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We investigate the effects of magnetic fields on excitonic condensation in the extended Falicov-Kimball
model, which is a spinless two-orbital Hubbard model with orbital splitting. In lattice systems under mag-
netic fields up to several tens of teslas, Zeeman effects on electron spins have been extensively studied, while
the impact on orbital motion has often been considered negligible. However, the recent capability to generate
ultra-high magnetic fields exceeding 1000 T has renewed interest in understanding their influence on ordered
phases in correlated electron systems, beyond spin-related phenomena. To examine these effects, we incorporate
a magnetic field into the extended Falicov-Kimball model by introducing the Peierls phase into the transfer in-
tegrals, enabling the study of orbital motion. Using the Hartree-Fock approximation, we reveal a nonmonotonic
response of the excitonic order parameter to increasing magnetic fields. At sufficiently high fields, the excitonic
order is suppressed, resulting in a disordered insulating state characterized by partial occupation of the two
orbitals with nonzero Chern numbers. This state is distinct from a fully orbital-polarized configuration. Further-
more, our analysis of an excitonic supersolid phase, in which excitonic and orbital orders coexist, demonstrates
that orbital order remains robust under magnetic fields, while excitonic condensation is suppressed. These find-
ings provide insights into the interplay between orbital motion and magnetic fields in multi-orbital correlated
electron systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Magnetic fields are widely used as external fields to al-
ter the state of matter, similar to electric fields. In particu-
lar, in strongly correlated electron systems, various quantum
phases emerge under aapplied magnetic fields, which serve as
crucial parameters to control these phases. One of the most
well-known effects of magnetic fields is the Zeeman effect,
which splits energy levels according to the spin states of elec-
trons. By exploiting this effect, novel phenomena, such as
colossal magnetoresistance [1, 2] and multiferroics in transi-
tion metal compounds [3–8], have been extensively studied in
strongly correlated electron systems. Furthermore, magnetic
fields can induce exotic quantum states of matter in Mott in-
sulators, which are regarded as quantum spin systems. For
instance, a magnetization plateau attributed to quantum many-
body effects in frustrated quantum magnets [9–12] and Bose-
Einstein condensation of magnons induced by applied mag-
netic fields [13, 14] have been both predicted and observed
experimentally.

In addition to the Zeeman effect on electron spins, mag-
netic fields can also influence the orbital motion of electrons,
resulting in Landau quantization in free electron systems and
the emergence of integer quantum Hall effects. The Coulomb
interaction between electrons can give rise to more exotic phe-
nomena, such as fractional quantum Hall effects, due to the in-
terplay between electron correlations and magnetic fields [15].
This phenomenon can be understood through the Laughlin
wave function, which is associated with fractional quasiparti-
cle excitations [16–22]. These theoretical studies have primar-
ily been conducted on two-dimensional electron gases under
strong magnetic fields.

On the other hand, in lattice systems, a magnetic field, aris-
ing from spatial variations in the corresponding vector poten-
tial, induces fractal structures due to the mismatch between
the periodicity of the lattice and the vector potential. This
phenomenon is known as Hofstadter’s butterfly [23]. The ef-

fects of Coulomb interactions on Hofstadter’s butterfly spec-
tra have been investigated within the Hubbard model [24–27],
the Falicov-Kimball model, which is a spinless two-orbital
Hubbard model [28, 29], and the t-V model with intersite
interactions [30, 31]. It has been reported that introducing
Coulomb interactions causes the Hofstadter’s butterfly pat-
tern to become smeared, modulating the band gap and band-
width [24, 28, 32, 33]. Moreover, strong magnetic fields can
delocalize electrons, thereby weakening the effects of electron
correlations [26, 27]. However, the effects of magnetic fields
on symmetry-broken phases induced by electron correlations
remain less understood. This may be because the magnetic
field is often treated as a perturbation to electron correlations.
In lattice systems, the effects of magnetic fields with strengths
up to several teslas on orbital motion are considered negligi-
ble, in stark contrast to the effects of electric fields on charge
degrees of freedom.

