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The properties displayed by graphene at van Hove singularities (VHS) have caught significant
attention in recent years. The emergence of exotic quantum states at these singularities prompts
investigations on their evolution within the realm of multilayer stacking structures. In our research,
we delve into the study of a repulsive Hubbard model focusing on the AA-stacked bilayer graphene
at VHS. Within the system’s ground state, each of the top and bottom layers hosts a set of spin-
density waves (SDWs). These SDWs each takes on three mutually perpendicular spin polarization
directions. Importantly, there is noteworthy feature that their spin polarization directions in the
two layers exist as elegant embodiments of antiferromagnetic arrangement, persvading the structure
with a striking pattern. Referred to in prior research as the chiral SDWs, this intralayer density
wave structure confers the system the characteristics of a Chern topological insulator. However,
what is particularly fascinating is the pure divergence of the bilayer structure’s topological traits
when compared to its monolayer counterpart. The system exhibits a profound symmetry known as
Z2, preserving its invariance under the combined operations of time-reversal and interlayer exchange.
Consequentely, the system’s ground state manifests a seemingly trivial Chern number, yet harbors
a profound and intricate nontrivial Z2 topological invariant. These remarkable observations align
our findings with the conceptual framework of the quantum spin Hall effect.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the field of condensed matter physics, the discovery
of graphene1, a single layer of carbon atoms arranged in
a two-dimensional (2D) honeycomb lattice, has enriched
the theoretical world. Particularly, the Dirac cones at
specific points in the Brillouin zone2 induces a unique 2D
Dirac operator, which behaves as if it has an effective zero
mass and a speed of light c/3003. This physical phenom-
ena is inspiring. These electronic correlations can become
significant at the Van Hove singularity (VHS), a point of
high electronic density of states (DOS), which is opposite
to the customary consideration that they are weak. At
this singularity, under quarter electron doping, the Fermi
surface nesting phenomenon takes place, leading to the
emergence of three spin density waves (SDWs) with spin
polarization directions that are mutually perpendicular4,
similar to its triangular lattice counterpart5,6. Because
of non-zero Chern number, these chiral states behave
as Chern topological insulators, unique phases of matter
that are electrically insulating in their bulk but support
conducting states on their surfaces due to their nontrivial
topological order and illustrate quantum anomalous Hall
(QAH) effect7–10.

The exploration for multilayer graphene materials, typ-
ically because of the properties of monolayer graphene,
have shown ever increasing theoretical and experimen-
tal interest, to name a few11–49. The AA-stacked
form, where all layers are perfectly aligned, the Bernal
AB-stacked form, and the intriguing twisted layers are
the components of the main configurations for bilayer
graphene. In the AB-stacked configuration, half of the
atoms lie over an atom of the previous layer, while the
other half lie directly over the center of a hexagon in
the previous layer. The twisted bilayer graphene is a
completely different form, achieved by twisting one layer

relative to the other at a specific angle. This configura-
tion is unique and the relvevent electronic properties has
turned out to be exceptional and tunable , thus we have
seen exciting possibilities for various applications50,51.

There is scientific consensus that the quantum states
depend on the arrangement of layers, and the bonds be-
tween consecutive layers are much weaker than those be-
tween neighboring atoms within the same layer. Gener-
ally, the AB-stacked structure is considered more sta-
ble than the AA-stacked one, resulting in a larger
body of theoretical and experimental research focused
on the former14,16–19,21–24,27,28,33,37,42. However, the
latter exhibits greater symmetries and is commonly
found in various scenarios, winning increasing inter-
est15,17,20,21,30,35,37,44.

