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We explore Bernal bilayer graphene in the presence of long-range Coulomb interactions, short-
range Hund’s coupling, and proximity-induced Ising spin-orbit coupling using self-consistent Hartree-
Fock simulations. We show that the interplay between these three ingredients produces an intricate
phase diagram comprising a multitude of symmetry-broken metallic states tunable via doping and
applied displacement field. In particular, we find intervalley coherent and spin-canted ground states
that may hold the key to understanding spin-orbit-enabled superconductivity observed in this plat-
form. We also investigate various phase transitions where a continuous U(1) symmetry is broken to
ascertain the possible role of critical fluctuations on pairing.

I. INTRODUCTION

Rhombohedral graphene multilayers host an excep-
tionally rich and tunable set of quantum phases of mat-
ter [1–11]. Their exquisite tunability originates from the
ability to electrically address, in a dual-gated device,
both the doping level (by varying the chemical poten-
tial) and the effective interaction strength (through the
band-flattening effect of a perpendicular displacement
field D), as illustrated in Fig. 1. While the first mem-
ber of the rhombohedral family, Bernal bilayer graphene
(BLG), has a long history dating back to the early days of
graphene research [12–16], its complex low-temperature
phase diagram presents an enduring challenge to the
quantum matter community.

Of particular interest is the recent observation of super-
conductivity when BLG is perturbed by an in-plane mag-
netic field [4] or by inducing spin-orbit coupling (SOC)
via proximity to an adjacent WSe2 layer [17]. In the for-
mer case, the in-plane field nucleates a narrow sliver of su-
perconductivity near the location of a Stoner-type phase
transition in the normal state; this unconventional super-
conductor exhibits a low critical temperature Tc ∼ 30mK
and an extreme Pauli limit violation consistent with spin-
triplet pairing. The phenomenology of the latter case is
very different: Up to four new superconducting regions
appear with proximity-induced SOC [17–20]. The most
prominent dome features a critical temperature Tc en-
hanced up to ∼ 500mK and spans a large density window
within a symmetry-broken normal state. Furthermore,
the Pauli limit violation evolves nontrivially across differ-
ent superconducting regions, emphasizing the important
role of SOC on superconductivity.

An important step towards understanding the origin
and mechanism [21–31] of these spin-orbit-enabled su-
perconductors consists of constraining the nature of their
normal state. This endeavor is critical for two reasons:
First, candidate metallic states differ by their fermiol-
ogy and the symmetries they preserve, which can have
an outsize influence on their potential superconducting
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FIG. 1. Schematic of spin-orbit proximitized BLG. (a)
A transition-metal dichalcogenide (such as WSe2 or WS2)
placed in proximity to BLG induces meV-scale spin-orbit cou-
pling to the top graphene layer. Applying a perpendicular dis-
placement field D generates an interlayer potential difference
u through Eq. (2). (b) Bilayer graphene stacking configura-
tion, with sublattices Al, Bl for layer l ∈ {1, 2}. (c) Low-
energy band structure in valley K+ for ky = 0 (left panel)
and density of states (right panel) for different u assuming
Ising spin-orbit coupling of strength λI = 1.5meV. The D
field opens a gap at charge neutrality and enhances van Hove
singularities that drive strong interaction effects. Valley K−

exhibits a band structure related by time reversal symmetry.

instabilities. And second, the normal state can host col-
lective modes (dependent on details of the underlying
order) that potentially serve as a pairing glue [31, 32].

Our key objective in this work is to shed light on the
interacting normal-state phase diagram of spin-orbit cou-
pled BLG [17–20, 33] and to leverage these insights to
further our understanding of superconductivity in this
system. We use self-consistent numerical Hartree-Fock
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simulations, following a recent implementation for rhom-
bohedral trilayers [34], and contrast our results to other
Hartree-Fock studies on proximitized BLG [17, 35–37].
In particular, Ref. 35 reported a thorough investigation
of the role of Ising SOC on the phase diagram of BLG in
the presence of long-range Coulomb repulsion. While we
recover their results in the appropriate limit, our main
contribution here is to explore the crucial role of addi-
tional short-range interactions, also known in the liter-
ature as Hund’s coupling. As we show below the in-
clusion of this term produces ferromagnetic instabilities
that can either coexist or compete with the effects of
Ising SOC, leading to a rich landscape of symmetry-
broken phases. Among the new metallic states we un-
cover, we note two instances of spin-canting order, within
which spins in each valley tilt away from their respec-
tive Ising axes toward the graphene planes. The first
instance is a spin-canted generalized half metal1, with
a two-fold Fermi surface degeneracy, that occupies most
of the experimentally relevant region for the strongest
superconducting state in BLG/WSe2. The second in-
stance possesses spin-canted intervalley coherent (IVC)
order, hosts non-degenerate Fermi surfaces (generalized
quarter metal), and may be relevant for one of the new
superconductors (dubbed SC3) discovered in Ref. 20.

Comparing with recent experiments [20] that system-
atically vary the induced Ising SOC strength λI by
engineering the twist angle at the BLG/WSe2 inter-
face [22, 38–40], we identify two promising candidate
normal states that can host the largest superconducting
region. Namely, experiments reveal that while Tc is en-
hanced with increasing λI, its extent shrinks within the
accessible displacement field and density regime. This
observation suggests that the normal state that gives
way to superconductivity (which exhibits two-fold Fermi
surface degeneracy as per quantum oscillation measure-
ments) is one of the symmetry-broken generalized half
metals that competes against the symmetric spin-valley-
locked state that is trivially favored by λI. The spin-
canting order described above is one of the normal states
we find that satisfies these properties; the other option
is an IVC spin-triplet state that coexists with spin-valley
locking (see Fig. 2a for an illustration). While both can-
didates are consistent with currently available data, we
propose future experiments to distinguish between them.
We also connect these observations with a recent pro-
posal wherein spin-canting fluctuations provide a glue
for superconductivity [31], and contrast with other pair-
ing mechanisms including Kohn-Luttinger [24, 28, 30],
acoustic phonons [41, 42] and IVC fluctuations [26, 43].

Finally, we hone in on U(1)-breaking transitions ob-
served at mean-field level, of either IVC or spin-canting

1 Throughout this work, we refer to metallic states with a reduced
Fermi surface degeneracy as generalized half-metals (two-fold de-
generacy) or generalized quarter-metals (one-fold degeneracy),
irrespective of the presence of minority Fermi surfaces.

type. While we find IVC transitions to be generically first
order, spin-canting transitions appear continuous (within
the precision of our Hartree-Fock implementation). We
speculate on the role of critical fluctuations associated
with these putative continuous transitions.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. In
Sec. II we introduce the model Hamiltonian describ-
ing spin-orbit-proximitized BLG, discuss different (long-
range vs. short-range) interaction terms, and present the
self-consistent Hartree-Fock technique used throughout
this study. In Sec. III we investigate the phase diagram
of the system. Section III A first sets the stage by consid-
ering the situation without SOC, emphasizing the crucial
role of Hund’s coupling. In Sec. III B we then introduce
Ising SOC, explore its effect on the delicate phase com-
petition between symmetry-broken phases, and connect
with recent experimental studies of BLG/WSe2. We ex-
plore in more detail U(1)-breaking phase transitions, to-
wards either IVC or spin-canting order, in Sec. IV. We
highlight how different symmetry-broken ground states
respond to changes in screening in Sec. V. Finally,
Sec. VI offers insights into spin-orbit-enabled supercon-
ductivity in BLG and suggests future research directions.