Recently, ultra-high magnetic fields exceeding 1000 T have
been successfully generated, prompting further investigation
into the effects of magnetic fields on correlated electron sys-
tems [34]. By utilizing such strong magnetic fields, field-
induced phase transitions to spin-polarized states have been
examined in systems where spin degrees of freedom are
quenched due to the formation of molecular orbitals or the
full occupation of atomic orbitals. For example, it has been re-
ported that vanadium oxide VO2, which is an insulator at low
temperatures due to the dimerization of two V4+ atoms, under-
goes a metal-insulator transition to a spin-polarized metallic
state when a strong magnetic field of approximately 300 T
is applied [35, 36]. Furthermore, the perovskite cobaltite
LaCoO3 has been studied as a candidate material for field-
induced phase transitions. This is an archetypal compound
exhibiting a spin crossover, where the Co3+ ion in a high-
spin state (S = 2) at high temperatures changes to a low-spin
state (S = 0) at low temperatures [37, 38]. Applying a mag-
netic field to the low-spin state forces the spins to align along
the field direction. Recent studies have proposed that sponta-
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neously hybridized states of the low-spin state and high-spin
or intermediate-spin (S = 1) state are stabilized before reach-
ing the fully spin-polarized state under the application of an
ultra-high magnetic field up to 600 T [39–42]. These stud-
ies suggest that the magnetic field, through the Zeeman effect,
can induce novel quantum states of matter in systems with
quenched spin degrees of freedom.

Such ultra-high magnetic fields are expected to influence
not only the spin degrees of freedom but also the orbital mo-
tion of electrons. For instance, nearly half a century ago, it
was proposed that Bose condensation of excitons, which are
pairs consisting of an electron in the conduction band and a
hole in the valence band, could be induced by applying high
magnetic fields to semimetallic systems [43–46]. Since it
is triggered by Coulomb interactions between electrons and
holes, excitonic condensation is one of the spontaneously
symmetry-broken phases originating from electron correla-
tions [47]. The overlap between the Landau subbands of the
conduction and valence bands induced by a magnetic field
generally decreases with increasing magnetic field strength.
As a result, the magnetic field is expected to transform a
semimetal into a semiconductor and induce an excitonic in-
sulator, which is an insulating state associated with conden-
sation of excitons, near the phase boundary of the semimetal-
semiconductor transition. The alloy Bi1−xSbx, which has at-
tracted attention as a topological insulator [48–52], has been
anticipated to be a candidate material for this state; however,
experimental evidence for an excitonic insulator has yet to be
observed.

In recent years, candidate materials for excitonic insulators,
such as the quasi-one-dimensional compound Ta2NiSe5 [53–
56] and the transition metal dichalcogenides TiSe2 [57–59]
and WTe2 [60–62], have been proposed, with experimental
observations via angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy
indicating signatures of spontaneous band hybridization [53].
This development has sparked renewed interest in the study
of excitonic insulators. The spontaneous hybridization of dis-
tinct spin states in LaCoO3 can also be interpreted within
the framework of excitonic condensation, which may repre-
sent a type of magnetically induced excitonic condensation
driven by the Zeeman effect [63–69]. Reflecting these recent
findings, the possibility of excitonic condensation induced by
magnetic effects on the orbital motion of electrons is being
revisited for Bi1−xSbx [70], offering an alternative mechanism
to the magnetic field effect observed in LaCoO3. Therefore, it
is necessary to explore new quantum phenomena that emerge
under ultra-high magnetic fields, particularly from the per-
spective of spontaneously symmetry-broken phases originat-
ing from electronic correlations.

In this paper, we focus on the effects of the magnetic field
not on spin degrees of freedom but on the orbital motion of
electrons in correlated electron systems to clarify the stabil-
ity of excitonic condensation against magnetic fields. Specif-
ically, we study the extended Falicov-Kimball model, which
is a spinless two-orbital Hubbard model with orbital splitting
corresponding to a crystalline field, on a square lattice under
magnetic fields. We introduce a magnetic field by incorporat-
ing the Peierls phase into the transfer integrals of the model.