While getting deeper insight into the topological insu-
lators, certain questions receive serious attention: does
the AA-stacked form of bilayer graphene possess non-
trivial topological states, and if so, whether or not these
states accurately match the current classification of topo-
logical states? After reviewing relationship between the
Kane-Mele model52,53 and the Haldane model7, wherein
the SO term in the Kane-Mele model induces two sets of
Haldane models, then these two sets fall together due to
the Rashba effect, thereby resulting in a system with two
sets of energy bands having opposite Chern numbers, de-
fined as a new Z2 topological state with a Chern number
of zero and exhibiting quantum spin Hall (QSH) effect33,
we set out to investigate whether similar correlations ex-
ist within our bilayer system.

Before specific calculations, we undertake a thought
experiment: a natural correlation carring both the QAH
effect and QSH effect stands out because of the stacking
monolayer graphene in the AA arrangement with SDW
order. In this scenario, the chiral SDW order in each layer
induces a QAH state, analogous to a Haldane model. The
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interlayer coupling parallels with the Rashba term in the
Kane-Mele model, effectively connecting two equivalent
Haldane models. Should the final ground state display
opposite chiralities between the top and bottom layers,
this model would reproduce the QSH effect.

In this study, we extend the principles of the Kane-
Mele model to AA-stacked bilayer graphene, described
by a repulsive Hubbard model with weak interlayer hop-
ping interactions. To maintain consistency, we logically
consider that the SDW configuration in each layer mir-
rors that of the monolayer structure. Our main focus
centers around understanding the relative arrangement
of the two sets of SDW orders between the layers. Adopt-
ing the Ginzburg-Landau (G-L) theory, we carefully re-
strict all possible configurations to two discrete scenarios.
We then perform numerical computations to optimize the
energy for each configuration. After a thorough compar-
ison of the results, we identify the ground state of the
system, wherein the chiralities of the top and bottom
layers are opposite while their polarization directions ex-
hibit antiparallel behavior for the aligned vectors in two
layers. As a result, the Chern number of the ground
state on bilayer graphene is zero, which is a simple ad-
dition of the Chern numbers of the two layers, 1 + (-1)
= 0. Despite this, the system presents doubly degen-
erate boundary states that cross the energy gap. The
existence of these boundary states is protected by the
combined time-reversal and layer exchange symmetries.
This joint symmetry, together with an additional 2D in-
version symmetry, is responsible for the degeneracy of
these boundary states. In this situation, we further em-
ploy two methods to calculate the Z2 topological invari-
ant. One approach is based on constructing the product
of U(2N) Berry connection along the Wilson loop54, and
the other involves a specialized treatment using the par-
ity of occupied Bloch wave functions in systems with in-
version symmetry55. Both methods yielded nontrivial Z2

topological invariants, and the results were consistent.
In conclusion, our team come up with the achievement

of a Z2 topological state in a bilayer structure without
spin-orbit coupling. Using the methods proposed by Fu
and Kane55 and Yu et al.54 to calculate the Z2 topologi-
cal invariant, we identify the ground state as a magnetic
Z2 topological insulator. In this system, the two opposite
chiralities can be analogously interpreted as two distinct
spin states. The interplay between these states, arising
from the presence of interlayer tunneling, can be nat-
urally likened to the Kane-Mele model52,53, where the
coupling of two sets of QAH states with different spins
generates the QSH state. This discovery deepens our
understanding of the complex topological properties of
bilayer graphene.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II,
we first review the chiral SDW state of the monolayer
system. We reproduce this ground state using the G-L
method in Appendix A, demonstrating the effectiveness
and power of the G-L method. Then the Hamiltonian
and mean-field Hamiltonian of the bilayer system is pre-

sented. In Sec. III, utilizing the broken symmetries of the
system, we employ the G-L method to obtain two possi-
ble ground-state density wave configurations. In Sec. IV,
through numerical computations, we ultimately deter-
mine the ground state of the system and establish its
nontrivial Z2 topological nature. Additionally, we an-
alyze the existence and degeneracy of boundary states
based on symmetry considerations. Finally, Sec. V is de-
voted to the conclusions and outlooks.

