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Self-consistent theory of 2 × 2 pair density waves in kagome superconductors
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Pair density wave (PDW) is an intriguing quantum matter proposed in the frontier of condensed
matter physics. However, the existence of PDW in microscopic models has been rare. In this work,
we obtain, by Ginzburg-Landau arguments and self-consistent mean field theory, novel 2a0 × 2a0
PDW on the kagome lattice arising from attractive on-bond pairing interactions and the distinct
Bloch wave functions near the p-type van Hove singularity. The PDW state carrying three in-
dependent wave-vectors, the so-called 3Q PDW, is nodeless and falls into two topological classes
characterized by the Chern number C = 0 or C = ±2. The chiral (C = ±2) PDW state presents a rare
case of interaction driven topological quantum state without the requirement of spin-orbit coupling.
Finally, we analyze the stabilities and properties of these PDWs intertwining with charge orders,
and discuss the relevance of our minimal model to recent experimental observations in kagome
superconductors. Our theory not only elucidates the driving force of the chiral PDW, but also
predicts strongly anisotropic superconducting gap structure in the momentum space and quantized
transverse thermal conductivity that can be tested in future experiments.

I. INTRODUCTION

Pair density wave (PDW) is an exotic superconducting
(SC) order with spatially nonuniform order parameters
caused by condensing the Cooper pairs with nonzero cen-
ter of mass momenta. It was first conceived to exist in
superconductors with a strong spin-exchange field such
that two paired equal-energy electrons do not have op-
posite momenta anymore [1, 2]. Such a SC state is called
FFLO state and has possibly been realized in cold atom
systems [3–5]. On the other hand, in cuprates without
time-reversal symmetry breaking, the PDW with nonzero
pairing momentum has also been proposed phenomeno-
logically to serve as a mother state to generate various
daughter states, dubbed as intertwined orders, in the
pseudogap phase [6–8]. Such a proposal subsequently
triggered extensive studies of PDW in recent years [7, 8],
and some signatures of the PDW states have been re-
ported in a series of materials such as cuprate and iron-
based superconductors [9–22], heavy fermion material
UTe2 [23, 24], kagome compound AV3Sb5 [25], and other
materials [26, 27]. Although many theoretical successes
have been achieved at the phenomenological level [28–35],
the existence of spontaneous PDW is rare in microscopic
models, since the usual Cooper pairing with zero momen-
tum always enjoys perfect Fermi surface (FS) nesting in
the particle-particle channel and thus leaves no room for
PDW, unless the interactions are strong enough to break
this weak-coupling picture of Cooper instability. Exten-
sive efforts have been made [36–68], but the existence of
long-range PDW order has not been conclusively demon-
strated in realistic models.
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In this work, we show that the PDW is favored by
on-bond pairing interactions on the kagome lattice near
the upper p-type van Hove (vH) filling. The resulting
2a0×2a0 PDW ground states and Bogoliubov-de Gennes
(BdG) quasiparticles are analyzed within the Ginzburg-
Landau (GL) and self-consistent mean field calculations.
Interestingly, such PDW states are found to intertwine
with the charge density wave (CDW) orders and are likely
to exist in the kagome superconductors AV3Sb5, which
are intensively studied in the past few years [69–76].

II. PDW INSTABILITY NEAR UPPER VH

FILLING

We study the kagome lattice as shown in Fig. 1(a), with
the three sublattices labeled by A, B, and C, respectively.
From the tight-binding Hamiltonian

H0 = −t ∑
⟨ij⟩σ

(c†iσcjσ +H.c.), (1)