We employ the Hartree-Fock approximation to clarify the sta-
bility of symmetry-broken phases against magnetic fields. We
perform calculations on a large cluster to address the site-
dependent vector potential. We find that the order parame-
ter of excitonic condensation exhibits nonmonotonic behavior
with respect to the magnetic field, and the excitonic conden-
sation is suppressed and changes to the fully orbital-polarized
state under the application of a magnetic field. Similar behav-
ior is observed in the excitonic supersolid phase, where both
excitonic and orbital orders coexist; the excitonic order pa-
rameter becomes zero with an increasing magnetic field, while
the orbital order parameter remains nonzero. These results
suggest that the magnetic field significantly affects the stabil-
ity of excitonic condensation but has a weaker impact on or-
bital order. Moreover, when the parameter for the crystalline
field is sufficiently large, the magnetic field induces a disor-
dered insulating state, which is distinct from the fully orbital-
polarized state. In this disordered state, the two orbitals are
partially occupied and possess nonzero Chern numbers with
opposite signs. This state is supported not by the gap open-
ing due to electron correlations but by the gap between the
Landau levels induced by the magnetic field.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section,
we introduce the extended Falicov-Kimball model and the
method used in this study. In Sec. III, we present the results of
the magnetic-field effects on this model. Before showing the
magnetic-field dependence, the phase diagram of the extended
Falicov-Kimball model in the absence of magnetic fields is
presented in Sec. III A. In Sec. III B, we present results for the
magnetic-field effects on the excitonic condensation and the
excitonic supersolid phases. Section III C examines the origin
of the disordered insulating state induced by magnetic fields.
In Sec. IV, we discuss the implications of our results and the
perspectives for future studies. Finally, Sec. V is devoted to
the summary.

II. MODEL AND METHOD

In the present study, we focus on the half-filled extended
Falicov-Kimball model on a square lattice with a lattice con-
stant a. The Hamiltonian of this model is given by

H = −
∑
⟨i j⟩

(
td
i jd
†
i d j + t f

i j f †i f j + H.c.
)

+ U
∑

i

d†i di f †i fi + E f

∑
i

f †i fi, (1)

where d†i ( f †i ) is the creation operator for a spinless d ( f ) elec-
tron at site i, whose position is located on the xy plane and
represented as Ri = (Xi,Yi), where Xi/a and Yi/a are in-
tegers. The first term represents electron hopping between
nearest-neighbor sites ⟨i j⟩, with td

i j and t f
i j denoting the trans-

fer integrals for d and f electrons, respectively. The second
term describes the onsite Coulomb interaction between d and
f electrons with magnitude U, and the last term represents
the energy level of the f electrons with E f . In the absence
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic illustration of the extended Falicov-Kimball model. (b) Cluster including 2Nx sites under periodic boundary conditions
for the square lattice, on which the extended Falicov-Kimball model is defined. Black and white circles represent the A and B sublattices,
respectively. (c)–(g) Schematic illustrations of (c) the orbital order (OO), (d) the ferro-type excitonic condensation (EC), (e) the excitonic
supersolid (ESS), (f) the fully orbital-polarized (FP) state, and (g) the disordered (DO) insulating state. The two lines on the left and right sides
denote the two orbitals on the sites belonging to the A and B sublattices, respectively, and the size of the red objects represents the occupancy
of electrons.

of magnetic fields, td
i j and t f

i j do not depend on their site po-
sitions and are written as td and t f , respectively. A schematic
representation of the model is shown in Fig. 1(a).

Here, we examine the effects of a magnetic field on the ex-
tended Falicov-Kimball model. Since this model lacks spin
degrees of freedom, magnetic fields couple only with the or-
bital motion of electrons. We assume that the local angular
momentum is quenched for the d and f orbitals and is not gen-
erated through hybridization between them. An applied mag-
netic field thus modulates the intersite hopping of electrons.
This effect is incorporated by introducing the Peierls phase θi j

into the transfer integrals as td
i j = tdeiθi j and t f

i j = t f eiθi j . Using
the vector potential A, the Peierls phase is expressed as

θi j = −2πe
h

∫ Ri

R j

A · dl, (2)

where e > 0 represents the absolute value of the electron
charge and h denotes the Planck constant.

We apply a static and uniform magnetic field B = (0, 0, B)
to the system along the z direction. This magnetic field can
be represented by the spatially dependent vector potential
A = (0, Bx, 0), where we adopt the Landau gauge. With this
choice, the Peierls phase is given by θi j = 1 in the x direc-
tion and θi j = 2παXi/a in the y direction, where α = eBa2/h
represents the dimensionless magnetic flux.

To address the Coulomb interaction between the d and f
electrons in Eq. (1), we adopt the Hartree-Fock approxima-
tion. This term is decoupled as d†i di f †i fi → ⟨d†i di⟩ f †i fi +
d†i di⟨ f †i fi⟩−⟨d†i di⟩⟨ f †i fi⟩−⟨d†i fi⟩ f †i di−d†i fi⟨ f †i di⟩+⟨d†i fi⟩⟨ f †i di⟩.
After this decoupling, the Hamiltonian is expressed as a bilin-
ear form of fermionic operators, which we denote as HHF.