II. THE MODEL AND HAMILTONIAN OF
BILAYER GRAPHENE

Before delving into bilayer graphene, we provide a con-
cise overview of the ground state characteristics of its
monolayer counterpart. As illustrated in Fig. 1(a), the
graphene lattice (considering only nearest-neighbor hop-
ping) exhibits a delightful phenomenon known as perfect
Fermi surface nesting at the VHS, occurring at a quarter
electron doping. This gives rise to three nested vectors:
Q1 = G1/2, Q2 = G2/2, and Q3 = −(G1 + G2)/2,
where G1 and G2 denote elementary reciprocal vectors.
By employing the repulsive Hubbard model on monolayer
graphene, we arrive at the mean-field Hamiltonian for the
intriguing SDW as follows:

Hmf =
∑
⟨ij⟩σ

−t̃ij(c†iσcjσ + h.c.)

+β
∑

kpαs1,2

χα
p c

α†
ks1
cαk+Qps2(σ · np)s1s2 , (1)

where −t̃ij = −t − µδij is the hopping term t combined
with chemical potential µ, α ∈ (A,B) is the sublattice
index and χα

p = ±1, β = 2Um/3
√
3, with m denoting

the amplitude of the order parameter and U represent-
ing the strength of the repulsive Hubbard interaction.
Here, Qp (with p = 1, 2, 3) corresponds to the aforemen-
tioned SDW wave vector shown in Fig. 1(b), while np

(p = 1, 2, 3) are arbitrary 3D unit vectors that represent
the spin polarization direction of the three SDWs.

In previous studies4, the primary objective was to de-
termine the polarization direction of the three SDWs.
Researchers relied on rigorous numerical calculations pre-
sented in their paper4 to obtain the lowest energy state
and confirm that these SDWs exhibit mutually perpen-
dicular polarization directions, i.e. n1,2,3 in Eq. (1) cor-
respond to the ex,y,z components, respectively, while
χA
p = 1(p = 1, 2, 3) and χB

1 = χB
2 = −χB

3 = −1. This
intriguing chiral SDW state can be comprehensively de-
scribed as a Chern topological insulator, featuring a non-
trivial Chern number. As a point of reference, we com-
pare these findings to the well-known G-L theory, which
provides further insights into the directions of these SDW
polarizations without relying on numerical computations
(see appendix in A). Applying the G-L theory helps
us strengthen the understanding of the configuration of
SDWs and validate our results.
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FIG. 1. (Color online) (a) The hexagonal Fermi surface (de-
picted in red) is inscribed within the Brillouin zone (shown as
a black dotted line) of graphene at the Van Hove singularity
(VHS). The vectors Qp (with p = 1, 2, 3) represent nesting
vectors, whereas G1 and G2 denote the elementary recipro-
cal vectors. The green dotted line symbolizes a mirror axis
of the system, denoted by M1. When there is weak interlayer
hopping, the configuration of the wave vectors in the bottom
(b) and top (c) layers is preserved and depicted in a manner
that could vary by an integral multiple of reciprocal lattice
vectors from the configuration in (a).

Based on previous studies of SDW in monolayer
graphene, this paper focuses on investigating AA-stacked
bilayer graphene at a quarter electron doping level. The
analysis considers only the nearest neighbor hopping for
both interlayer and intralayer hoppings. The repulsive
Hubbard model for the bilayer graphene is expressed as
follows:

H =
∑
⟨ij⟩σν

−t̃ij(cν†iσ c
ν
jσ + h.c) + U

∑
iν

cν†i↑ c
ν
i↑c

ν†
i↓ c

ν
i↓

+t′
∑
iσ

(ct†iσc
b
iσ + h.c). (2)

Here, ν = t,b labels the top and bottom layer respec-
tively. The third term represents the nearest interlayer
hopping, with t′ = 0.05t considered as much smaller than
t. Since the interlayer hopping is much smaller than the
intralayer hopping, we regard the interlayer hopping as
a perturbation, and the interlayer hopping will not se-
riously destroy the Fermi surface nesting of each layer.
There are still three SDWs with perpendicular spin po-
larization direction in the bottom and top layers respec-
tively, but the relative spin polarization direction of the
two layers needs to be further determined.

