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Supersymmetry (SUSY) proposed as an elementary symmetry for physics beyond the Standard
Model has found important applications in various areas outside high-energy physics. Here, we sys-
tematically implement supersymmetric quantum mechanics—exhibiting fundamental SUSY prop-
erties in the simple setting of quantum mechanics—into a wide range of topological semimetals,
where the broken translational symmetry, e.g., by a magnetic field, is effectively captured by a
SUSY potential. We show that the dynamical SUSY breaking via the instanton effect over the
SUSY potential valleys works as the underlying mechanism for the gap opening of the topological
semimetallic phases, and the magnitude of the instanton effect is proportional to the energy gap.
This instanton mechanism provides a simple criterion for determining whether the energy gap has
been opened, without resorting to detailed calculations, i.e., a finite energy gap is opened if and
only if the SUSY potential has an even number of zeros. Our theory leads to previously unexpected
results: even an infinitesimal magnetic field can open a gap in topologically robust Dirac, Weyl,
and nodal-line semimetallic phases due to the dynamical SUSY breaking. Overall, the revealed
connection between SUSY quantum mechanics and non-uniform topological semimetals can eluci-
date previously ambiguous phenomena, provide guidance for future investigations, and open a new
avenue for exploring topological semimetals.

Introduction.— Supersymmetry (SUSY) attracts sig-
nificant attention due to its profound potential for ex-
tending the Standard Model [1–12]. To explain the ab-
sence of SUSY particles in current experiments, the spon-
taneous SUSY breaking at the low-energy regime is a nec-
essary ingredient in SUSY quantum field theories [5–7].
To elucidate this core concept, Witten introduced super-
symmetric quantum mechanics (SUSY QM) [5], namely
the (0+1)D SUSY field theories, where the instanton ef-
fect acts as a key mechanism of dynamical SUSY break-
ing. Since then, it was soon clear that SUSY QM was
interesting in its own right, and has been developed to un-
derstand various solvable potential problems [13–16]. In
this work, we shall develop a new horizon of SUSY quan-
tum mechanics, through revealing the connection be-
tween SUSY QM and non-uniform topological semimet-
als. Before entering our topic, it would be noteworthy
that SUSY theories have been realized or found appli-
cations in various fields outside of high-energy physics,
such as optics, disordered systems, and condensed mat-
ters [17–41].

In condensed matter experiments, various non-uniform
topological semimetals with translational symmetry
breaking have been extensively studied. For instance, the
translational symmetry may be violated under magnetic
fields or strain, as actively being experimentally exam-
ined for topological Dirac, Weyl, and nodal-line semimet-
als [42–50]. A central issue in these studies is to deter-
mine whether a finite critical field or strain is required for
gap opening or the destruction of topological zero modes.
Despite significant experimental and theoretical efforts,
this question remains unresolved. Particularly, due to the
lack of translational symmetry, conventional theoretical
methods become ambiguous in capturing the topological
essence of such non-uniform systems.

In this work, we establish a rigorous theoretical char-
acterization for such non-uniform topological semimet-
als in terms of SUSY QM. We systematically implement
SUSY QM into a wide range of non-uniform topologi-
cal semimetals possessing chiral symmetry, where broken
translational symmetry, e.g., by a magnetic field, is ef-
fectively captured by a SUSY potential. Remarkably, we
uncover that the dynamical SUSY breaking, mediated
by the instanton effect, serves as the mechanism under-
lying the gap opening or destruction of these semimetallic
phases. The magnitude of energy gap is proportional to
instanton effect over the SUSY potential valleys, and can
be determined by instanton calculations. Based on the
instanton mechanism, we propose a straightforward cri-
terion for determining whether an energy gap has been
opened without requiring detailed calculations. Specifi-
cally, a finite energy gap is opened if and only if there
are an even number of zeros in the SUSY potential.