with only the nearest neighbor hopping t (taken as energy
unit), the band structure is shown in Fig. 1(b). There are
two vH fillings (4±1)/12, as indicated by the two dashed
lines corresponding to chemical potential µ = 0 and −2,
respectively. For these fillings, their FSs are exactly the
same but their Bloch wave functions are quite different.
For the upper vH filling as shown in Fig. 1(c), the wave
function at each M -point is contributed by purely one
sublattice, hence, called p-type. Instead, for the lower
vH filling as shown in Fig. 1(d), the wave function at
each M is contributed by mixing two sublattices, hence
called m-type. The difference between these two vH fill-
ings leads to distinct properties as discussed in previous
studies [61, 77–83]. Here, we show that the particular
p-type vH singularity can lead to PDW instability in-
stead of the usual SC. If the onsite pairing interaction is
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FIG. 1. (a) Kagome lattice structure with the three sub-
lattices labeled by A (red), B (green) and C (blue), respec-
tively. a1 and a2 denote two primitive translation vectors
with length a0. (b) Band dispersion along Γ-K-M -Γ, with
the red and blue dashed lines indicating two vH fillings. The
FS at the upper vH filling is plotted in (c) in the first Brillouin
zone (BZ) with color-scaled sublattice weight. The folded BZ
for the 2a0 × 2a0 unitcell is given by dashed lines. (d) is
similar to (c) but for the lower vH filling. (e) The largest
spin-singlet pairing susceptibility χ(q) for upper (red) and
lower (blue) vH fillings at temperature T = 0.005. For one
M -point at the upper vH filling, the left inset illustrates the
eigen mode with arrow directions (lengths) representing the
pairing phases (amplitudes) for relevant bonds (up to a global
phase), and the right inset shows the logarithmic temperature
dependence of χ(M).

suppressed by e.g. Hubbard repulsion, the leading pair-
ing interaction is expected to be on the nearest neighbor
bond. For this reason, by choosing the basis of on-bond
fermion pairs biI = ci+δ,σci+δ′,σ′ (indices other than unit-
cell position i are grouped into I), we calculate the zero-
frequency pairing susceptibility χ̂(q) with the matrix

element χIJ(q) = 1
L4 ∑ij ∫

β

0
dτ ⟨biI(τ)b†jJ(0)⟩ e

iq⋅(rj−ri).

For each q, we diagonalize χ̂(q) to obtain its eigenval-
ues and eigenvectors. The leading eigenvalue χ(q) in
spin-singlet channel at the upper vH filling is plotted in
Fig. 1(e). One can see that the highest peak occurs atM ,
which diverges logarithmically with decreasing tempera-
ture (see right inset), indicating the PDW instability with
2a0 × 2a0 period. Such an instability can be understood
by the fact that on-bond pairings only combine different
sublattices, hence, different M -points for the p-type vH
filling, leading to a finite momentum M3 = M1 +M2

(mod reciprocal vectors) of the Cooper pair. The corre-
sponding eigenvector at one M is illustrated in the left
inset of Fig. 1(e). The arrows indicate the pairing phases
(up to a global one) on the relevant bonds. The eigen
modes at the other two M -points can be obtained by
C3 rotations. As a comparison, we also plot the sus-
ceptibility at the lower vH filling in Fig. 1(e), where the
divergence occurs at Γ, indicating the usual SC ground

state.

III. PDW GROUND STATES AND BDG

QUASIPARTICLES

The above analysis indicates three degenerate PDW
modes at different M -points, which can be associated
with three order parameters ψ1,2,3, respectively. Their
interplay will lead to different PDW ground states. In
terms of ψ1,2,3, we construct a three-component GL free
energy up to the fourth order by requiring the follow-
ing symmetries: C3-rotation, momentum conservation,
time reversal (TR) and U(1) gauge symmetries. Under
these constraints, the second order term can only be ∣ψi∣2,
and the fourth order terms can be ∣ψi∣4, ∣ψi∣2∣ψj ∣2 and
(ψ∗2i ψ2

j + c.c.). Therefore, we write the uniform GL free
energy as

FPDW = −α∑
i

∣ψi∣2 + β1∑
i

∣ψi∣4 + β2∑
i<j

∣ψi∣2∣ψj ∣2

+ β3∑
i<j

(ψ∗2i ψ2
j + c.c.), (2)

where α and β1,2,3 are real numbers. Clearly, a large posi-
tive β2 favors nematicity (with unequal ∣ψi∣), while a pos-
itive β3 causes phase frustration and favors TR breaking.
By varying β2 and β3 under a fixed value of β1, we obtain
four possible phases, as shown in Fig. 2(a). Following the
usual convention, we use the number of nonzero compo-
nents to label different PDW phases. In the 1Q phase,
only one component is nonzero, which is an extremely
nematic PDW. In the 2Q phase, the two nonzero com-
ponents are found to have the same amplitude but with
a relative phase π/2, which is a chiral 2Q PDW state.
The 3Q phases with ∣ψ1∣ = ∣ψ2∣ = ∣ψ3∣ are further divided
into two classes: real (up to a global phase) and chiral
(with relative phase 2π/3 or π/3 between each two com-
ponents). These two types of PDWs can also be denoted
as s- and d ± id wave, respectively, in view of the phase
winding along the holo hexagons and the small triangles
(detouched from the holo hexagons).
Next, let us examine the BdG quasiparticles in these