Using this Hamiltonian, we compute the average ⟨c†i c′i⟩ =
Tr[e−β(HHF−µNe)c†i c′i]/Z, where Z = Tr[e−β(HHF−µNe)], and c, c′ =
d or f . Here, Ne =

∑
i(d
†
i di+ f †i fi) represents the total fermion

number operator. The set of the local averages ⟨c†i c′i⟩, which
corresponds to mean fields, is determined self-consistently. In
the calculations, the chemical potential µ is chosen to satisfy
the half-filling condition ⟨Ne⟩ = N, where N denotes the num-
ber of sites.

In the absence of magnetic fields, we calculate the local av-
erage ⟨c†i c′i⟩ by applying Fourier transformations in both the
x and y directions under periodic boundary conditions. On
the other hand, in the presence of magnetic fields, the trans-
lational invariance by a along the x direction is lost because
the Peierls phase depends on Xi. To address this issue, we per-
form real-space calculations along the x direction while apply-
ing Fourier transformations along the y direction by introduc-
ing the wave number ky. We conduct numerical calculations
within a unit cell containing 2Nx sites, with Nx sites in the x
direction and 2 sites in the y direction, as shown in Fig. 1(b),
where the mean field ⟨c†i c′i⟩ on each site is determined inde-
pendently. We impose periodic boundary conditions as de-
picted in Fig. 1(b), and thus, the value of α in this system is
restricted to m/Nx, with m = 0, 1, 2, · · · ,Nx − 1. Moreover,
the effect of α on the system is equivalent to α+ l with l being
an integer, exhibiting periodicity. Since it has been confirmed
that the phases appearing in the model are independent of the
sign of the magnetic field, we restrict the range of α to be-
tween 0 and 1/2 in these calculations.

To identify the states realized in the Falicov-Kimball
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model, we introduce the following order parameters:

τl
F =

1
N

∑
i

⟨c†i σlci⟩, (3)

and

τl
AF =

1
N

∑
i

(−1)i⟨c†i σlci⟩, (4)

where σl with l = x, y, z is the l component of the Pauli matri-
ces, c†i = (d†i , f †i ) is a two-component vector, and (−1)i takes
the value of +1 (−1) for i belonging to the A (B) sublattice as
shown in Fig. 1(b). Here, τz

AF is an order parameter for the
staggered-type orbital order presented in Fig. 1(c), whereas a
nonzero τz

F does not indicate symmetry breaking for E f , 0.
On the other hand, τx

F/AF and τy
F/AF represent spontaneous hy-

bridization between the d and f orbitals since there is no inter-
orbital hopping in Eq. (1). Thus, τx

F and τy
F (τx

AF and τy
AF) are

regarded as order parameters for ferro-type (antiferro-type)
excitonic condensation, whose phase exhibits uniform (alter-
nating) alignment. The ferro-type excitonic condensation is
schematically shown in Fig. 1(d). Note that the Hamiltonian
commutes with the operator

∑
i( f †i fi − d†i di), which preserves

U(1) symmetry. This symmetry suggests degeneracy on the
plane of τx and τy. We also introduce the following two quan-
tities:

nF =
1
N

∑
i

⟨d†i di + f †i fi⟩, (5)

and

nAF =
1
N

∑
i

(−1)i⟨d†i di + f †i fi⟩, (6)

where we choose the chemical potential so as to impose nF =

1 under the half-filling condition, and nAF is the staggered-
type charge order parameter.

III. RESULT

A. Phase diagram without magnetic fields

Before presenting magnetic-field effects on the Falicov-
Kimball model, we review the properties of this model in the
absence of magnetic fields, as obtained by previous studies.
Figure 2 shows the phase diagram on the E f -t f plane obtained
using the Hartree-Fock approximation for the two-sublattice
system with U/td = 2 [71]. The calculations are performed
with a discretization of momenta into 128 × 128 points. The
phase diagram consists of four distinct phases. In the region of
small E f , the staggered orbital order, labeled as OO, is found
and is schematically depicted in Fig. 1(c). This phase is char-
acterized by a nonzero τz

AF, while the excitonic order parame-
ters τx and τy remain zero. Conversely, in the region of large
E f , the fully orbital-polarized (FP) phase with τz