Our theory yields several unexpected results. We find
that the Dirac points in graphene become gapped under
a magnetic field, even though the gap size is exponen-
tially small. Furthermore, we demonstrate that pairs of
Weyl points are annihilated regardless of the strength of
magnetic field when oriented in a specific direction, clar-
ifying that there is no threshold for the annihilation to
occur [49, 50]. Finally, we find that even a weak mag-
netic field can destroy the topologically stable nodal-line
semimetallic phases. These phenomena all result from
dynamical SUSY breaking via instanton effect, as identi-
fied by our proposed method.

SUSY QM in topological phases possessing chiral sym-
metry.— Let us begin by examining topological materials
characterized by a chiral-symmetric Hamiltonian denoted
as H. Chiral symmetry S demands that {H,S} = 0,
where S2 = 1 and 1 is the identity matrix. In the ba-
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sis where S is diagonal, the Hamiltonian takes the block
off-diagonal form. Thus, we can write H as

H =

(
0 q
q† 0

)
= Q+Q†, Q = q ⊗ σ+, (1)

where σ± = 1/2(σ1 ± iσ2) and σ′
is with i = 1, 2, 3 are

Pauli matrices.
The connection of (1) to SUSY QM is made by noting

that the operator Q satisfies

Q2 = 0, (2)

which is identical to the algebra of supercharge in SUSY
QM (See the Supplementary Material (SM) for an intro-
duction [51]). By treating Q as the supercharge, a SUSY
Hamiltonian H can be constructed as

H = {Q,Q†} = H2, (3)

where {Q,Q†} = QQ† +Q†Q. Note that a different font
is used for the SUSY Hamiltonian H. Equations (2) and
(3) together constitute the algebra of SUSY QM [17],
confirming its emergence in the square of (1).

Correspondence between gapped/gapless topological
phases and broken/unbroken SUSY.— From Eq. (3),
eigenvalues E of H are linked to the SUSY eigenvalues E
of H through the equation E = ±

√
E , where SUSY en-

ergy E is always non-negative. Hence, the SUSY ground-
state energy Eg is related to the band gap ∆ of the chiral-
symmetric Hamiltonian H as

∆ = 2
√

Eg. (4)

Notably, the ground-state energy determines whether
SUSY is broken or not: SUSY is broken when the ground-
state energy is positive (Eg > 0), and it is unbroken when
the ground-state energy is zero (Eg = 0). As a result, we
can associate gapped topological phases (Δ ̸= 0) with
broken SUSY (Eg > 0), and gapless topological phases
(Δ = 0) with unbroken SUSY (Eg = 0).

Moreover, broken or unbroken SUSY can be deter-
mined by the existence of zero-energy ground state |0⟩.
From the energy expectation value ⟨E⟩ = ⟨ψ|H|ψ⟩ =
(|Q|ψ⟩|2+ |Q†|ψ⟩|2) ≥ 0, it is evident that if |0⟩ exists, it
must satisfy |Q|0⟩|2 = |Q†|0⟩|2 = 0, namely,

Q|0⟩ = Q†|0⟩ = 0. (5)

It means that the ground states of unbroken SUSY shall
be annihilated by supercharges.

Gap opening in topological semimetals by spontaneous
SUSY breaking.— Spontaneous SUSY breaking happens
from unbroken SUSY to broken SUSY. From the above
discussion, evidently, spontaneous SUSY breaking can
trigger novel gap-opening processes, which are crucial
for topological materials. When applied to topological
semimetallic phases, spontaneous SUSY breaking intro-
duces new mechanisms that can destroy these phases.

Emergence of Witten’s model in non-uniform topolog-
ical semimetals.— We are interested in the destruction
of topological semimetallic phases by spontaneous SUSY
breaking mechanisms, for which Witten’s model [5, 17]
serves as a prominent and widely studied example. We
will thus focus on this model in our work. The super-
charges in Witten’s model are defined by

Q = [−i∂x − i w(x)]⊗ σ+, (6)

and the corresponding SUSY Hamiltonian is given by

H =
[
−∂2x + w(x)2

]
⊗ 1+ w′(x)⊗ σ3. (7)

Here, the SUSY potential w(x) is an arbitrary real func-
tion of the position x, and w′(x) = ∂xw(x).