PDW states. A common belief is that the Fermi surface
cannot be fully gapped since the pairing electrons with
momenta k and −k +Q cannot reside on the FS simul-
taneously for all momenta [8]. Here, however, we show
that this belief is not true for the 3Q PDW states. In
Fig. 2(b), we plot the quasiparticle bands in the folded
BZ for the chiral 3Q PDW state (the real 3Q state is
similar and not shown). The 3Q-PDW opens a full ex-
citation gap, with the gap minimum ∆m near M2. This
full gap behavior is not a numerical artifact but intrinsic
to the 3Q PDW states, which is fundamentally differ-
ent from the 1Q and 2Q states with residual FSs (see
Fig. S1 in Supplementary Material). The full gap in
the 3Q PDW states can be understood by a higher or-
der pair scattering process as illustrated in Fig. 2(c):
k → −k + Q1 → k + Q1 + Q2 → −k + Q1 + Q2 + Q3.
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FIG. 2. (a) PDW phase diagram of the GL theory for β1 = 0.1.
The three colored arrows denote (ψ1, ψ2, ψ3) on the complex
plane, up to C3-rotations and a global phase. In each 3Q
phase, two degenerate patterns are given. The shaded region
indicates the absence of a free energy minimum up to fourth
order. For these PDW names, “r” means real and “c” means
chiral. (b) The low-energy BdG quasiparticle bands in the
folded BZ for the chiral 3Q states for ∆ = ∣ψi∣ = 0.02 and
µ = 0.1, with the zoom-in near M2 shown as the inset. For
comparison, the normal state bands are given as red dashed
lines. (c) Example of the 3rd-order pair scattering diagrams.
The solid line denotes fermion and dashed line denotes pairing
field ψ (ψ∗) incoming (outgoing) with respect to the three-
point vertices. Note thatQ1,2,3 = −Q1,2,3 andQ1+Q2+Q3 = 0
up to reciprocal vectors. (d) The gap minimum ∆m in the real
and chiral 3Q PDW states versus ∆ at (µ = 0) or away from
(µ = 0.1) the vH filling. (e) The quasiparticle gap near the
normal state FS for the chiral 3Q PDW state in (b). (f) The
low-energy bands for the chiral 3Q PDW state for ∆ = 0.4 on a
cylinder with open boundaries along the a1 direction, showing
two edge states on each boundary (red or blue), consistent
with the total Chern number C = 2.

Since Q1 +Q2 +Q3 = 0 (up to reciprocal vectors), the
third order process always connects (k,−k) for any k

and thus gaps out the entire FS. In this mechanism, the
minimal gap is expected to be proportional to the cube
of the order parameter amplitude ∆ = ∣ψi∣, which is in
good agreement with the numerical results at µ = 0.1 as
shown in Fig. 2(d). Note that if the system is exactly
at the upper vH filling (µ = 0), the second order pro-
cess is enough to connect (k,k +Q) of equal energy due
to the perfect FS nesting. Therefore, the power expo-
nent is reduced from 3 to 2 as seen in Fig. 2(d). For
comparison with experiments, we plot the excitation gap

near the normal state FS in the unfolded BZ as shown in
Fig. 2(e), by calculating the quasiparticle spectral func-
tion thereon (see Fig. S2 in Supplementary Material).
The k-dependent excitation gap is maximal (minimal)
in the Γ −M (Γ −K) direction. This seems to be con-
sistent with the gap variation on one out of several FSs
(in the absence of CDW gap) in a recent ARPES ex-
periment [84] in AV3Sb5 up to the resolution uncertain-
ties. In the fully gapped 3Q PDW states, the Chern
number C is well defined, which is found to be 0 for
the real PDW and ±2 for the chiral ones. In Fig. 2(f),
we show the edge states (two chiral edge modes on each
boundary) for the chiral 3Q phase on a cylinder with
open boundaries along the a1 direction. (Here, a large
PDW pairing is assumed to reduce the finite size effect
but without loss of the qualitative physics.) It is remark-
able that such a topological chiral PDW could emerge
from an interacting model without the necessity of spin-
orbit coupling. Moreover, the chiral edge states are Weyl
ferminons, and should exhibit a quantized thermal Hall
conductance, κxy/T = C(π2/3)(k2B/h) [85], which could
be probed in future experiments.