F = 1, shown
schematically in Fig. 1(f), trivially appears. Between the OO

0 2 4 6
E f /td

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

−t
f/

t d

U/td = 2.0, α = 0

OO

EC

ESS

FP

FIG. 2. Phase diagram of the extended Falicov-Kimball model on
the E f -t f plane at U/td = 2 in the absence of magnetic fields, which
replicates the results in Ref. [71]. The colored areas represent distinct
phases characterized by the local states shown in Fig. 1(c)–1(f). The
dashed line indicates the value of t f used in Fig. 3(a), and the dashed-
dotted line represents the value of t f used in Fig. 3(b).

and FP phases, two distinct excitonic phases are identified.
One of these is the phase exhibiting uniform excitonic conden-
sation, which we refer to as EC. This phase is characterized by
a nonzero τx

F or τy
F, as shown schematically in Fig. 1(d). Note

that the emergence of uniform excitonic condensation is at-
tributed to a direct gap system with t f /td < 0. The other phase
is the excitonic supersolid (ESS), where both excitonic and
orbital orders coexist [see Fig. 1(e)]. As expected, this phase
appears between the OO and EC phases and is stabilized when
the amplitude of f -orbital hopping is small.

B. Magnetic-field effect on EC and ESS phases

Here, we examine the magnetic-field effects on the Falicov-
Kimball model. The following calculations are performed for
a cluster with Nx = 120, and the Coulomb interaction is set
to U/td = 2, similar to the case without a magnetic field
shown in Fig. 2. Note that the cluster size dependence is suffi-
ciently small, as discussed in Appendix A. Figure 3(a) shows
the magnetic-field phase diagram for t f /td = −0.08. We find
that the EC phase becomes destabilized when the magnetic
field is applied, and the region of the FP phase expands. To
clarify the origin of this behavior, we focus on the α depen-
dence at E f /td = 1.7. Figure 4 presents the order parameters
and the density of states (DOS) D(ε) as functions of α. As
demonstrated in the previous section, since the Hamiltonian
possesses U(1) symmetry, we choose order parameter of exci-
tonic condensation such that only the τx component is nonzero
and τy is zero. As shown in Fig. 4(a), the excitonic order pa-
rameter τx

F is nonzero in the EC phase but continuously ap-
proaches zero at the critical point, indicating a transition to
another phase. In the high-field phase, Fig. 4(b) shows τz

F = 1,
which indicates that all electrons occupy the d orbital; hence,
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FIG. 3. Magnetic-field phase diagram of the extended Falicov-
Kimball model on the E f -α plane at (a) t f /td = −0.08 and (b)
t f /td = −0.4. The dashed and dashed-dotted lines in panel (a) in-
dicate the values of E f used in Figs. 4 and 5, respectively. In panel
(b), the data for α = 0.5 are obtained using calculations with a four-
sublattice system. The dashed line in panel (b) represents the value
of E f used in Fig. 6.

we term this phase the fully orbital-polarized (FP) phase. Fig-
ure 4(c) shows the charge order parameters. In both the EC
and FP phases, nAF is zero, suggesting no charge dispropor-
tionation.

We also present the magnetic-field dependence of the total
DOS D(ε) in Fig. 4(d), which is defined such that

∫
D(ε)dε =

2, and the Fermi level is set to zero. In this figure, two distinct
structures are observed: a broad band structure at lower en-
ergy and a sharp, narrow band at higher energy. To identify the
origin of these structures, we present the partial DOS Dd(ε)
and D f (ε) for the d and f orbitals in Figs. 4(e) and 4(g), re-
spectively. Note that Dd(ε) + D f (ε) = D(ε) is satisfied. These
figures clearly show that the lower energy structure originates
from the d orbital, while the higher energy structure originates
from the f orbital. Moreover, in the region of small α, while
an energy gap exists at the Fermi energy, both Dd(ε) and D f (ε)
remain nonzero near this energy. The DOS is zero at the Fermi
energy, but it is finite for both Dd(ε) and D f (ε) in the regions
slightly above and below it. This suggests the presence of a

0.0

0.5

1.0

τ
x

(a)
t f /td = −0.080, E f /td = 1.700

|τx
F||τx
AF|

0.0
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1.0

τz

(b)
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AF|

0.0
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n

(c)

nF
|nAF|
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D
(ε

)

0.00
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D
f(
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0.25
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0.75

1.00

D
d(
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FIG. 4. Magnetic-field dependence of (a) the excitonic order pa-
rameters τx

F and τx
AF, (b) orbital order parameter τz

AF in addition to τz
F,

(c) charge order parameter nAF in addition to nF, (d) DOS D(ε), (e)
partial DOS Dd(ε) for the d orbital, and (g) D f (ε) for the f orbital at
t f /td = −0.08 and E f /td = 1.7. Panels (f) and (h) display enlarged
views of the DOS near the Fermi energy for the d and f orbitals,
respectively. In panels (d)–(f), the Fermi level is set to zero. The
noninteracting d- ( f -)electron DOS is also shown in panel (f) [(h)].

hybridization gap in the low-field region, corresponding to the
excitonic condensation.