II. MODEL AND METHODS

Figure 1a sketches a spin-orbit-proximitized BLG de-
vice featuring a displacement field D applied normal
to the graphene planes; see Fig. 1b for the BLG
atomic structure. Let us first discuss the physics of
‘pure’ BLG without the proximitizing transition-metal
dichalcogenide (TMD) layer. Relevant symmetries here
include three-fold rotations C3, translations, time rever-
sal T , and SU(2)s spin rotations (neglecting weak native
spin-orbit coupling). The system also exhibits an approx-
imate U(1)v valley conservation at low energies.

The tight-binding Hamiltonian describing BLG can be
expanded near the two graphene valleys τ ∈ {±1} as

Ĥ0 =
∑
k

∑
τsσσ′

h(Kτ + k)σσ′c†τsσkcτsσ′k, (1)

where cτsσk annihilates an electron with momentum k
in valley τ , with spin s ∈ {↑, ↓} and sublattice σ ∈
{A1, B1, A2, B2}. The matrix h contains the leading
intra- and inter-layer tunneling matrix elements as well
as on-site potentials [44]; see Appendix A. The D field
in particular generates an interlayer potential difference
u that enters Ĥ0 as

u = qed
⊥D/ϵ⊥r , (2)

with qe the electron charge, d⊥ ≈ 3.3Å the interlayer dis-
tance and ϵ⊥r = 4.4 a dielectric constant describing the
screening of perpendicular fields. The low-energy valence
and conduction bands predicted by Ĥ0 host van Hove sin-
gularities that are amplified by nonzero D (see Fig. 1c),
in turn dramatically enhancing interaction effects.
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Order Description Symbol Order Operators T U(1)v U(1)s Teff g Leg.

Fully symmetric FS - ✓ ✓ ✓ — 4
Valley-polarized VP τzs0 ✗ ✓ ✓ — 2
Spin-polarized SP τ0sz ✗ ✓ ✓ T0 2
Spin-valley-locked SVL τzsz ✓ ✓ ✓ — 2
Spin-canted C τzsz, τ0sx ✗ ✓ ✗ Ts 2
Intervalley-coherent spin-singlet IVC0 τxs0 ✓ ✗ ✓ — 2
Intervalley-coherent spin-triplet IVCz τxsz ✗ ✗ ✓ Tv 2
Intervalley-coherent spin-singlet + spin-valley-locked SVL+IVC0 τxs0, τzsz ✓ ✗ ✓ — 2
Intervalley-coherent spin-triplet + spin-valley locked SVL+IVCz τxsz, τzsz ✗ ✗ ✓ Tv 2
Spin-valley-polarized SVP τzs0, τ0sz ✗ ✓ ✓ — 1
Spin-polarized intervalley-coherent SP-IVC τxs0, τ0sz ✗ ✗ ✓ T0 1
Spin-valley-locked intervalley-coherent SVL-IVC τxsx, τzsz ✗ ✗ ✗ Tv/s 1
Spin-canted intervalley-coherent C-IVC τxsx, τzsz, τ0sx ✗ ✗ ✗ Ts 1

TABLE I. Symmetry classification of Hartree-Fock ground states. A minimal set of spin-valley operators characterizing
each class of ground states is listed along with their transformation properties under electronic time-reversal T = τxsyK, U(1)v
valley conservation, and U(1)s spin rotations around the z axis. Among states that break T , we highlight cases that preserve an
effective antiunitary symmetry Teff that enforces a nesting condition for zero-momentum pairing: either spinless time-reversal
symmetry T0 = τxK, or a product of T with a valley (Tv) or spin (Ts) rotation. The integer g denotes the spin-valley degeneracy
of the Fermi surfaces, while the last column shows the color and hatching scheme used in phase diagrams throughout this work.

Coulomb repulsion between electrons is included using
a convenient decomposition into long- and short-range
components. The long-range component

ĤC =
1

2A

∑
q

VC(q) :ρ(q)ρ(−q) : (3)

involves the long-wavelength part of the electronic den-
sity, ρ(q) =

∑
kα c†αkcα(k+q), where α = (τ, s, σ) is a

combined flavor index. The prefactor A is the sample
area, and we consider the dual-gated Coulomb potential
VC(q) = (q2e/2ϵrϵ0q) tanh (qd), with d the distance from
BLG to the gates, ϵr the relative permittivity, and ϵ0 the
permittivity of free space. Electronic screening (beyond
that provided by the gates and the h-BN spacer layers) is
accounted for by treating ϵr as a tunable parameter fixed
by comparing to experiments—see below.

The interacting model Ĥ0+ĤC defined above preserves
a non-generic SU(2)×SU(2) symmetry corresponding to
independent spin rotations in each valley. This symmetry
is reduced to global SU(2)s spin rotations by introducing
the short-range component ĤV (see Appendix A for the
explicit form), with coupling strength JH, that captures
exchange of electrons between valleys. Also known as the
Hund’s coupling, such a term (for JH > 0) favors align-
ing the electron spins in the two valleys, consistent with
experimental observations of metallic ferromagnetism in
rhombohedral graphene multilayers [2, 4–6].

Proximitizing BLG with an adjacent TMD as sketched
in Fig. 1a breaks SU(2)s spin rotation symmetry by in-
ducing meV-scale SOC in the top graphene layer [45–52].
The two main contributions are Ising- and Rasbha-type
SOC, whose strength can be tuned through the relative
twist angle between the TMD and BLG [22, 38–40], as
demonstrated experimentally [20]. The effective Rashba
scale in the low-energy BLG bands is suppressed by the

D-field-induced sublattice polarization of the correspond-
ing wavefunctions [53]. In this work we therefore focus
on Ising SOC, which takes the form

ĤI =
λI

2

∑
k

c†k (τ
zszP2) ck. (4)

Here cTk =
[
c+↑A1k . . . c−↓B2k

]
combines the relevant

fermion operators, λI denotes the Ising energy scale, and
P2 projects onto the top graphene layer. Throughout
we respectively use τµ, sµ, and σµ to label valley, spin,
and sublattice Pauli matrices. As shown in Fig. 1c, Ising
SOC leads to a noticeable spin splitting in the valence
band for D > 0 (and in the conduction band for D < 0),
due to the induced layer polarization of the low-energy
wavefunctions [54, 55].