IV. SELF-CONSISTENT MEAN FIELD

CALCULATIONS

The above GL analysis indicates four PDW candidate
ground states depending on the phenomenological GL
parameters β1,2,3. In this section, we narrow down and
sharpen the results by self-consistent mean field calcula-
tions. We consider on-bond pairing interaction

−J ∑
⟨ij⟩στ

(σc†iσc
†
jσ̄)(τcjτ̄ ciτ ), (3)

where ⟨ij⟩ denote the nearest neighbor bonds, σ̄ = −σ =
±1 and τ̄ = −τ = ±1. We require self-consistency in the
order parameter ∆ij = ∑τ τ ⟨cjτ̄ ciτ ⟩. Since the PDW in-
stability occurs at M , we impose the 2a0 × 2a0 period-
icity on the lattice. After self-consistency is achieved,
we also calculate the onsite and on-bond charge densities

ni = ⟨c†iσciσ⟩ and χij = ⟨c†jσciσ⟩, from the latter we obtain

the current Im(χij) and valence-bond strength Re(χij).
Our results are summarized in the phase diagram

Fig. 3(a). Near the lower vH filling, we find the usual
SC with the pairing pattern shown in Fig. 3(b). While
near the upper vH filling, we obtain 3Q PDW states only.
Larger supercells have been used to check the robustness
of these 2a0 × 2a0 PDW. In the real 3Q PDW phase as
shown in Fig. 3(c), one can see that the PDW induces
secondary onsite and valence-bond CDWs. The chiral
3Q states are more complicated. It further induces dif-
ferent types of loop current (LC) orders, according to
which we further divide it into four subphases as shown
in Figs. 3(d-g). For both the real and chiral 3Q PDWs,
secondary CDW orders are induced, manifesting inter-
twining between these two types of orders. The strong
intertwining between PDW and other orders has been
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FIG. 3. (a) Mean field phase diagram with respect to on-bond
pairing interaction J and filling level n at T = 0.005, with
different phases represented by different colors. The brown
region denotes incommensurate PDW (iPDW). The pairing
patterns of different phases are illustrated in (b) to (g) as ar-
rows starting from each bond center. In addition, the induced
CDW patterns are also given, with black/red dots denoting
ni, blue/red/green bonds denoting Reχij , and arrows along
each bond denoting Imχij .

proposed to explain the variety of competing orders in the
pseudogap phase of cuprates [7]. Our study here is clear
evidence of the intertwining between PDW and CDW
on the kagome lattice based on microscopic calculations.
On the other hand, in the brown region below the upper
vH filling, we find larger unitcells may further lower the
total energy. This is consistent with the fact that the
momentum with the largest χ(q) varies gradually from
M to K (not shown) as the filling level decreases from 5

12

(upper vH) to 1

4
(Dirac point). Therefore, we attribute

this region as incommensurate PDW.

V. PDW ON CDW: POSSIBILITY IN AV3SB5

Finally, we examine the possibilities of these PDWs in
AV3Sb5, for which the superconductivity occurs inside
the CDW state [69–76]. We have seen that the PDWs can
induce CDWs. Conversely, the background of CDWs will
inevitably affect the PDWs. In AV3Sb5, the microscopic

mechanism of (chiral) CDW is still an unsettled issue.
For our purpose, in order to obtain robust LC orders, we
adopt the V1-V2 model [81]

V1∑
⟨ij⟩

ninj + V2 ∑
⟨⟨ij⟩⟩

ninj , (4)

with V1(V2) the (next) nearest neighbor Coulomb repul-
sion. In the following, the next nearest neighbor hopping
t′ = −0.05 is also included to account for the FS revealed
by angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES)
[86–89]. The J-term in Eq. 3 is also kept. In the mean
field calculations, we decouple the J-term in the pairing
channel, and decouple the V1,2-terms in the charge bond
channel. Exactly speaking, both the J and V1,2 terms
should be decoupled in all possible channels. Here, we
take them as the effective interactions to drive PDW and
CDW, respectively. In Fig. 4, we show two typical mean
field solutions (more results can be found in Sec. III of
the Supplementary Material). For the first case (V1 = 1,
V2 = 2, J = 1.2, n = 0.45), the temperature dependence of
the order parameters are shown in Fig. 4(a), indicating
that the PDW can occur inside the CDW state with a
lower Tc. Fig. 4(b) shows the ground state with coex-
isting (almost) real 3Q PDW and chiral CDW. Due to
the chiral CDW background, the real 3Q PDW also ac-
quires a weak chirality. This can be understood in the
GL theory by considering the third-order coupling term

