2(ϕ/2)

σF
A

σF
0

= − A
1
2

1
2

1

4G 1
2

1
2

= −1

4
. (47)

The case s′ ̸= s

When s′ ̸= s, finding generalized analytical expressions is a cumbersome task. We explicitly evaluate the coefficients
for the first few cases (s ≤ 7/2). Table I, II, III, IV and present the values of the coefficients Gss′ and Hss′ , respectively.
The velocity correction coefficients is presented in Table V and VI. Interestingly, we find that the flat bands in the
even s case have ηss

′
= 0, implying zero velocity correction. The bare Cooperon coefficients Ass′ are presented in

Table VII and Table VIII for the odd s and even s cases, respectively. We find that the value α for which the Cooperon
gap gss

′

α vanishes is independent of s′. Therefore, when multiple bands cross the Fermi energy (for s ≥ 3/2), each
band results in the same qualitative behavior, i.e., localization for even s and antilocalization for odd s.

Conductivity

The zero-field conductivity from |kss′⟩ is finally evaluated to be

σss′ = −
∑
α

e2

πh
Y ss′

α

∫
d(q2)

1

l−2
ss′α + q2

, (48)

where

Y ss′

α =
ηss

′2
s′2

4Xss′
α Gss′2

(
1− Ass′

1

2Gss′

)
,

l−2
ss′α =

gss
′

α

2Xss′
α lss′

2 ,

lss′
2− =

2

ϑ2τ2ss′
(49)

and the vertex Γss′

q is expressed as

Γss′

q =
ℏ

2πNs′
F τss′

∑
α

2

gss′α
2
+Xss′

α Q2
eiαπ (50)

The vanishing Cooperon gaps will result in the most dominant contribution to the conductivity. The values of α such
that gss

′

α = 0, and the corresponding Xss′

α are presented in Table IX. In the weak-field limit, the magnetoconductivity
is given by

∆σ(B)ss′ =
e2

πh

∑
α

Y ss′

α

[
Ψ

(
l2B
l2ϕ

+
l2B
l2ss′α

+
1

2

)
− log

(
l2B
l2ϕ

+
l2B
l2ss′α

)]
, (51)

where Ψ(x) is the digamma function, lϕ is the coherence length, and lB =
√

ℏ/4eB is the magnetic length of a
Cooperon.
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s′ → − 7
2 − 5

2 − 3
2 − 1

2
1
2

3
2

5
2

7
2

s ↓
1
2 – – – 1

2
1
2 – – –

3
2 – – 5

16
5
16

5
16

5
16 – –

5
2 – 63

256
55
256

15
64

15
64

55
256

63
256 –

7
2

429
2048

357
2048

349
2048

389
2048

389
2048

349
2048

357
2048

429
2048

Table I. Gss′ for odd pseudospin-s fermions.

s′ → −3 −2 −1 0 1 2 3
s ↓
1 – – 3

8
1
2

3
8 – –

2 – 35
128

1
4

11
32

1
4

35
128 –

3 231
1024

49
256

199
1024

17
64

199
1024

49
256

231
1024

Table II. Gss′ for even pseudospin-s fermions.

s′ → − 7
2 − 5

2 − 3
2 − 1

2
1
2

3
2

5
2

7
2

s ↓
1
2 – – – 1

4
1
4 – – –

3
2 – – 15

64
7
64

7
64

15
64 – –

5
2 – 105

512
65
512

9
128

9
128

65
512

105
512 –

7
2

3003
16384

1995
16384

1443
16384

851
16384

851
16384

1443
16384

1995
16384

3003
16384

Table III. Hss′ for odd pseudospin-s fermions.

s′ → −3 −2 −1 0 1 2 3
s ↓
1 – – 1

4 0 1
4 – –

2 – 7
8

1
8 0 1

8
7
8 –

3 99
512

1
8

43
512 0 43

512
1
8

99
512

Table IV. Hss′ for even pseudospin-s fermions.
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s′ → − 7
2 − 5

2 − 3
2 − 1

2
1
2

3
2

5
2

7
2

s ↓
1
2 – – – 2 2 – – –

3
2 – – 4 20

13
20
13 4 – –

5
2 – 6 22

9
10
7

10
7

22
9 8 –

7
2 8 136

41
2792
1349

3112
2261

3112
2261

2792
1349

136
41 8

Table V. The velocity correction ηss′ for odd pseudospin-s fermions.

s′ → −3 −2 −1 0 1 2 3
s ↓
1 – – 3 1 3 – –

2 – 5 2 1 2 5 –

3 7 49
17

199
113 1 199

113
49
17 7

Table VI. The velocity correction ηss′ for even pseudospin-s fermions.