We find that Witten’s model could emerge in topolog-
ical semimetals that are effectively characterized by the
following k · p model,

Q(k) = [viki − ig(k̃)]⊗ σ+, (8)

where vi is a real parameter, ki is the momentum in the
i-th direction, and g(k̃) is a real function of the rest mo-
menta k̃ excluding ki. Notably, this model is applicable
to graphene [Eqs. (12,15)], Weyl [Eq. (18)], and topolog-
ical nodal-line [Eq. (19)] semimetals.

However, since Witten’s model has no translational
symmetry, external factors such as magnetic fields or
strain shall be applied to make the topological semimet-
als non-uniform. We choose external factors that modify
g(k̃) to g(xi, k̃), making it to vary with respect to xi in
real space, thereby breaking the translational symmetry
in the i-th direction. Hence, Q(k) in (8) is modified by,

viki → −ivi∂i, g(k̃) → g(xi, k̃). (9)

By treating g(xi, k̃) as the SUSY potential w(x), we ar-
rive at the Witten’s model (6) up to a prefactor vi. It
is worth noting that the rich variety of g(k̃) in chiral-
symmetric topological materials allows the realization of
different types of Witten’s model.

Criteria for determining gap opening.— We find that
the novel gap-opening processes induced by spontaneous
SUSY breaking can be identified using Witten’s criteria.
In Witten’s model, assume the zero-energy state |0⟩ takes
a two-component form, i.e., |0⟩ = (ψ+(x), ψ−(x))

T with
T the matrix transposition. Plug it into Eq. (5), we find
that [−i∂x ± iw(x)]ψ±(x) = 0. Solving these equations
yields

ψ±(x) = e±
∫ x
0

dx′w(x′). (10)

Hence, the zero-energy state exists if either ψ+(x) or
ψ−(x) is normalizable. Note that we assume |w(x)| → ∞
as |x| → ∞, so that the SUSY spectrum is discrete.

Witten established straightforward criteria for deter-
mining whether SUSY is broken or not by merely count-
ing the zeros of the SUSY potential w(x):
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1. Unbroken SUSY: w(x) has an odd number of zeros.
In this case, the signs of w(x) are opposite for
x → +∞ and x → −∞, and one of ψ±(x) is nor-
malizable.

2. Broken SUSY: w(x) has an even number of zeros.
Here, the signs of w(x) are the same for x → +∞
and x→ −∞, and none of ψ±(x) is normalizable.

Notably, for non-zero even number of zeros, dynamical
SUSY breaking occurs due to the instanton effect over the
SUSY potential valleys [5], as exemplified in Fig. 1(d).
Therefore, gap opening can be determined by simply
counting the zeros: a finite energy gap is opened if and
only if the SUSY potential has an even number of zeros.

Gapped Dirac points in Graphene under a magnetic
field.— We begin by considering the tight-binding Hamil-
tonian for a monolayer graphene in momentum space,
given by [52]

Hg(k) = t

(
v(k)

v(k)∗

)
, (11)

where t ≈ 2.8 eV is the nearest-neighbor hopping ampli-
tude, v(k) = 1+eik·a1+eik·a2 , and a1(2) = a(3/2,±

√
3/2)

are lattice vectors with a ≈ 1.42Å. The Hamiltonian re-
spects the chiral symmetry S = σ3. As shown Fig. 1(a),
there are two Dirac points located at K and K′.

Previous research primarily uses the k · p model for
single Dirac points to study the effect of magnetic field.
For example, the k · p model for Dirac point at K reads

hsingle(k) = vF (kxσx − kyσy), (12)

where vF = 3at/2. SUSY QM can also be employed
to study these Hamiltonians [17]. Consider a uniform
magnetic field applied perpendicular to the graphene
sheet, i.e., B = (0, 0, B), whose vector potential is
A = (0, Bx, 0) under the Landau gauge. The poten-
tial enters into the Hamiltonian via the replacement of
k → (−i∂x, ky + eBx/ℏ, kz). We can further denote the
replacement as

k → (−i∂x, x/l2B , kz), (13)

by performing a change of variable of x = x+kyl
2
B , where

lB =
√

ℏ/eB is the magnetic length. After the replace-
ment, the supercharge from Eq. (12) is identified as

Qsingle = [−ivF∂x − iwsingle(x)]⊗ σ+. (14)

The square of SUSY potential wsingle(x) = −vF /l2Bx is
ploted in Fig. 1(c). Evidently, there is just one zero
(odd) for a single Dirac point. Hence, using Witten’s cri-
teria, the spectrum is not gapped as SUSY is unbroken,
in agreement with previous studies. The full spectrum is
derived in the SM [51].