γ3(ψ∗1ψ2φ3 + ψ∗2ψ3φ1 +ψ∗3ψ1φ2 + c.c.), (5)

where ψi/φi are PDW/CDW order parameters and γ3 is
the coupling strength. Clearly, the chiral CDW (complex
φi) drives the chirality of PDW, regardless of the sign of
γ3. Similarly, Figs. 4(f,g) show the results for the other
case (V1 = 1.5, V2 = 3, J = 1.6, n = 0.47) with the chiral
3Q PDW occurring inside the chiral CDW state. Due to
the chiral CDW background, the relative phases between
each two PDW components deviate but only slightly from
2π/3.
We see that the PDW can exist at a lower tempera-

ture inside the CDW phase due to the intertwining be-
tween these two types of orders. This makes it not only
of theoretical interest but also a likely candidate for the
superconductivity in AV3Sb5. In particular, in a recent
experiment [90], some signatures of the 2a0 × 2a0 PDW
have been reported. In view of various experimental pro-
gresses, we present some supporting theoretical discus-
sions. (1) We calculate the local Josephson currents Ji(θ)
versus the Josephson phase difference θ (see Sec. I in Sup-
plementary Material for technical details), as shown in
Figs. 4(c,h) for the two mean field states, respectively.
The critical current Jic =max[Ji(θ)], as measured in the
scanning Josephson spectroscopy, shows a 2a0 × 2a0 pe-
riod, which is consistent with the experiment. (2) The
3Q PDW states are fully gapped but the minimal gap is
small, hence, behaving as gapless superconductors with
“residual FSs” for realistic experiments with finite energy
resolutions. Such a property can be used to distinguish
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FIG. 4. (a-d) mean field results for V1 = 1, V2 = 2, J = 1.2, n = 0.45, including temperature-dependence of the order parameters
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it from the usual SC. As examples, in Figs. 4(d,i), we
plot the unfolded single-particle spectral function at zero
energy with a realistic scattering rate η = 0.005, for the
two mean field states, respectively. The “residual FSs”
provide characteristic scattering vectors q1 and q2 (up to
rotation symmetry), which should be visible in the quasi-
particle inteference (QPI) pattern (see Fig. S6 in Supple-
mentary Material). We should note, however, that in
order to make closer comparison to experiments, one has
to take into account the multiple orbitals (or bands) into
account, which are beyond our minimal model but de-
serve further elaborations. (3) The multi-Q (mQ) PDW
provides a possibility to support fractional quantum flux
Φ = 1

m ∑iWiΦ0 where Φ0 = h/2e is the Abrikosov quan-
tum flux and Wi is the winding number of ψi. This is a
direct generalization of the two-component GL theory for
the usual SC [91, 92], and provides an alternative to the
charge-4e or -6e pairing to explain the experimentally-
observed half or one-third quantum flux [93].

VI. SUMMARY

We have found robust 2a0 × 2a0 PDWs on the kagome
lattice around the upper vH filling. The properties of

these PDWs are studied in GL and mean field theo-
ries. By further considering the CDW background, these
PDWs are found to be consistent with some of the in-
triguing superconducting phenomena in AV3Sb5. In par-
ticular, our work provide a minimal self-consistent model
for the chiral 2a0×2a0 PDW ground state in the kagome
lattice with broken time-reversal symmetry and exhibit-
ing topological nontrivial features.
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[48] J. Wårdh, B. M. Andersen, and M. Granath,

Phys. Rev. B 98, 224501 (2018).
[49] T. Sarkar, R. L. Greene, and S. Das Sarma,

Phys. Rev. B 98, 224503 (2018).
[50] X. Y. Xu, K. T. Law, and P. A. Lee,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 167001 (2019).
[51] K. S. Huang, Z. Han, S. A. Kivelson, and H. Yao,

npj Quantum Mater. 7, 17 (2022).
[52] Z. Han and S. A. Kivelson,

Phys. Rev. B 105, L100509 (2022).
[53] Y.-M. Wu, P. A. Nosov, A. A. Patel, and S. Raghu,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 130, 026001 (2023).
[54] Z. Wu, Y.-M. Wu, and F. Wu,