To explore the system’s phase diagram in the presence
of long-range Coulomb interactions, short-range Hund’s
coupling, and proximity-induced Ising SOC, we imple-
ment a self-consistent Hartree-Fock procedure described
in detail in Ref. 34 (see in particular Appendix B therein).
We consider all symmetry-breaking orders in the four-
dimensional spin and valley subspace spanned by τµsν

with µ, ν ∈ {0, x, y, z}, and compare the lowest-energy
instance of each class of ground states obtained using a
symmetry-restricted algorithm. Throughout this work
we assume that k remains a good quantum number
(i.e. we do not allow for translation symmetry break-
ing, except for commensurate

√
3 ×

√
3 charge density

waves associated with intervalley coherence). We further
impose orbital C3 symmetry (i.e. we do not attempt to
capture nematic or momentum polarization instabilities
[56–58], which are difficult to resolve numerically [34]).

The results presented in this work were computed on
momentum grids comprising ∼1700 points (except for
higher-resolution linecuts shown in Fig. 6), keeping all
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FIG. 2. Momentum-resolved textures of intervalley-coherent ground states stabilized by Ising SOC. Rows (a)–
(c) illustrate the three IVC ground states obtained in the presence of Ising SOC in Fig. 4, projected to the occupied (hole)
bands. The first column shows the valley polarization, which follows the trigonal-warping-induced energy difference between
the two valleys. The second column depicts in-plane components τ+ = τx + iτy of the valley pseudospin, accompanied by an
appropriate spin operator. The third column shows the spin-valley-locked polarization, which couples directly to Ising SOC.
The fourth and fifth columns depict the out-of-plane and in-plane spin polarization, respectively. (a) The doubly degenerate
(g = 2) SVL+IVCz state exhibits a spin-valley-locked polarization (τzsz) that coexists with spin-triplet IVC order (τxsz),
whereby intervalley coherence develops with an opposite sign for the two spin projections. The (b) SVL-IVC and (c) C-IVC
states exhibit a single Fermi surface that arises by developing intervalley coherence within their respective (spin-valley locked
or spin-canted) generalized half-metal state. The C-IVC state thus possesses a non-zero in-plane spin polarization, which
distinguishes it from its SVL-IVC counterpart.

four bands (per spin and valley) of Ĥ0 and imposing a
momentum cutoff Λ = 0.12a−1, where a = 2.46Å is the
graphene lattice constant. In Table I we list all the ob-
tained symmetry-broken ground states (along with ab-
breviations and color schemes used throughout), their
transformation properties under various symmetries, and
their Fermi surface degeneracies labeled by the integer g.

III. HARTREE-FOCK PHASE DIAGRAMS

References 35–37 previously studied the phase diagram
of BLG in the presence of long-range Coulomb interac-
tions and induced Ising SOC. Here we consider a cru-
cial experimentally motivated addition to their treat-
ment: ferromagnetic Hund’s coupling with JH > 0.
As we show below, inclusion of this term qualitatively

changes the nature of the stabilized orders and their
fermiology, with potentially important implications for
the nature of superconductivity arising in proximitized
BLG devices. Throughout we mostly focus our atten-
tion on the hole-doped region, which yields richer physics
both numerically and experimentally (although super-
conductivity was also recently observed on the electron-
doped side at very high displacement fields [19]). The
relevant regimes for interaction parameters ϵr and JH
can be estimated by benchmarking to experimental re-
sults [2, 4, 17, 59]. In this work, following Ref. 34 we take
ϵr = 20 and JH = 4 − 8 eV ·Auc ≈ 200 − 400meVnm2

(where Auc ≈ 0.052 nm2 denotes the unit cell area of
graphene). Other values of ϵr are explored in Sec. V.
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FIG. 3. Phase diagrams without SOC. Hole- and electron-doped phase diagrams of BLG as a function of charge density ne

and interlayer potential u, at moderate Coulomb strength ϵr = 20. We consider cases (a) without Hund’s coupling (JH = 0),
and with ferromagnetic Hund’s coupling (b) JH = 4 eV ·Auc and (c) JH = 8 eV ·Auc. Different phases are denoted by their
color and hatching (see Table I for legends). In panel a, unphysical degeneracies between different ground states arise due to
the enlarged SU(2)× SU(2) symmetry of our model in the JH = 0 limit (see Appendix B). In panels b and c, Hund’s coupling
breaks the degeneracy between the g = 2 Stoner ferromagnets in favor of the spin-polarized ( ) phase, and similarly promotes
IVCz ( ) and SP-IVC ( ) phases. (d) Fermi surface structure at numbered points in panel a. Colors denote the number of
mean-field valence bands occupied by holes. Fermi surfaces in the electron-doped regime are similar.

A. No spin-orbit coupling

To set the stage, we present in Fig. 3 the ground state
phase diagram of BLG without SOC. Figure 3a showcases
the situation without Hund’s coupling, where only long-
range Coulomb interactions are included. The structure
of the phase diagram consists of a cascade of phase tran-
sitions as either electron or hole density is tuned across
the van Hove singularity [60]; generically, doping away
from charge neutrality induces a series of transitions from
the symmetry-unbroken phase (with full spin/valley de-
generacy, g = 4) to generalized quarter metals (g = 1),
half metals (g = 2), three-quarter metals (g = 1), and
back to the symmetric phase. The different symmetry-
broken phases can be further classified according to their
transformation properties under U(1)v valley rotations
(see Table I). States that preserve U(1)v are general-
ized Stoner ferromagnets, in which a subset of the four
spin/valley flavors is preferentially occupied, while states
that break that symmetry exhibit IVC order that spon-
taneously hybridizes the two graphene valleys. We note
that IVC phases are more prevalent in the phase dia-
gram of bilayer graphene compared to its rhombohedral
trilayer cousin [34]—this trend is particularly evident in

the sector of g = 2 states2. In addition to the spin-
degenerate, generalized half-metal (g = 2) IVC states,
we find their spin-polarized, non-degenerate (g = 1)
counterparts within the regions that host quarter-metal
phases [61]. Overall, the results we obtain in this limit
are qualitatively consistent with those of Ref. 35.