In the mean-field treatment, the Hubbard model on
bilayer graphene lattice has the form,

Hmf =
∑
⟨ij⟩σν

−t̃ij(cν†iσ c
ν
jσ + h.c.) + t′

∑
iσ

(ct†iσc
b
iσ + h.c)

+β
∑

kpαs1s2

χα
p c

bα†
ks1
cbαk+Qps2(σ · np)s1s2

+β
∑

kqαs1s2

χα
q c

tα†
ks1
ctαk+Qqs2(σ · nq)s1s2 , (3)

where p ∈ {1, 2, 3} and q ∈ {4, 5, 6} are two indices that
respectively index the three wave vectors of SDWs for the

top and bottom layer. α ∈ (A,B) is the sublattice index
and χA

p = 1(p ∈ 1, 2, ..., 6), χB
1 = χB

2 = −χB
3 = −1

and χB
4 = χB

5 = −χB
6 = −1. np(p = 1, 2, 3) and

nq(q = 4, 5, 6) represent the spin polarization directions
of the three SDWs in the bottom and top layers, respec-
tively. As mentioned earlier, in the case where interlayer
tunneling is weak, we can conclude that the wave vector
configurations of the SDWs for the top and bottom lay-
ers (as shown in Fig. 1(b) and (c)) as well as the relative
spin polarization directions of the intralayer SDWs are
the same as those in their respective monolayer struc-
tures. What we need to focus on is how the relative spin
polarization directions between the two sets of density
waves will arrange when considering the interactions in
the bilayer structure.

III. G-L ANALYSIS

In the density wave states of the bilayer system, there
are six independent spin polarization directions of den-
sity wave oscillations. To obtain the ground state, one
could treat these directions as arbitrary and optimize
the variational parameters to find the configuration with
the lowest energy. However, a more efficient approach
involves using G-L theory combined with the system’s
symmetry to classify these directions into discrete pos-
sible configurations. By optimizing the energy for each
specific configuration and comparing the final results, we
can determine the ground state. This method signifi-
cantly reduces the number of variational parameters and
alleviates the numerical computation burden.

The original Hamiltonian possesses multiple symme-
tries. The Hubbard model itself exhibits time-reversal,
translation, and spin SU(2) symmetries. On the honey-
comb lattice, it is additionally endowed with D6 point
group symmetry. Furthermore, the AA-stacked bilayer
structure possesses interlayer exchange symmetry. The
system’s free energy, which is a function of the spin polar-
ization directions {n} where {n} is short for {n1, · · · ,n6}
denoting six directions in the Eq. (3), must remain
unchanged under these symmetry operations. These
symmetry operations on the mean-field Hamiltonian in
Eq. (3) is equivalent to {n} → {n′}.

It is obervious that the time-reversal operation dic-
tates {n′} = −{n}. The point group D6 includes two
generators: The π/3 counterclockwise rotation C6 and
mirror symmetry M1, the operations of them result in
n′

1(4) = n2(5), n′
2(5) = n3(6), n′

3(6) = n1(4) and n′
1(4) =

n1(4), n′
2(5) = n3(6), n′

3(6) = n2(5) respectively. The
mean-field Hamiltonian of the system breaks the transla-
tional symmetry in three density wave vector directions.
Consequently, we require the free energy to remain in-
variant under these three translational operations. Each
of these operations causes the polarization direction of
one density wave to reverse while leaving the other two
unchanged. Since the free energy remains invariant un-
der point group rotations, the results induced by these
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three operations can be obtained by combining any one
of them with the C6 rotational operation. Hence, we
only need to consider one of them for our analysis. Let
the two primitive lattice vectors be denoted as a1 and
a2. In real space, the SDW term cbA†

ks1
cbAk+Qps2

takes the
form of eiQp·RcbA†

Rs1
cbARs2

. Translating by a1 will lead to
n′

1(4) = −n1(4), n′
2(5) = n2(5), n′

3(6) = −n3(6). In ad-
dition, the spin SU(2) symmetry requires the free energy
to contain only dot product terms such as np · np′ . The
interlayer exchange symmetry does not impose any addi-
tional constraints in this context.