Ass′

0 Ass′

1 Ass′

2 Ass′

3 Ass′

4 Ass′

5 Ass′

6 Ass′

7 A8 Ass′

9 Ass′

10

s s′

1
2

1
2

1
4

1
2

1
4

1
2 − 1

2
1
4

1
2

1
4

3
2

3
2

1
64

3
32

15
64

5
16

15
64

3
32

1
64

3
2

1
2

9
64

3
32

7
64

5
16

15
64

3
32

1
64

3
2 − 1

2
9
64

3
32

7
64

5
16

7
64

3
32

9
64

3
2 − 3

2
1
64

3
32

15
64

5
16

15
64

3
32

1
64

5
2

5
2

1
1024

5
512

45
1024

15
128

105
512

63
256

105
512

15
128

45
1024

5
512

1
1024

5
2

3
2

25
1024

45
512

101
1024

7
128

65
512

55
256

65
512

7
128

101
1024

45
512

25
1024

5
2

1
2

25
256

5
128

21
256

3
32

9
128

15
64

9
128

3
32

21
256

5
128

25
256

5
2 − 1

2
25
256

5
128

21
256

3
32

9
128

15
64

9
128

3
32

21
256

5
128

25
256

5
2 − 3

2
25

1024
45
512

101
1024

7
128

65
512

55
256

65
512

7
128

101
1024

45
512

25
1024

5
2 - 52

1
1024

5
512

45
1024

15
128

105
512

63
256

105
512

15
128

45
1024

5
512

1
1024

Table VII. Bare Cooperon coefficients Ass′ for odd pseudospin-s fermions. The highlighted blue color indicates Ass′
α = Gss′ ,

which is the condition for vanishing Cooperon gap gα.
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Ass′

0 Ass′

1 Ass′

2 Ass′

3 Ass′

4 Ass′

5 Ass′

6 Ass′

7 Ass′

8 Ass′

9 Ass′

10 Ass′

11 Ass′

12

s s′

1 1 1
16

1
4

3
8

1
4

1
16

1 0 1
4 0 1

2 0 1
4

1 −1 1
16

1
4

3
8

1
4

1
16

2 2 1
256

1
32

7
64

7
32

35
128

7
32

7
64

1
32

1
256

2 1 1
16

1
8

1
16

1
8

1
4

1
8

1
16

1
8

1
16

2 0 9
64 0 3

16 0 11
32 0 3

16 0 9
64

2 −1 1
16

1
8

1
16

1
8

1
4

1
8

1
16

1
8

1
16

2 −2 1
256

1
32

7
64

7
32

35
128

7
32

7
64

1
32

1
256

3 3 1
4096

3
1024

33
2048

55
1024

495
4096

99
512

231
1024

99
512

495
4096

55
1024

33
2048

3
1024

1
4096

3 2 9
1024

3
64

47
512

5
64

55
1024

1
8

49
256

1
8

55
1024

5
64

47
512

3
64

9
1024

3 1 225
4096

75
1024

65
2048

95
1024

271
4096

43
512

199
1024

43
512

271
4096

95
1024

65
2048

75
1024

225
4096

3 0 25
256 0 15

128 0 39
256 0 17

64 0 39
256 0 15

128 0 25
256

3 −1 225
4096

75
1024

65
2048

95
1024

271
4096

43
512

199
1024

43
512

271
4096

95
1024

65
2048

75
1024

225
4096

3 −2 9
1024

3
64

47
512

5
64

55
1024

1
8

49
256

1
8

55
1024

5
64

47
512

3
64

9
1024

3 −3 1
4096

3
1024

33
2048

55
1024

495
4096

99
512

231
1024

99
512

495
4096

55
1024

33
2048

3
1024

1
4096

Table VIII. Bare Cooperon coefficients Ass′ for even pseudospin-s fermions. The highlighted blue color indicates Ass′
α = Gss′ ,

which is the condition for vanishing Cooperon gap gα.
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α Xss′

α

s s′

1/2 1/2 1 1
1/2 −1/2 1 1
1 1 2 1/2
1 0 2 1
1 −1 2 1/2
3/2 3/2 3 5/16
3/2 1/2 3 13/16
3/2 −1/2 3 13/16
3/2 −3/2 3 5/16
2 2 4 7/32
2 1 4 1/2
2 0 4 5/8
2 −1 4 1/2
2 −2 4 7/32
5/2 5/2 5 21/128
5/2 3/2 5 45/128
5/2 1/2 5 21/32
5/2 −1/2 5 21/32
5/2 −3/2 5 45/128
5/2 −5/2 5 21/128
3 3 6 33/256
3 2 6 17/64
3 1 6 113/256
3 0 6 29/64
3 −1 6 113/256
3 −2 6 17/64
3 −3 6 33/256

Table IX. The values α such that gss
′

α = 0, and the corresponding Xss′
α
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