Importantly, this phase diagram possesses numerous
artificial degeneracies between different ground state or-
ders as a consequence of the enlarged SU(2)×SU(2) sym-
metry in the JH = 0 limit; see Appendix B for details.
As discussed above, the Hund’s interaction reduces the
symmetry of the model down to physical global SU(2)s
rotations, and its inclusion is thus critical in order to
capture the full richness of the problem. This reduc-
tion qualitatively affects the phase competition, result-
ing in the phase diagrams of Figs. 3b and 3c. First,
JH > 0 breaks the degeneracy of the various g = 2 Stoner

2 This trend can be ascribed to two tendencies. First, the van
Hove singularities are generally more pronounced in rhombohe-
dral trilayer graphene than BLG; the correspondingly enhanced
interaction effects favor Stoner ferromagnets over IVC states (see
also Fig. 7). Second, the Fermi surfaces of BLG tend to be more
trigonally warped than their rhombohedral trilayer counterparts
(compare for example Fig. 3 in this work to Figs. 4 and 5 in
Ref. 34), which favors the development of intervalley coherence.
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FIG. 4. Phase diagrams with SOC. Hole- and electron-doped phase diagrams of BLG as a function of charge density ne

and interlayer potential u, at moderate Coulomb strength ϵr = 20. In (a)–(f) we consider cases with ferromagnetic Hund’s
coupling JH = 4, 8 eV ·Auc and induced Ising SOC strengths λI = 0.5, 1, 1.5meV. Different phases are denoted by their color
and hatching (see Table I for legends). The fully degenerate (g = 4) phases without SOC now acquire a small spin-valley-
locked polarization ( ) due to the explicit symmetry breaking by λI. Yellow dashed lines denote line-cuts further explored in
Fig. 6. (g) Fermi surface structure at numbered points in panel a. Colors denote the number of mean-field valence bands and
conduction bands occupied by carriers in the hole- and electron-doped regimes, respectively.

phases in favor of spin-polarized ferromagnets ( ), con-
sistent with experimental observations [4–6]. Ferromag-
netic Hund’s coupling additionally breaks the degeneracy
between the different g = 2 IVC states in favor of the
spin-triplet IVCz ( ). Likewise, the spin-polarized SP-
IVC phase ( ) is selected from the various g = 1 IVC
states. More quantitatively, phase boundaries move with
increasing JH to prefer states that host a large magnetic
moment (e.g. the fully spin-polarized half-metal phase),
which enjoy a larger energy advantage from the Hund’s
coupling. Representative Fermi surfaces of the various
metallic ground states are presented in Fig. 3d.

B. Effects of Ising SOC

The case with Ising SOC but without Hund’s
coupling—which also features a pathological symmetry
group, U(1)×U(1)—is described in Appendix B for com-
pleteness and comparison with the results of Ref. 35. In

what follows we focus on simulations that include both
Hund’s coupling and meV-scale Ising SOC; addition of
the latter qualitatively changes the stabilized ground-
state orders as shown in Fig. 4.

First, and most intuitively, for sufficiently large λI

or low D field (corresponding to regimes where single-
particle physics dominate over interaction effects), the
preferred g = 2 Stoner ferromagnet becomes the spin-
valley-locked (SVL) state ( ). Here, the electron spins
minimize energy from Ising SOC by aligning in opposite
out-of-plane directions in the two valleys, thus preserv-
ing all symmetries of the Hamiltonian. In contrast, for
smaller λI and/or at larger D fields, the system finds
a compromise between the competing requirements of
Hund’s coupling and Ising SOC by tilting the electron
spins in each valley by an angle θ0 away from their re-
spective Ising axes [31, 34, 59]. In-plane spin polarization
is thus generated along a spontaneously chosen direction
(parametrized e.g. by τ0sx), which coexists with spin-
valley locking (described by τzsz). As these two order pa-
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FIG. 5. Ferromagnetism and spin canting. Spin canting angle θ0 extracted from our Hartree-Fock simulations using
Eq. (5), as a function of charge density ne and interlayer potential u. Here θ0 = 0 corresponds to a purely spin-valley-locked
state (with zero net spin magnetization) while the limiting case θ0 = 90◦ denotes the ferromagnetic state expected without
Ising SOC. We focus on g = 2 Stoner phases and g = 1, 2 IVC regions of the phase diagrams, which may exhibit spin-canting;
remaining areas are masked in dark gray. Parameters used for the various panels follow those in Figs. 4a to 4f, respectively.

rameters anti-commute, the resulting phase ( )—which
we refer to in the following as the spin-canted Stoner
ferromagnet (C)—remains doubly degenerate (g = 2).
While time reversal T = τxsyK (where K denotes com-
plex conjugation) is broken by the net spin magnetization
of the spin-canted state C, composing T with a global
spin rotation around the z axis yields an antiunitary sym-
metry Ts = eiπs

z/2T that remains unbroken.
Ising SOC also alters the IVC ground states of Figs. 3b

and 3c. The IVCz phase ( ) now accommodates an
underlying SVL polarization; we denote this state by
SVL+IVCz ( ). Again, because spin-valley locking de-
scribed by τzsz anticommutes with the IVCz order pa-
rameter τxsz, the resulting state remains two-fold degen-
erate (g = 2). Although this phase breaks microscopic
time reversal T , it preserves an antiunitary symmetry
Tv = τysyK that combines T and a valley rotation [34].

For moderate to large values of λI/JH, the g = 1
IVC states align their spin quantization axes with the
out-of-plane Ising axes, leading to a spin-valley-locked
IVC phase (SVL-IVC/ ) whose valley and spin tex-
tures along the Fermi surfaces are intertwined [34, 62]
(see Fig. 2b for an illustration). This state was recently
evidenced in a closely related system, rhombohedral tri-
layer graphene proximitized by WSe2 [63]. The SVL-
IVC phase breaks time reversal T but preserves both the
valley- and spin-rotated antiunitaries Tv and Ts—a con-
sequence of the underlying spin-valley locking.

Finally, at low λI/JH (see Figs. 4a, 4d and 4e), the com-
peting requirements of Hund’s coupling and Ising SOC

generate a new type of intervalley coherent order: the
spin-canted IVC phase (C-IVC/ ), where intervalley co-
herence sets in between the two Fermi surfaces of the
corresponding g = 2 spin-canted state. The momentum-
resolved texture of this state is very similar to its SVL-
IVC cousin, except for the finite in-plane spin moment
generated by spin-canting (see Fig. 2c). Like the spin-
canted C state, the C-IVC phase preserves the antiu-
nitary symmetry Ts. Representative Fermi surfaces of
various ground states obtained in the presence of Hund’s
coupling and Ising SOC are shown in Fig. 4g.

Importantly, all of the IVC states we obtain possess
an antiunitary symmetry that enforces Fermi surface de-
generacies, making them well-nested for zero-momentum
pairing instabilities. This symmetry protection is opera-
tive provided the relevant U(1) symmetry [either U(1)v
or U(1)s] is preserved microscopically (i.e. broken sponta-
neously rather than explicitly). In particular, short-range
disorder potentials will be detrimental to phases relying
on Tv by inducing intervalley scatterings, whereas Rashba
SOC will counteract the protection offered by Ts.