However, graphene possesses not one but two Dirac
points, which means that its physical properties cannot

Fig. 1. (a) The momentum-space location of Dirac points in
graphene. (b) Comparison of spectrum between the tight-
binding model (11) and the k · p model for double Dirac
points (15). (c) and (d) show the square of SUSY potential
for single Dirac points in Eq. (12), and double Dirac points in
Eq. (14). Red arrows indicate the zeros of SUSY potential.

be adequately described by models for single Dirac points
like (12). For this reason, we construct a new k · p model
capable of describing both Dirac points as

Hdouble(k) = vxkxσ1 + µy(K
2 − k2y)σ2, (15)

where k here is relative to the M point. Here, vx = vF ,
µy = vF /(2K), and K = |K −K′|/2. This Hamiltonian
reduces to those for single Dirac points in the vicinity of
K or K′, and agrees well with the lattice model of (11)
as compared in Fig. 1(b).

Similarly, the magnetic field enters into Eq. (15) via the
replacement of Eq. (13). We identify the supercharge as

Qdouble = [−ivx∂x − iwdouble(x)]⊗ σ+, (16)

where wdouble(x) = µy(K
2 − x2/l4B). As shown in

Fig. 1(d), the SUSY potential exhibits two zeros (even)
in this case, due to the two Dirac points. Hence, us-
ing the Witten’s criteria, the spectrum is gapped due to
spontaneous SUSY breaking, in stark contrast with pre-
vious studies. We emphasize that the two Dirac points
are gapped no matter how weak the field is.

Gap opening due to dynamical SUSY breaking via in-
stanton effect.— Remarkably, the gap opening is due to
dynamical SUSY breaking, namely, very small quantum
corrections that break SUSY at a low energy scale [5, 7].

As shown in Fig. 1(d), the square of SUSY potential
features two valleys around the zeros, allowing for quan-
tum tunneling between one and the other, a phenomenon
known as the instanton effect. It is this non-perturbative
effect that breaks SUSY and results in a non-zero ground-
state energy. The ground-state energy can be derived
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Fig. 2. (a) The pair of Weyl points along the y-direction. (b)
The band gap obtained by the lattice simulation (blue) and
instanton calculation (red). The insets show two representa-
tive energy spectra. (c) LDOS of ρ(nx, ny) at E = 0 under
three different magnetic fields. The sample is periodic in the
z-drection and has dimensions of 40 and 80 unit cells (la-
beled by nx and ny) in the x- and y-directions, respectively.
The parameters are vx = 0.2 ev·nm−1, µy = 0.5 ev·nm−2,
vz = 0.1 ev·nm−1, and K = 0.3 nm−1.

through the instanton calculation [53, 54](See the SM for
details [51]), from which the band gap is determined as

∆ = ∆0

√
K ·B exp

[
−λK

3

B

]
, (17)

where ∆0 =
√

8evxµy/ℏπ, and λ = 4ℏµy/3evx. Ev-
idently, when B ̸= 0, no matter how small it is, the
Dirac points are gapped, aligning with Witten’s criteria.
We find that due to the large separation of Dirac points
(K = 8.5nm−1), the gap size is exponentially small, e.g.,
∆ = 10 meV for B = 104 T.

Pair annihilation of Weyl points under a weak mag-
netic field.— In experiments [49, 50], it was observed
that pairs of Weyl points with opposite chiralities are
annihilated when a magnetic field is applied perpendic-
ular to their separation direction. Furthermore, these
studies suggested that the field strength must exceed a
certain threshold to observe the annihilation. Here, we
clarify that no such threshold exists for pair annihilation:
the annihilation occurs as long as the magnetic field is
present, due to dynamical SUSY breaking.