Since the interlayer hopping is much smaller, there are
still three SDWs with perpendicular spin polarization di-
rection in the bottom and top layers, respectively. Con-
sidering all the mentioned symmetries, the expression of
the free energy takes the following form:

F = γm2(n1 · n4 + n2 · n5 + n3 · n6) + o(m4), (4)

where γ is an arbitrary real numbers and m is the am-
plitude of order parameters. As a result, the sign of γ
leads to two distinct configurations for the ground state
of the system. On the one hand, when γ is negative,
the spin polarization directions of the density waves with
the same wavevectors in the top and bottom layers are
parallel to each other, as depicted in Fig. 2(a). On the
other hand, if γ is positive, the spin polarization direc-
tions of these density waves in the top and bottom layers
are antiparallel to each other, as illustrated in Fig. 2(b).
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� � �FIG. 2. (Color online) The candidate configurations of spin
polarization directions {n} of SDWs for the ground state. (a)
describe the ground state when γ < 0, whereas (b) belongs to
the ground state when γ > 0.

In summary, through G-L analysis, we have identi-
fied two possible density wave configurations (Fig. 2(a)
and (b)). The specific configuration that the system will
adopt will be determined through mean-field optimiza-
tion.

IV. TOPOLOGICAL PROPERTY

The study of topological properties of the ground state
plays a pivotal role in understanding the nature of a given

physical system, and the topological classification56–59 of
these states has emerged as a central focus in the field of
condensed matter physics. This classification, which is
deeply intertwined with the global properties of the sys-
tem, can reveal unique phases of matter and predict their
novel quantum behaviors. Topological states usually re-
fer to a state which is gapped in the bulk but metallic at
the boundary, however the classification using topological
invariants is different.

Upon examining the two configurations shown in the
Fig. 2, two distinct states based on the chirality of the
density waves in the top and bottom layers can be dis-
cerned. In configurations (a), the chirality is identical in
both layers, while in configurations (b), the chirality is
opposite. A Chern topological state is inherent within a
monolayer structure, leading these two states to different
topological classifications. For the former state, the total
topological invariant (Chern number) is nontrivial as it
arises from identical invariants in each layer. In contrast,
the latter state’s total Chern number is inevitably zero
due to the invariants of the two layers being of opposite
values. Therefore, if the final ground state configura-
tion is of the first type, the topological classification of
the bilayer structure aligns with that of a monolayer, ex-
cept the doubled Chern number. However, if the final
ground state aligns more with the second state, it results
in a topological classification distinct from the monolayer
structure. Our approach involves conducting energy op-
timization for each of the two unique density wave config-
urations in Fig. 2. This process enables us to pinpoint the
configuration that yields the most energetically favorable
outcome.

Constrained by the decomposition form of the SDW,
the mean-field energy can be expressed according to
Wick’s theorem as follows:

E =

〈
−t

∑
⟨ij⟩σν

cν†iσ c
ν
jσ + t′

∑
iσ

ct†iσc
b
iσ

〉
+ c.c

+ U
∑
iν

〈
cν†i↑ c

ν
i↑

〉〈
cν†i↓ c

ν
i↓

〉
−

〈
cν†i↑ c

ν
i↓

〉〈
cν†i↓ c

ν
i↑

〉
.(5)