We note that the spin-canting transition between the
two g = 1 IVC phases (SVL-IVC/ and C-IVC/ )
occurs at a much smaller value of λI/JH as compared
to the transition between their g = 2 valley-symmetric
counterparts (SVL/ and C/ ); see e.g. the evolution
in Fig. 4d through Fig. 4f. This trend occurs because
the competition between Ising SOC (a single-particle ef-
fect) and Hund’s coupling (an interaction effect) is den-
sity dependent [31, 34, 59]. For example, in a simple
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Ginzburg-Landau description of the spin-canting transi-
tion [31, 63], canting order disappears in favor of spin-
valley locking when λI ≥ λc

I , with the critical SOC
strength λc

I = 2JHn0. Here n0 is the polarization den-
sity of the phase—i.e. the density difference between the
majority and minority spin components, which equals
the total carrier density for a fully polarized state. For
low polarization densities (as in the g = 1 IVC phases
mentioned above) Ising SOC can therefore more effi-
ciently combat Hund’s coupling tendencies, as compared
to larger polarization densities in the corresponding g = 2
states.

Figure 4 also reveals interesting trends with increas-
ing λI that can be compared to recent experiments sys-
tematically inducing Ising SOC through twist-angle en-
gineering of the BLG/WSe2 interface [20]. In particular,
the experimental data exhibit a counter-intuitive trend
in the properties of the most prominent superconducting
region of BLG/WSe2 when λI increases: the area popu-
lated by superconductivity shrinks within the regime of
accessible D field and density, while the optimal critical
temperature is enhanced. The first property can be nat-
urally tied to the competition between different phases
evidenced by our calculations. Namely, the symmetric
spin-valley-locked (SVL) phase ( ) is preferred by Ising
SOC, and correspondingly expands with increasing λI at
the expense of the two competing symmetry-broken g = 2
states: the intervalley coherent SVL+IVCz state ( ) and
the spin-canted C state ( ). These two states are there-
fore natural candidates for the normal state hosting su-
perconductivity in these devices, as their phase space also
shrinks upon increasing λI —see Sec. V and Sec. VI for
more discussion on this important point.

Figure 5 shows how the spin canting angle θ0 evolves
throughout the phase diagram, with different parameters
JH and λI. We extract θ0 from our simulations as

θ0 = arctan

∣∣∣∣ ⟨τ0sx⟩⟨τzsz⟩

∣∣∣∣, (5)

where ⟨. . .⟩ denotes an expectation value taken in the
Hartree-Fock ground state. Throughout the spin-canted
region of the phase diagram θ0 evolves continuously as
shown in Fig. 5, with larger canting angles (i.e. closer to
the ferromagnetic limit θ0 = 90◦) for larger D fields and
doping. Both of these trends can be understood from
the free-energy picture described above [31]: stronger D
fields and increased doping level generally lead to a larger
polarization density n0, which favors Hund’s coupling’s
effectiveness over Ising SOC. Increasing JH leads to an
expansion of the spin-canting phase and canting angles
closer to θ0 = 90◦. In contrast, enhancing λI leads to a
reduction of the phase space occupied by canting order,
as well as smaller canting angles. In the pairing scenario
of Ref. 31, which relies on the magnon modes associated
with the development of canting order, small canting an-
gles (closer to the spin-valley-locked limit θ0 = 0) yield
stronger pairing interaction. Hence, together with our
Hartree-Fock analysis this scenario provides a plausible

(b)

(a)

(c)

FIG. 6. Nature of U(1)-breaking phase transitions.
Energy difference between relevant ground states, normalized
by the total hole density (top panels), and expectation value of
order parameters τµsν of interest (bottom panels), along three
different cuts shown by yellow dashed lines in Figs. 4 and 5
for λI = 1meV. U(1)-breaking phase transitions of interest
are identified by vertical black dashed lines. (a) Focusing
on JH = 4 eV ·Auc and u = 50meV, we characterize the
U(1)v-breaking transition between the symmetric SVL state
( ) and the SVL+IVCz state ( ). The transition appears
weakly first order, as evidenced by the level crossing between
the respective ground state energies and the small jump in
the τxsz order parameter. (b) Taking a higher u = 65meV,
we see the appearance of the spin-canting (C) solution ( ).
While the C to SVL+IVCz transition is first order due to
symmetry considerations, the onset of spin canting (i.e. the
SVL to C transition) appears continuous within the numerical
accuracy of our simulations. (c) A similar scenario plays out
for both spin-canting transitions between SVL-IVC ( ) and
C-IVC ( ) states, shown here for u = 95meV and larger
JH = 8 eV ·Auc. These results were computed on a finer
momentum grid with ∼3300 points.

explanation for the experimentally observed tunable en-
hancement of Tc with λI accompanied by a phase space
reduction for superconductivity [20].
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IV. INTERVALLEY COHERENT AND
SPIN-CANTING PHASE TRANSITIONS

As shown above, the mean-field phase diagram of
spin-orbit-coupled BLG hosts multiple phase transitions
where a U(1) symmetry is spontaneously broken. These
come in two broad categories: transitions associated with
the onset of IVC order, where U(1)v is broken, and those
where spin canting sets in, which break U(1)s spin rota-
tions about the z axis.

Such transitions can occur between states with dif-
ferent Fermi surface degeneracies—e.g. from a SVL-IVC
( ) to a SVL ( ) state (Figs. 6a and 6b)—or that break
different symmetries of the underlying Hamiltonian—
e.g. from a C ( ) state to a SVL+IVCz ( ) state
(Fig. 6b). In these cases one expects first-order tran-
sitions, as confirmed in our Hartree-Fock numerics. On
the other hand, continuous transitions would be of inter-
est to exotic proposals for pairing in BLG3. At mean-
field level, a promising setting to look for continuous
transitions arises when only the relevant U(1) symmetry
is spontaneously broken at a transition between states
with the same g. This situation occurs for ‘pure’ IVC
or spin-canting transitions detailed below. Here, sym-
metry considerations alone are insufficient to predict the
order of the transition, which is ultimately determined
by Stoner [65] or IVC energetics.

Figure 6 hones in on three representative examples of
U(1)-breaking phase transitions, following line cuts iden-
tified by yellow dashed lines in Figs. 4 and 5. Figure 6a
explores the U(1)v breaking transition where the sym-
metric SVL state ( ) develops intervalley coherence and
turns into the SVL+IVCz state ( ) with increased hole-
doping. Even though both states are generalized half
metals with g = 2, the transition appears first order,
with a visible level crossing of the two (symmetry-broken
and symmetric) ground state energies and a jump in the
τxsz order parameter. In Fig. 6b we show the spin-
canting transition, where in-plane magnetization is spon-
taneously generated starting from the symmetric SVL
phase ( ), leading to the C phase ( ). This transition
appears continuous within the precision of our Hartree-
Fock algorithm: the τ0sx order parameter smoothly van-
ishes, and the energy of the symmetry-breaking solution
merges with the symmetry-preserving one. A similar sit-
uation occurs for spin-canting transitions4 between the
two g = 1 IVC states, SVL-IVC ( ) and C-IVC ( ),
as shown in Fig. 6c. The presence of these two putative
continuous phase transitions calls for an examination of

3 First-order phase transitions could also be relevant for critical
pairing scenarios if they are associated with a (nearly) divergent
susceptibility [59, 64].