To observe the hybridization gap more clearly, we also
present the DOS for the noninteracting d and f electrons.
Enlarged views of Dd(ε) and D f (ε) near the Fermi level are
shown in Figs. 4(f) and 4(h), respectively. Here, the α-
dependent chemical potentials for plotting the noninteracting
DOS are estimated from the center of the weight in Dd(ε) and
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D f (ε) for a fixed α. We have confirmed that the overall struc-
ture of Dd(ε) overlaps with the noninteracting DOS, but devi-
ations are observed near the Fermi level in the region of the
EC phase. Due to the small magnitude of |t f /td |, such struc-
tures are difficult to detect in the f orbital; however, the weight
of D f (ε) slightly below the Fermi energy is likely caused by
hybridization with the d orbital, because the weights of both
D f (ε) and Dd(ε) are nonzero around ε/td = −0.1, as shown in
Figs. 4(f) and 4(h).

As shown in Fig. 4(f), the noninteracting DOS exhibits
structures composed of lines in the small α region, which are
attributed to Landau quantization. The second-highest Landau
level intersects the Fermi level at α ≃ 0.04, while the highest
Landau level intersects it at α ≃ 0.18, as depicted in Fig. 4(f).
In these regions, the spontaneous hybridization between the
d and f orbitals is promoted by the mixing of Landau lev-
els, leading to excitonic condensation. Conversely, in the case
where 0.04 ≲ α ≲ 0.18, the Fermi energy lies between the
highest and second-highest Landau levels, and the excitonic
order parameter is suppressed. This observation aligns with
the nonmonotonic behavior of τx, where a dip appears around
α ≃ 0.09 in Fig. 4(a).

We also find that near the critical point, τx begins to de-
crease, while the gap continues to increase. This behavior can
be attributed to the reduction in bandwidth with the increase
in α, as observed in the Hofstadter’s butterfly pattern. Due to
the reduction in bandwidth for both d and f orbitals, the gap
across the Fermi level can be enhanced by applying magnetic
fields without spontaneous hybridization between the orbitals.
This mechanism suppresses the excitonic order parameter and
transitions the EC phase into the FP phase. The expansion of
the FP phase in the phase diagram on the E f -α plane, as shown
in Fig. 3(a), can also be explained by these considerations.

Next, we focus on the low-E f region, where the OO and
ESS phases emerge, as shown in Fig. 3(a). We find that the
ESS phase becomes destabilized by applying the magnetic
field and changes into the OO phase. To analyze the transi-
tion between these phases in more detail, we present the α
dependence of the order parameters at E f = 0.6 in Fig. 5.
Both ferro- and antiferro-type excitonic order parameters are
nonzero in the ESS phase and exhibit similar α dependence,
as illustrated in Fig. 5(a). With a further increase in α, these
excitonic order parameters continuously approach zero at the
boundary with the OO phase. Moreover, Fig. 5(b) indicates
that τz

AF remains nonzero in both the ESS and OO phases.
These parameters exhibit nonmonotonic behavior as a func-
tion of α. In particular, τx shows a dip around α = 0.24.
Figure 5(c) illustrates the α dependence of nAF, which signi-
fies the presence of charge disproportionation in both the ESS
and OO phases. This behavior arises from the inequivalence
of the two orbitals induced by the nonzero E f , as previously
discussed in the two-orbital Hubbard model with a crystalline
field [69].