In the above discussion, the symbol ⟨· · · ⟩ represents a
selected SDW mean-field state. Remarkably, for U/t val-
ues of 3 ∼ 6, we consistently observe that the energy
corresponding to the configuration shown in Fig. 2(b)
is lower, indicating that this configuration becomes the
ground state of the system for large interactions. This
outcome is intuitively sensible since the repulsive Hub-
bard model tends to demonstrate antiferromagnetic or-
der in the presence of large U . Consequently, a plau-
sible scenario emerges where the formation of a bilayer
structure leads to two layers of density waves with oppo-
site polarization direction (chirality). Finally, the SDW
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Hamiltonian is illustrated as

Hmf =
∑
⟨ij⟩σν

−t̃ij(cν†iσ c
ν
jσ + h.c.) + t′

∑
iσ

(ct†iσc
b
iσ + h.c)

+β
∑

kpαs1s2

χα
p c

bα†
ks1
cbαk+Qps2(σ · np)s1s2

−β
∑

kqαs1s2

χα
q c

tα†
ks1
ctαk+Qqs2(σ · nq)s1s2 , (6)

where n1(4) = ex,n2(5) = ey,n3(6) = ez. The other
parameters are the same with those in Eq. (3).
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FIG. 3. (Color online) The energy difference ∆E = Ea − Eb

between configurations (a) and (b) shown in Fig. 2 calculated
at U/t = 3 to 6, where Ea and Eb represent the energy per
site of configurations (a) and (b), respectively.

By employing mean-field calculations, we have estab-
lished that the ground state of this system possesses a
Chern number of zero. Nevertheless, what makes this
finding significant is that despite having a Chern number
of zero, the ground state is far from topologically triv-
ial. In this context, we first examine the boundary states
for the configuration in Fig. 2(b) that corresponds to the
ground state of our system, as shown in Fig. 4(b). For
comparative analysis, the boundary states of the state
represented in Fig. 2(a) are illustrated in Fig. 4(a). De-
spite the Chern number of the ground states being zero,
the boundary states persist and span the entire gap.

The key to understanding the outcome lies in the struc-
ture of the ground state, which exhibits a profound com-
bined symmetry arising from both time-reversal and in-
terlayer exchange. This symmetry leads to a unique char-
acteristic where a boundary state |k, t⟩ can yield another
boundary state |−k, b⟩ upon operation with time-reversal
+ layer exchange, both states having degenerate eigenval-
ues, where t(b) represents the top(bottom) layer. Conse-
quently, the quadratic degeneracy of the boundary states
at k = π is safeguarded by the system’s time-reversal +
layer exchange symmetry, substantiating the existence of
the boundary state. Consequently, we can infer that the
ground state is a topological insulator, distinguishing it
from conventional insulators.
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FIG. 4. (Color online) (a) and (b) illustrate the bound-
ary states (red line) of the state described in Fig. 2(a) and
the ground state, respectively. Notably, each red line in (b)
represents two degenerate boundary states, as deduced from
symmetry analysis. Throughout the calculation, we have set
U = 5t, ϵ is in units of t, and the width of the open boundary
direction is 40 lattice constants for both (a) and (b).

It is vital to emphasize that the ground state features
doubly degenerate boundary states, a property preserved
by the system’s inherent symmetry. In the monolayer
system, there are two boundary states, and any weak
tunneling between the layers has only minimal impact,
resulting in four boundary states in the bilayer system.
Let’s designate the top and bottom layers as t and b, and
use r and l to denote the left and right boundaries in
the 2D configuration. In the absence of interlayer cou-
pling, the top and bottom layers each host two boundary
states, denoted as ψr,t, ψl,t, ψl,b, and ψr,b. When intro-
ducing small interlayer tunneling, these four states ex-
perience slight changes, but their labels remain applica-
ble. Under a 2D inversion operation, ψl,t(k) transforms
into ψr,t(−k), while under the joint operation of time-
reversal and layer exchange, ψl,t(k) becomes ψl,b(−k).
The symmetry of the density wave Hamiltonian under
2D inversion and time-reversal + layer exchange ensures
that ψr,t(−k) and ψl,b(−k) possess identical energy lev-
els, thus confirming their degeneracy. Likewise, the same
analysis applies to ψl,t and ψr,b.