4 Note that the energy advantage from developing spin canting
is much lower than for other symmetry-breaking phases. This
occurs because only Ising SOC and Hund’s coupling are involved
in the canting transitions—both long-range Coulomb repulsion
and kinetic energy are agnostic to the presence of canting order.

pairing mechanisms based on critical spin canting fluctu-
ations.

V. DISTINGUISHING NORMAL-STATE
ORDERS THROUGH SCREENING

Based on their trends with increasing λI and the pres-
ence of an antiunitary symmetry (Ts or Tv), we identified
in Sec. III B two natural candidates for the normal state
of the dominant superconducting region in BLG/WSe2:
either the spin-canted C ( ) or intervalley coherent
SVL+IVCz ( ) generalized half metals (g = 2). Ex-
perimentally distinguishing these orders—or ruling them
out—poses an important challenge. Direct probes that
search for the in-plane magnetic moment emerging in
the spin-canted phase or lattice-scale symmetry-breaking
order stemming from intervalley coherence provide one
possible detection avenue (see next section for further
discussion). Here, we propose an alternative approach
that exploits the different response these orders exhibit
to changes in screening.

To this end, Fig. 7 investigates the role of long-range
Coulomb interaction strength, controlled by the screen-
ing parameter ϵr, on the phase diagram of spin-orbit-
coupled BLG. For concreteness we fix λI = 1meV and
JH = 4 eV ·Auc and present results for ϵr = 10, 15
and 25; compare to ϵr = 20 shown in Fig. 4b. When
interaction strength is increased (ϵr is decreased), the
symmetry-breaking regions of the phase diagram expand,
as expected. The spin-canted phase in particular grows
at the expense of the neighboring symmetry-preserving
spin-valley-locked phase. The competition between IVC
phases and their Stoner ferromagnet counterparts is also
influenced by ϵr—but crucially with an opposite trend.
Generalized Stoner ferromagnets, which exhibit roughly
uniform polarization across their Fermi sea, are favored
at large interaction strength. By contrast, IVC phases
are more prominent at weaker interaction strength, as
they minimize their energy from a combination of polar-
ization energy and their ability to rotate the valley pseu-
dospin as a function of momentum k to adjust to the
trigonally warped band structure of BLG (see Fig. 2). In
particular, the hole-doped SVL+IVCz half-metal state
shrinks as the interaction strength increases.

These opposing, screening-dependent trends are ex-
pected to be mirrored in superconducting phases whose
emergence is controlled by either candidate normal state,
e.g. via Goldstone [31] or critical fluctuations [25, 26, 43].
In this case, superconductivity descending from the spin-
canted C (intervalley coherent SVL+IVCz) phase is ex-
pected to occupy a smaller (larger) phase space upon
an increase in screening. Conversely, other pairing
mechanisms that are less reliant on the underlying nor-
mal state—such as acoustic phonons [41, 42] or Kohn-
Luttinger [24, 28, 30]—are also sensitive to increased
screening: respectively, an enhancement and a reduction
of Tc is then predicted. A superconducting region’s re-
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(a) 𝜖r = 10
(b) (c)𝜖r = 15 𝜖r = 25

FIG. 7. Effects of screening on the phase competition. Hole- and electron-doped phase diagrams of BLG as a function
of charge density ne and interlayer potential u, at Coulomb strengths (a) ϵr = 10, (b) ϵr = 15, and (c) ϵr = 25. All panels
correspond to Hund’s coupling JH = 4 eV ·Auc and Ising SOC strength λI = 1meV. The ϵr = 20 case is presented in Fig. 4b.

sponse to screening strength could therefore be used to
help infer the pairing mechanism when considered in con-
junction with normal-state evolution.

Experimentally, screening can be controlled in a va-
riety of ways. For example, the gate distance could be
varied by encapsulating with different thicknesses of h-
BN [66, 67]; the h-BN substrate could also be supple-
mented by a stronger dielectric [68, 69] or another 2D
material with tunable charge density [70, 71].

VI. OUTLOOK AND DISCUSSION

We have provided a detailed Hartree-Fock investiga-
tion of the delicate phase competition in BLG with
proximity-induced spin-orbit interaction. In particular,
inclusion of Hund’s coupling leads to qualitative differ-
ences as compared to previous studies [35–37]. The most
striking addition comes in the form of spin-canting or-
der, in which the system spontaneously generates an in-
plane spin magnetization on top of the spin-valley lock-
ing mandated by Ising SOC. Such an order can exist
both on its own (giving the generalized half-metal, g = 2
state, C/ ) or in combination with intervalley coher-
ence (leading to a generalized quarter-metal, g = 1 state,
C-IVC/ ). Moreover, we showed that spin-triplet in-
tervalley coherent order and spin-valley locking coexist
in the preferred g = 2 IVC state (SVL+IVCz/ ) while
maintaining a two-fold Fermi surface degeneracy.

These results may prove crucial to understanding the
phenomenology of SOC-proximitized BLG devices. First,
the area occupied by both symmetry-broken generalized
half metals (SVL+IVCz and the spin-canted phase C)
is reduced by increasing λI—with a more pronounced
effect in the spin-canted case. These two states are
thus promising candidates to host the strongest super-
conducting dome observed in BLG/WSe2, whose area is
also markedly reduced with increasing λI, and furnish a
promising starting point to investigate superconducting
instabilities. In particular, both of these states sponta-
neously break a continuous U(1) symmetry and there-
fore host low-energy collective (Goldstone) modes. A

recent work [31] focusing on the spin-canted phase de-
scribed a pairing mechanism that crucially relies on its
soft magnon modes; a similar analysis for low-lying fluc-
tuations around the IVC orders identified here would
be an interesting direction to pursue [26, 43, 72]. Fur-
thermore, the onset of canting order appears continuous
within our Hartree-Fock treatment, which motivates fur-
ther study of critical spin-canting fluctuations.