To understand the origin of the nonmonotonic behavior of
the excitonic order parameters, we examine the α dependence
of the DOS. As shown in Fig. 5(d), there are two band gaps
at α = 0. In the sharp peaks around ε/td = ±0.6, both Dd(ε)
and D f (ε) are nonzero, as shown in Fig. 5(e) and 5(g). As
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FIG. 5. Corresponding plot to Fig. 4 at t f /td = −0.08 and E f /td =

0.6.

presented in Fig. 5(h), the noninteracting f -electron DOS is
located between the two structures of D f (ε). This suggests
that the gap opening arising from the Coulomb interaction is
not primarily due to the spontaneous hybridization between
the d and f orbitals but instead attributed to the formation of
a staggered-type orbital ordering. The above interpretation is
also supported by the fact that such a feature in D f (ε) is main-
tained in the region of the OO phase in addition to the ESS
phase. The difference between the ESS and OO phases is the
presence of excitonic condensation. We focus on the isolated
band around ε/td = −0.6 in Dd(ε), as shown in Fig. 5(e) and
its enlarged view near the Fermi energy, Fig. 5(f). In the ESS
phase, D f (ε) is also nonzero in this energy region, as shown in
Fig. 5(h), suggesting the presence of spontaneous hybridiza-
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tion between the d and f orbitals. As α increases, the d orbital
contribution to the isolated band around ε/td = −0.6 weakens,
with the weight diminishing around α = 0.24 and vanishing
near α = 0.36, which resembles the nonmonotonic behavior
of τx.

Here, we focus on the low-energy region of Dd(ε), as shown
in Figs. 5(f). Under the application of a magnetic field, Lan-
dau quantization occurs. We observe that the suppression of
Dd(ε) for the isolated band with ε ∼ −0.6 around α = 0.23
occurs in the region where the Fermi energy lies within the
gap between the second- and third-highest Landau levels for
the noninteracting d-electron DOS. Additionally, the excitonic
order appears to vanish in the region where the Fermi energy
lies within the gap between the highest and second-highest
Landau levels for the noninteracting d-electron DOS. These
findings suggest that excitonic condensation is promoted by
the mixing of Landau levels between the d and f orbitals and
suppressed by the gap opening between Landau levels, result-
ing in the nonmonotonic behavior of the excitonic order pa-
rameter. Similar phenomena have been discussed as the origin
of the quantum oscillations observed in candidate materials
for topological Kondo insulators [72, 73] and WTe2, which is
a candidate for excitonic insulators [74–77].

On the other hand, the antiferro-type orbital order is not
destabilized by applying a magnetic field, in contrast to the ex-
citonic order. This characteristic can be observed in Fig. 3(a),
where the phase boundary on the left side of the EC phase
remains almost independent of α. These results suggest that
the orbital order is unaffected by the magnetic field, likely be-
cause the local orbital angular momentum is not taken into
account. When considering orbitals with atomic orbital angu-
lar momentum, it is anticipated that the phase boundary may
depend on the magnetic field due to the Zeeman effect. In
this scenario, as the Zeeman effect mixes real orbitals, such a
magnetic field might suppress the orbital order [69].

C. Magnetic-field induced disorder phase

In the previous section, we examined the case with small
|t f | compared to td, where the ESS phase appears between the
OO and EC phases. In this section, we focus on the case with
a larger |t f |. As shown in Fig. 2, increasing |t f | suppresses the
ESS phase and stabilizes the EC phase due to the significant
overlap between the two orbitals. Here, we set the parameter
as t f /td = −0.4. The magnetic-field phase diagram obtained
in the present calculations is given in Fig. 3(b). We identify a
disordered (OD) phase, where the indicators of the symmetry
breakings corresponding to excitonic condensation and orbital
and charge orders and are zero. Such a disordered phase does
not appear in the cases with α = 0 and α = 0.5. Note that
in the latter case, known as the π-flux state, linear dispersions
appear with point nodes, hindering the convergence of phys-
ical quantities for Nx. In Fig. 3(b), to reduce the slow con-
vergence, calculations with α = 0.5 are performed separately
in the four-sublattice system where the wavenumber sum was
taken as 128 × 128 in both the x and y directions. The phase
diagram at α = 0.5 on the E f -t f plane, similar to Fig. 2, is pro-
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FIG. 6. Corresponding plot to Fig. 4 at t f /td = −0.4 and E f /td = 1.4.

vided in Appendix B and Fig. 8. Importantly, the disordered
phase found in Fig. 3(b) does not appear in this phase diagram
at α = 0.5.