In the presence of a combined symmetry resulting from
time-reversal and interlayer exchange, the topological
classification of the system’s density wave states becomes
more evident and comprehensible. Drawing from the
Kane-Mele model52,53 that proposed the Z2 topological
insulator protected by time-reversal symmetry, we find a
parallel in our ground state. Our system, while similar
to the Kane-Mele model, is protected by time-reversal
+ layer exchange symmetry. To further investigate this
parallel, we calculated the Z2 topological invariant using
two different methods.

The first method proposed by Rui Yu et al.54 involves
calculating the evolution of Wannier centers in the Bril-
louin zone to gain direct insights into the system’s topo-
logical nature. Wannier centers are geometric properties
of wavefunctions in reciprocal space, and their evolution



6

reveals the system’s topological characteristics. To com-
pute the Wannier center, we need to construct the Wilson
loop. The eigenstates of the ground state are denoted as
|k, α⟩, where k = (kx, ky) represents a 2D momentum,
and α is the band index. In our calculations, there are
32 bands, with 20 bands occupied at the VHS.

For each ky, we express the overlapping matrix
Fi,i+1(ky) as follows:

Fαβ
i,i+1(ky) = ⟨ky, kx,i, α|ky, kx,i+1, β⟩, (7)

where kx,i = 2πi/(aL) (for i = 1, 2, ..., L), a is the lat-
tice constant, and L is the number of unit cells in the x
direction. The symbols α and β represent the occupied
bands. By multiplying all of the Fi,i+1(ky) matrices in
sequence, we obtain the matrix D(ky):

D(ky) =

L∏
i=1

Fi,i+1(ky). (8)

The Wannier centers θ(ky) are given by the phases of all
the eigenvalues of the matrix D(ky). Analyzing the evo-
lution lines of Wannier centers as ky ranges from 0 to π,
we can calculate the Z2 topological invariants. When the
evolution of the Wannier center encloses an odd (even)
number of times in the Brillouin zone as ky ranges from 0
to π, the system is topologically nontrivial (trivial). This
method provides a robust means to calculate the Z2 topo-
logical invariant, avoiding the gauge-fixing problems as-
sociated with earlier methods. The analysis is as follows:
any auxiliary line parallel to the X-axis intersects these
evolution lines an odd or even number of times. For an
odd number of intersections, the Z2 topological invariant
is unity, indicating that the system is topologically non-
trivial. Conversely, for an even number of intersections,
the Z2 topological invariant is zero, indicating that the
system is topologically trivial. As shown in Fig. 5(a) and
(b), the auxiliary line always intersects with the evolu-
tion lines of Wannier centers an odd number of times,
indicating that the system is a Z2 topological insulator.

The second method proves to be highly effective for
systems that possess additional Z2 symmetry, besides
time-reversal symmetry. It was originally introduced by
Liang Fu and C. L. Kane in Ref.55 for systems exhibiting
inversion symmetry. This method leverages the presence
of inversion symmetry to simplify the computation of Z2

topological invariants. In the presence of inversion sym-
metry, the Z2 invariants can be determined based on the
parity of occupied Bloch wave functions at time-reversal
invariant points in the Brillouin zone. This approach fa-
cilitates the identification of specific materials that may
exhibit topological insulating behavior, providing a more
accessible means to calculate Z2 topological invariants in
systems with inversion symmetry.

In our system, the aforementioned 2D inversion sym-
metry is still maintained, and the calculation approach
almost remains the same. Specifically, (0, 0), (0, π), (π, 0),
and (π, π) are four time-reversal + interlayer exchange in-

variant momenta. At these points, we calculate the prod-
uct of the parity eigenvalues of all the occupied states,
denoted as δi, as depicted in Fig.5(c). The Z2 topological
invariant v of the system is expressed as55:

(−1)v =
∏
i

δi. (9)

Fig.5(c) confirms that the Z2 topological invariant is 1,
indicating that the ground state is Z2 topologically non-
trivial, and the results from both methods are consistent.