One of the new superconducting regions reported in
Ref. 20 arises out of a singly degenerate, g = 1 normal
state. Because valley polarization is highly detrimental
to zero-momentum Cooper pairing (see however Ref. 73
for a possible finite-momentum pairing state arising from
a valley-polarized quarter metal in tetralayer graphene),
the corresponding normal state likely exhibits intervalley
coherence. Whether this putative IVC state is spin-valley
locked (SVL-IVC/ ) or also possesses spin-canting order
(C-IVC/ ), and whether the (almost) continuous transi-
tion between the two, explored in Fig. 6c, can be tied to
superconductivity in this system, constitute interesting
directions for future research. Moreover, superconduc-
tivity was recently reported on the electron-doped side of
proximitized BLG/WSe2 devices. This superconductor
exhibits a fairly large Tc ∼ 200mK and arises from a
generalized half-metal (g = 2) state at markedly higher
displacement fields compared to the hole-doped super-
conductors [19]. Interestingly, spin-canting instabilities
in our Hartree-Fock simulations (see Figs. 4 and 5) also
appear at higher D fields on the electron-doped side, due
to the particle-hole asymmetry in the low-energy band
structure of BLG (see also Fig. 1). Intervalley coherence
with g = 2, in contrast, is not observed on the electron-
doped side in our calculations.

Future experiments will be necessary to distinguish be-
tween the candidate normal states we propose (or differ-
ent competing states outside the scope of the present
study), and to determine whether superconductivity on
the hole and electron-doped side of BLG/WSe2 has a
common origin. Nano-SQUID measurements [74] could
image fringe magnetic fields associated with magnetic or-
dering and thus track the onset of spin canting [59, 63].
The behavior of phase boundaries with applied (in-plane
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and out-of-plane) magnetic fields, as extracted from com-
pressibility and/or transport, can help constrain the spin
and orbital moment of the phase of interest [4–6, 59, 63].
Scanning tunneling probes can directly image the atomic-
scale charge-density wave characteristic of an IVC state.
In rhombohedral graphene devices, the need for dual
gating presents a challenge to conventional STM mea-
surements (as compared to e.g. studies of intervalley co-
herence in monolayer graphene [69, 75] or moiré sys-
tems [76, 77]). This challenge could perhaps be alleviated
in a gate-defined junction geometry, with the characteris-
tic

√
3×

√
3 modulation accessible in the exposed junction

area [78, 79]. Magnetoresistance measurements were also
recently proposed as a transport signature of intervalley
coherence in rhombohedral graphene [80].

A complementary approach to resolve the nature of
superconductivity in spin-orbit-proximitized BLG con-
sists of transport experiments with variable screening. In
Sec. V we showed that our two candidate normal states
with g = 2 have opposing behaviors as screening is en-
hanced (recall Fig. 7): the SVL+IVCz state expands,
while the spin-canted solution shrinks by moving towards
higher D fields and (electron or hole) doping levels. Com-
bining different experimental probes may prove crucial to
constrain the nature of the normal states hosting spin-
orbit-enabled superconductivity in BLG and other rhom-

bohedral graphene systems and ultimately shed light on
their pairing mechanism.
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Appendix A: Model Hamiltonian and Hartree-Fock procedure

The minimal tight-binding Hamiltonian describing Bernal bilayer graphene, expanded near the two valleys labeled
by τ ∈ {±1}, reads [16, 44]

Ĥ0 =
∑
k

∑
τsσσ′

h(Kτ + k)σσ′c†τsσkcτsσ′k. (A1)

Here the operator cτsσk annihilates an electron at momentum k measured from the Brillouin zone corner Kτ =
τ(4π/3a, 0) with lattice constant a = 2.46Å, spin index s ∈ {↑, ↓} and sublattice index σ ∈ (A1, B1, A2, B2). In this
basis the Hamiltonian matrix reads

h(q)σσ′ =


u/2 −γ0fq γ4fq γ3f

†
q

−γ0f
†
q ∆+ u/2 γ1 γ4fq

γ4f
†
q γ1 ∆− u/2 −γ0fq

γ3fq γ4f
†
q −γ0f

†
q −u/2


σσ′

, (A2)

where the function fq = eiqya/
√
3 + 2e−iqya/2

√
3 cos (qxa/2) describes in-plane, nearest-neighbor hopping in the

sublattice-centered convention [16, 81] and u denotes the interlayer potential difference induced by the perpendic-
ular displacement field D through Eq. (2). Experimentally accessible values of this potential difference range up to
u ∼ 120meV for applied D ≤ 1.6V nm−1 [17–20]. The other parameters appearing in Eq. (A2), i.e. the on-site
potential ∆ and the hopping terms γ0, γ1, γ3 and γ4, are fixed by fitting against ab-initio calculations [44] and are
listed in Table II.

Proximity to a TMD, such as a WSe2 monolayer, induces both Ising- and Rashba-type SOC terms to the closest
graphene layer (we consider the top layer for concreteness),

ĤI =
λI

2

∑
k

c†k (τ
zszP2) ck, ĤR =

λR

2

∑
k

c†k (τ
zsyσx − sxσy)P2ck, (A3)

where cTk =
[
c+↑A1k . . . c−↓B2k

]
and λI and λR respectively denote the strength of Ising and Rashba SOC. The

operator P2 projects onto the top layer of BLG and the Pauli matrices τµ, sµ and σµ act on the valley, spin and
sublattice degrees of freedom respectively. As explained in the main text, due to the suppression of Rashba SOC
effects at large D fields [53] we focus on Ising-type SOC throughout this work.

We then consider Coulomb repulsion between electrons, which can be conveniently separated into its long-range
ĤC and short-range ĤV parts as

ĤC =
1

2A

∑
q

VC(q) :ρ(q)ρ(−q) :,

ĤV =
JH
2A

∑
kk′q

∑
τss′σσ′

η(q)τσσ′ :c†(−τ)sσkcτsσ(k+q)c
†
τs′σ′k′c(−τ)s′σ′(k′−q) :,

(A4)

where A is the sample area, JH controls the strength of short-range interactions, and : : denotes normal ordering. The
short-range Hamiltonian ĤV is also referred to in the literature as the Hund’s coupling, as it can be approximately
recast in terms of a coupling between spin operators in the two valleys [43]. The long-range part ĤC couples to the
long-wavelength component of the electron density, ρ(q) =

∑
kα c†αkcα(k+q), which involves only intravalley scattering,

where α = (τ, s, σ) encompasses valley, spin and sublattice indices. We consider an interaction potential VC(q) that
incorporates screening from the two gates situated at a distance d on both sides of the BLG device,

VC(q) =
q2e

2ϵrϵ0q
tanh (qd), (A5)

with qe the electron charge, ϵr the relative permittivity, and ϵ0 the vacuum permittivity. In this work we set d ≈ 30 nm
and model additional screening arising from electrons in BLG by treating ϵr as a free parameter. Generically, short-
range components of Coulomb repulsion yield a ferromagnetic Hund’s coupling with JH > 0, which favors aligning
spins across valleys. In principle, other lattice-scale effects, including electron-phonon interactions, may generate
additional contributions. In this work we nevertheless fix the sign to be ferromagnetic, JH > 0, in order to reproduce
experimental observations.
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γ0 γ1 γ3 γ4 ∆

2.61 eV 361meV 283meV 138meV 15meV

TABLE II. Parameters used in the non-interacting Hamiltonian matrix, Eq. (A2), and their numerical values obtained from
fitting to ab initio calculations in Ref. 44.