Phys. Rev. B 107, 045122 (2023).
[55] Y.-M. Wu, Z. Wu, and H. Yao,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 130, 126001 (2023).
[56] C. Setty, L. Fanfarillo, and P. J. Hirschfeld,

Nat. Commun. 14, 3181 (2023).
[57] H.-C. Jiang, Phys. Rev. B 107, 214504 (2023).
[58] D. Shaffer, F. J. Burnell, and R. M. Fernandes,

Phys. Rev. B 107, 224516 (2023).
[59] D. Shaffer and L. H. Santos,

Phys. Rev. B 108, 035135 (2023).
[60] Y.-F. Jiang and H. Yao, “Pair density wave superconduc-

tivity: a microscopic model in two dimensions,” (2023),
arXiv:2308.08609 [cond-mat.supr-con].

[61] Y.-M. Wu, R. Thomale, and S. Raghu,
Phys. Rev. B 108, L081117 (2023).

[62] H.-K. Zhang, R.-Y. Sun, and Z.-Y. Weng,
Phys. Rev. B 108, 115136 (2023).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.87.457
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031119-050711
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.067001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.127003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys999
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys1389
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature17411
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41567-018-0276-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aat1773
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-17138-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2143-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.11.011007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-26028-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.217002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-023-06072-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-023-06103-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-023-05919-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-023-06005-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03983-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/cryst8070285
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.abd4607
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.127003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/11/11/115004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.4.031017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.256405
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.197001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.174510
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.167001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-022-34832-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0022-3697(98)00096-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.88.117001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.76.140505
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.77.224502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/11/5/055053
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.81.020511
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.146403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.187001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.035104
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.165126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.195102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.224503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.224501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.224503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.167001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41535-022-00426-w
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.L100509
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.026001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.045122
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.126001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-023-38956-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.214504
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.224516
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.108.035135
http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.08609
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.108.L081117
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.108.115136


7

[63] F. Chen and D. N. Sheng,
Phys. Rev. B 108, L201110 (2023).

[64] C. Setty, J. Zhao, L. Fanfarillo, E. W. Huang,
P. J. Hirschfeld, P. W. Phillips, and K. Yang,
Phys. Rev. B 108, 174506 (2023).

[65] H.-C. Jiang and T. P. Devereaux,
Front. Electron. Mater. 3, 1323404 (2023).

[66] F. Liu and Z. Han, Phys. Rev. B 109, L121101 (2024).
[67] A. Bose, S. Vadnais, and A. Paramekanti, “Alter-

magnetism and superconductivity in a multiorbital t-j
model,” (2024), arXiv:2403.17050 [cond-mat.str-el].

[68] J. Wang, W. Sun, H.-X. Wang, Z. Han, S. A.
Kivelson, and H. Yao, “Pair density waves in
the strong-coupling two-dimensional holstein-hubbard
model: a variational monte carlo study,” (2024),
arXiv:2404.11950 [cond-mat.str-el].

[69] B. R. Ortiz, L. C. Gomes, J. R. Morey, M. Winiarski,
M. Bordelon, J. S. Mangum, I. W. H. Oswald,
J. A. Rodriguez-Rivera, J. R. Neilson, S. D. Wilson,
E. Ertekin, T. M. McQueen, and E. S. Toberer,
Phys. Rev. Mater. 3, 094407 (2019).

[70] B. R. Ortiz, S. M. L. Teicher, Y. Hu, J. L. Zuo,
P. M. Sarte, E. C. Schueller, A. M. M. Abeykoon,
M. J. Krogstad, S. Rosenkranz, R. Osborn, R. Se-
shadri, L. Balents, J. He, and S. D. Wilson,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 247002 (2020).

[71] N. Shumiya, M. S. Hossain, J.-X. Yin, Y.-X. Jiang,
B. R. Ortiz, H. Liu, Y. Shi, Q. Yin, H. Lei,
S. S. Zhang, G. Chang, Q. Zhang, T. A. Cochran,
D. Multer, M. Litskevich, Z.-J. Cheng, X. P. Yang,
Z. Guguchia, S. D. Wilson, and M. Z. Hasan,
Phys. Rev. B 104, 035131 (2021).

[72] B. R. Ortiz, P. M. Sarte, E. M. Kenney, M. J. Graf,
S. M. L. Teicher, R. Seshadri, and S. D. Wilson,
Phys. Rev. Mater. 5, 034801 (2021).