� � � � � 	
� � � 	

� � �

� � 	

� � � � � �
� � � � �

� � � �

� � � �

��
��

��

� � � � � � � �

��
��

��

� � � � � � � �

� � �

� � �
δ� 0� π� � � � �

δ� π� 0� � � � �

δ� π� π� � � � �

δ� � � � � � �

� 
 �

FIG. 5. (Color online) (a) The evolution lines of Wannier
centers (blue line) with an auxiliary (red dotted) line running
parallel to the X-axis. In (b), we provide a magnification of
(a) for a closer view. (c) illustrates the product of the par-
ity eigenvalues of the occupied states δi at four time-reversal
momentum points.

To summarize, it is the combined symmetry of time-
reversal and layer exchange that garant the ground
state’s topological properties, with the spin polarization
directions between two layers exhibiting antiferromag-
netic ordering. Consequently, the ground state represents
a magnetic Z2 topological insulator.

V. CONCLUSION

In summary, we have unraveled the scenario of the
QSH effect in a bilayer AA-stacked graphene. Our
approach involved a combination of symmetry analysis
and G-L treatment, which enabled discretization of the
ground state configuration for the system. Through en-
ergy optimization, we conclusively determined that the
ground state consists of two sets of SDWs with opposite
chirality between the top and bottom layers. By per-
forming calculations of the Chern number and the Z2 in-
variant, we successfully classified this state as a Z2 topo-
logical state. Additionally, we delved into the underlying
reasons for the existence of degenerate boundary states
through a comprehensive analysis of the system’s symme-
try. We propose that establishing a connection between
the two opposite chiralities and interlayer tunneling in
this system, and the spin states and Rashba term in the
Kane-Mele model, elegantly maps the concept of this sys-
tem to the Quantum Spin Hall state.
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In addition, further investigations on the ground state
of the system, which exhibits fascinating physical prop-
erties, could be fruitful. By considering terms that break
the time-reversal + layer exchange symmetry, such as dis-
order, we may observe the emergence of a small energy
gap in the boundary state, leading to the appearance of
corner states60. These corner states could potentially be

indicative of a higher-order topological insulator.
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Appendix A: G-L analysis for monolayer graphene

For the monolayer system, the Fermi surface nesting at
the Van Hove singularity induces the ground state to have
three SDWs with wave vectors Q1,2,3, as shown in Fig. 1,
while their spin polarization directions are uncertain. In
the mean-field treatment, the Hubbard model becomes:

Hmf = Htb + β
∑

kpαs1s2

χα
p c

α†
ks1
cαk+Qps2(σ · np)s1s2 ,

(A1)

where α ∈ (A,B) is the sublattice index, and χα
p = ±1,

Htb is the tight-binding Hamiltonian, and other terms

are consistent with those in Eq. (1). n1,2,3 are three unit
vectors representing the spin polarization directions for
the corresponding ordered vector.

The density wave state breaks the system’s time-
reversal, D6 point group, spin SU(2), and translation
symmetries along the three density wave vector direc-
tions. Therefore, these corresponding operations are
premised on symmetries of the system’s free energy. The
action of these operations on the mean-field Hamiltonian
can be equivalent to transformations on the three SDW
polarization directions, and their specific forms are de-
tailed in the preceding paragraph of Eq. (4) in the main
body. In this system, the second-order free energy is triv-
ial and does not provide any constraints. Considering the
fourth-order free energy, the only admissible expression
that satisfies all symmetries is:

F (4) = γ′m4[(n1 · n2)
2 + (n1 · n3)

2 + (n2 · n3)
2]. (A2)

Clearly, if γ′ is positive, then these three polarization
directions are mutually orthogonal. Conversely, if γ′ is
negative, then they are collinear. By performing numeri-
cal computations and optimizing the energy of these two
discrete configurations, it can be determined that the for-
mer state is the ground state of the system.
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