Finally, the phase factors η(q)τσσ′ in the Hund’s coupling Hamiltonian ĤV must be chosen to preserve C3 rotation
symmetry. As explained in Appendix B of Ref. 34, we can choose a gauge and adopt the following form:

η(q)τσσ′ =

{
e2iτ(λσ−λσ′ )θq q ̸= 0

δσσ′ q = 0,
(A6)

where we introduced the sublattice-valued index λσ = 0,+1,−1 for the sublattices B2, A1 and A2/B1, respectively,
and θq = arg (qx + iqy).

Our starting point for the Hartree-Fock algorithm is the spin-orbit proximitized, non-interacting Hamiltonian
Ĥ0 + ĤI at a fixed electronic density ne and displacement field D. We then decouple the interaction terms ĤC and
ĤV by introducing mean-field order parameters with different broken symmetries. In each symmetry sector, the best
Slater-determinant ground state is obtained self-consistently through a symmetry-restricted Hartree-Fock algorithm.
Finally, the optimal instance of each symmetry sector are compared; the mean-field ground state is taken as the state
with the lowest energy. Details of the numerical implementation can be found in Appendix B of Ref. 34.

Appendix B: Analysis in the Hund’s coupling free limit

In this Appendix we consider the case where Hund’s coupling is neglected (JH = 0). First let us consider λI = 0
and discuss the enlarged symmetry group that characterizes this limit. Here SU(2)s spin rotations can be enacted
separately in each valley due to the lack of intervalley exchange processes. In what follows it will be useful to consider,
in addition to global SU(2) rotations parameterized by eiθs·n/2 with θ a rotation angle about the n unit vector and
s = (sx, sy, sz) a vector of spin Pauli matrices, the corresponding valley-contrasting spin rotations eiϕτ

zs·n/2.

1. Ground state degeneracies

Using this extra symmetry we can show that various ground states listed in Table I become degenerate in the special
case of JH = 0. For example, SP and SVL states (with order parameters τ0sz and τzsz respectively) can be connected
by a π spin rotation along (say) the x-axis, which applies only to electrons in valley K−. The operator enacting this
transformation is U = eiπ(τ

0−τz)sx/4. Similarly, the two g = 2 IVC states (IVC0 and IVCz with order parameters
τxs0 and τxsz respectively) are related by a π spin rotation around the z axis for one valley only, implemented by
the operator U ′ = eiπ(τ

0−τz)sz/4. Note that the operator U ′ is also contained in the U(1)×U(1) symmetry group that
characterizes the situation with Ising SOC but without Hund’s coupling, which we explore numerically below to connect
with the results of Ref. 35. The degeneracy between the IVC0 and IVCz states (and their spin-orbit-proximitized
cousins SVL+IVC0 and SVL+IVCz) therefore survives in this case.

Two of the g = 1 IVC states discussed in this work (SP-IVC and SVL-IVC, where intervalley coherence respectively
sets in within spin-polarized and spin-valley-locked Fermi surfaces) are also degenerate in the JH = 0 and λI = 0 limit.
To see this, note that their order parameters are given by a combination of τxs0 and τ0sz (SP-IVC); or a combination
of τxsx and τzsz (SVL-IVC). We have seen above that their respective valley-diagonal components τ0sz and τzsz are
related by the operator U . One can similarly show that (up to a global U(1) valley rotation) their intervalley coherent
order parameters τxs0 and τxsx are mapped to each other under the action of U .

Finally, the valley-polarized (VP) solution discussed in the main text is a peculiar case that needs to be treated
separately. Indeed, because of its vanishing spin polarization this state cannot be mapped to other Stoner half metals,
such as SP and SVL states, using independent spin rotations in the two valleys. To understand why it is nevertheless
degenerate with SP and SVL states, we return to the long-range part of Coulomb interactions, in the first line of
Eq. (A4). Such a term has a larger SU(4) symmetry group that acts within the spin and valley subspace; thus its
contribution to the ground state energy is identical for VP, SP and SVL states—which all host 2 out of 4 spin-valley
flavors predominantly occupied. The kinetic energy part in Eq. (A2) breaks SU(4), but nevertheless time-reversal
symmetry enforces that the non-interacting band structures in the two valleys are mirror copies of each other: the
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(a) (b) (c)𝜆I = 0.5 meV 𝜆I = 1 meV 𝜆I = 1.5 meV

FIG. 8. Phase diagrams without Hund’s coupling. Hole- and electron-doped phase diagrams of BLG as a function of
charge density ne and interlayer potential u in the absence of Hund’s coupling (JH = 0). We consider Ising SOC strengths (a)
λI = 0.5meV, (b) λI = 1meV, and (c) λI = 1.5meV. The case without Ising SOC (λI = 0) is presented in Fig. 3a.

kinetic energy (for a particular filling) is thus identical regardless of whether two valley flavors (VP), two spin flavors
(SP), or the two flavors preferred by Ising SOC (SVL) are occupied.

2. Hartree-Fock phase diagrams

In Fig. 8 we consider the effects of Ising SOC on the phase diagram of BLG when Hund’s coupling is neglected—this
corresponds to the situation investigated in Ref. 35. Apart from quantitative differences arising from our choice of
a weaker interaction strength, we reproduce the main features observed in this work. In particular, the location of
Stoner ferromagnets (the SVL half metal and the SVP quarter and three-quarter metals) roughly coincide. The g = 1
and g = 2 IVC states are also reproduced, although Ref. 35 does not see the leftmost, generalized three-quarter-metal
g = 1 IVC state obtained in our Fig. 8—presumably because of their larger interaction strength (ϵr = 10) that favors
Stoner ferromagnets over IVC states (see also Fig. 7). Similarly to the conclusions reached in Ref. 35, increasing Ising
SOC leads to the expansion of the SVL phase at the expense of the neighboring symmetry-broken g = 2 order: the
SVL+IVC0 state (which is degenerate with SVL+IVCz as explained above).

Two key differences arise between results without Hund’s coupling, presented here and in Ref. 35, and those in the
main text. First, setting JH = 0 removes the energetic preference towards developing spin polarization, which drives
the formation of the spin-canted (C) and the spin-canted IVC (C-IVC) states. Second, the non-generic U(1) × U(1)
symmetry in this limit makes the g = 2 IVC region degenerate, while introducing JH > 0 stabilizes the SVL+IVCz
order in Fig. 4, at the expense of the SVL+IVC0 state. These two orders are similar but nevertheless differ by the
symmetries they preserve: whereas the spin-singlet variant SVL+IVC0 preserves microscopic time reversal T , its
spin-triplet cousin SVL+IVCz preserves the effective antiunitary Tv.
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