[73] J.-X. Yin, B. Lian, and M. Z. Hasan,
Nature 612, 647 (2022).

[74] T. Neupert, M. M. Denner, J.-X. Yin, R. Thomale, and
M. Z. Hasan, Nat. Phys. 18, 137 (2022).

[75] K. Jiang, T. Wu, J.-X. Yin, Z. Wang, M. Z.
Hasan, S. D. Wilson, X. Chen, and J. Hu,
Natl. Sci. Rev. 10, nwac199 (2023).

[76] S. D. Wilson and B. R. Ortiz,
Nat. Rev. Mater. , 1 (2024).

[77] S.-L. Yu and J.-X. Li, Phys. Rev. B 85, 144402 (2012).
[78] M. L. Kiesel and R. Thomale,

Phys. Rev. B 86, 121105 (2012).
[79] W.-S. Wang, Z.-Z. Li, Y.-Y. Xiang, and Q.-H. Wang,

Phys. Rev. B 87, 115135 (2013).
[80] M. L. Kiesel, C. Platt, and R. Thomale,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 126405 (2013).
[81] J.-W. Dong, Z. Wang, and S. Zhou,

Phys. Rev. B 107, 045127 (2023).
[82] Q.-G. Yang, M. Yao, D. Wang, and Q.-H. Wang,

Phys. Rev. B 109, 075130 (2024).
[83] Y.-Q. Liu, Y.-B. Liu, W.-S. Wang, D. Wang, and Q.-H.

Wang, Phys. Rev. B 109, 075127 (2024).
[84] A. Mine, Y. Zhong, J. Liu, T. Suzuki, S. Najafzadeh,

T. Uchiyama, J.-X. Yin, X. Wu, X. Shi, Z. Wang, Y. Yao,
and K. Okazaki, “Direct observation of anisotropic
cooper pairing in kagome superconductor CsV3Sb5,”
(2024), arXiv:2404.18472 [cond-mat.supr-con].

[85] U. Sivan and Y. Imry, Phys. Rev. B 33, 551 (1986).
[86] M. Kang, S. Fang, J.-K. Kim, B. R. Ortiz, S. H.

Ryu, J. Kim, J. Yoo, G. Sangiovanni, D. Di Sante,
B.-G. Park, C. Jozwiak, A. Bostwick, E. Rotenberg,
E. Kaxiras, S. D. Wilson, J.-H. Park, and R. Comin,
Nat. Phys. 18, 301 (2022).

[87] Y. Hu, X. Wu, B. R. Ortiz, S. Ju, X. Han, J. Ma, N. C.
Plumb, M. Radovic, R. Thomale, S. D. Wilson, A. P.
Schnyder, and M. Shi, Nat. Commun. 13, 2220 (2022).

[88] H. Li, D. Oh, M. Kang, H. Zhao, B. R. Ortiz, Y. Oey,
S. Fang, Z. Ren, C. Jozwiak, A. Bostwick, E. Rotenberg,
J. G. Checkelsky, Z. Wang, S. D. Wilson, R. Comin, and
I. Zeljkovic, Phys. Rev. X 13, 031030 (2023).

[89] Y. Hu, X. Wu, A. P. Schnyder, and M. Shi,
npj Quantum Mater. 8, 67 (2023).

[90] H. Deng et al., Chiral superconductivity modulations
with residual Fermi arcs, in preparation (2024).

[91] M. Sigrist, T. M. Rice, and K. Ueda,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 63, 1727 (1989).

[92] E. Babaev, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 067001 (2002).
[93] J. Ge, P. Wang, Y. Xing, Q. Yin, A. Wang,

J. Shen, H. Lei, Z. Wang, and J. Wang,
Phys. Rev. X 14, 021025 (2024).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.108.L201110
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.108.174506
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/femat.2023.1323404
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.109.L121101
http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.17050
http://arxiv.org/abs/2404.11950
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.3.094407
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.247002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.035131
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.5.034801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-022-05516-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41567-021-01404-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nsr/nwac199
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41578-024-00677-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.144402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.86.121105
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.115135
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.126405
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.045127
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.109.075130
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.109.075127
http://arxiv.org/abs/2404.18472
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.33.551
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41567-021-01451-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-022-29828-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.13.031030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41535-023-00599-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.63.1727
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.89.067001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.14.021025