Let us consider a pair of Weyl points separated along
the y-direction, as shown in Fig. 2(a), with the Hamilto-
nian given by

Hw(k) = vxkxσ1 + µy(K
2 − k2y)σ2 + vzkzσ3, (18)

where the separation K can be small in Weyl semimet-
als [49, 50]. To determine the gap opening upon applying

Fig. 3. (a) Spectrum of the topological nodal-line semimetal
at kx = 0 (left). The noal line is located on the (ky, kz)-plane
(right). (b) The squared SUSY potential w2

kz
(z) for different

kz values. Red arrows highlight the zeros.

a perpendicular magnetic field, i.e., in the z-direction, it
suffices to consider the Hamiltonian at kz = 0, as the sys-
tem must be gapped elsewhere [55]. This brings us back
to the same scenario for the double Dirac points, since the
Hamiltonian reduces to Eq. (15) with chiral symmetry.
Given the two zeros in the SUSY potential [Fig. 1(d)], the
presence of a magnetic field, regardless of its strength,
results in pair annihilation due to the gap opening by
instanton effect.

The gap size obtained by instanton calculations in
Fig. 2(b) is extremely small for field strength below a cer-
tain value due to the nature of the exponential function,
which is consistent with the experimental observation of a
threshold [56]. However, our analytical results of Eq. (17)
unambiguously clarify that as long as the magnetic field
exists, the gap opens and the annihilation occurs. Our re-
sults is further confirmed by numerical calculations based
on the lattice model corresponding to (18), as shown in
Fig. 2(b).

Furthermore, we propose an alternative method for
probing the pair annihilation, since determining the band
gap through transport experiments may be challenging.
As shown in Fig. 2(c), we compute the local density of
states (LDOS) at zero energy under different magnetic
fields. At B = 0, the Fermi-arc surface states are lo-
calized at the two boundaries in the x-direction. As the
magnetic field increases to B = 20 T, a noticeable reduc-
tion in the boundary LDOS is observed, and at B = 40
T, the localization is completely destroyed. Therefore,
the pair annihilation is also detectable by LDOS, which
can be observed in STM experiments [57].

Destruction of topological nodal-line semimetallic
phase by spontaneous SUSY breaking.— Finally, we ap-
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ply our theory to topological nodal-line semimetals, with
a typical k · p model given by [58–60]

Hnl(k) = vxkxσ1 + t
[
r2 − (k2y + k2z)

]
σ2, (19)

which has the chiral symmetry S = σ3. Here, vz, t, and r
are model parameters. As shown in Fig. 3(a), the nodal
points form a ring with radius r.

Upon applying a magnetic field in the z-direction, the
supercharge is obtained by the replacement of Eq. (13)
in Hnl, namely,

Qnl = [−ivx∂x − iwkz (x)]⊗ σ+, (20)

where wkz
(x) = t

[
r2(kz)− x2/l4B

]
and r2(kz) = r2 − k2z .

Unlike previous cases, the SUSY potential wkz
(x) now

depends on kz. As shown in Fig. 3(b), within the nodal
ring (|kz| < r), the SUSY potential exhibits two zeros,
whereas no zeros are found outside the ring (|kz| > r).
Given that SUSY potential features two zeros within the
nodal ring region, the spectrum is gapped throughout
this region due to dynamical SUSY breaking. The full
spectrum is calculated in the SM [51].

Summary and discussion.— We have applied SUSY
QM, particularly its core concepts, to a wide range
of non-uniform topological semimetals possessing chiral
symmetry. We have uncovered the underlying mecha-
nism of a novel kind of gap opening in these materials as
dynamical SUSY breaking via the instanton effect, which
can be straightforwardly determined using our proposed
method. While we focus on topological semimetals, the
general framework can be extended to other topologi-
cal materials in chiral symmetry classes, which consti-
tute half of the ten classifications [61]. Our theory could
also find applications in systems where chiral-symmetric
models serve as effective descriptions, such as the chiral
approximation of twisted bilayer graphene [62, 63].
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