To clarify the origin of the DO phase, we examine the
magnetic-field dependence of the order parameters and DOS.
Figure 6(a) displays the excitonic order parameters at E f =

1.4, as indicated by the dashed line in Fig. 3(b). As illustrated
in this figure, τx

AF is always zero. In contrast, τx
F oscillates as

α increases in the small α region and continuously approaches
zero. In the phase where τx

F = 0, both τz
AF and nAF are also

zero, as depicted in Figs. 6(b) and 6(c), indicating the absence
of orbital and charge orders in addition to excitonic conden-
sation. We observe a revival of the excitonic order parameter
τx

F above α ≃ 0.35. As presented in Fig. 6(d), a gap persists
at the Fermi level for all values of α, indicating that the DO
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phase is insulating.
The oscillating behavior of τx

F in the EC phase is attributed
to the same cause as the nonmonotonic α dependence of
τx

F, which arises from Landau quantization as discussed in
Sec. III B. Figures 6(e) and 6(g) show the DOS for the d and
f orbitals, respectively, while Figs. 6(f) and 6(h) provide en-
larged views of the regions around the Fermi level. The dip
of τx

F around α ≃ 0.1 is related to the Fermi energy being lo-
cated between the second-highest (second-lowest) and third-
highest (third-lowest) Landau levels for the noninteracting d-
( f -)electron DOS. In addition, the broad peak structure of τx

F
around α ≃ 0.15 is attributed to the second-highest (second-
lowest) Landau level crossing the Fermi level, which enhances
excitonic condensation due to spontaneous hybridization be-
tween the two orbitals. Further increases in α result in the
narrowing of the bandwidths, causing the Fermi energy to
lie between the highest (lowest) and second-highest (second-
lowest) Landau levels for the noninteracting d- ( f -)electron
DOS. Since these gaps are largest for the corresponding or-
bitals, they strongly suppress excitonic condensation, result-
ing in the realization of the DO phase. In the DO phase, all
electrons (holes) in the f (d) orbital occupy the lowest (high-
est) Landau level, corresponding to quantum-limit states. We
have confirmed that the Chern numbers of the d and f orbitals
are ±1 with opposite signs.

As α increases further, the excitonic order parameter is re-
vived at α ∼ 0.35, as shown in Fig. 6(a). At this strength
of the magnetic field, the Landau levels become smeared due
to the fractal structure inherent to the Hofstadter’s butterfly
bands, as presented in Figs. 6(e)–6(h). The increase in the
bandwidths enhances the spontaneous mixing between the d
and f orbitals. This mechanism stabilizes excitonic conden-
sation, which is considered to be the origin of the reentrant
behavior of the EC phase. Therefore, we conclude that the
reentrant behavior of the EC phase is a characteristic feature
of lattice systems.

IV. DISCUSSION

Here, we discuss the possibilities of realizing the magnetic-
field-induced quantum phenomena obtained in the present
study, as well as perspectives for future research. We can
estimate the magnitude of the magnetic fields with α = 1,
corresponding to h/ea2 ∼ 104 T, when the area of a unit cell
perpendicular to an applied magnetic field is assumed to be
a2 ∼ 10 Å, which is a typical scale for transition-metal com-
pounds, although our study does not focus on specific materi-
als. As presented in Fig. 3, the DO phase and the reentrant be-
havior of the EC phase are observed up to α ∼ 0.1 in the case
of a larger E f in the extended Falicov-Kimball model. Thus,
we expect that the ultra-high magnetic field of 103 T, which is
currently achievable experimentally, can facilitate the exam-
ination of magnetic-field-induced quantum phenomena origi-
nating from Landau-level formations and the Hofstadter’s but-
terfly structure characteristic of lattice systems.

In the present calculations, Coulomb interactions are
treated within the HF approximation. In the case of strong

Coulomb interactions, quantum many-body effects are ex-
pected to play a crucial role. To incorporate these effects,
real-space dynamical mean-field theory can be applied. This
approach has been employed to investigate Mott transitions in
the Falicov-Kimball model under strong magnetic fields [28]
and quantum oscillations in Kondo insulators [73]. Further-
more, considering other magnetic-field effects, such as the
Zeeman effect, is essential when spin degrees of freedom are
present, although these are neglected in the current study.
These aspects represent an important future direction for the
study of magnetic-field-induced quantum phenomena in cor-
related electron systems.

In addition to neglecting spin degrees of freedom, we have
simplified the lattice structure to a two-dimensional square
lattice. In real materials, the lattice structure is more com-
plicated, and the interplay between the lattice structure and
magnetic fields can give rise to various quantum phenom-
ena. For instance, the energy bands of real materials typi-
cally lack particle-hole symmetry, whereas the present setup
assumes a particle-hole symmetric band structure. In the ab-
sence of particle-hole symmetry, the Landau levels are asym-
metrically occupied by electrons and holes, potentially lead-
ing to quantum states distinct from the DO phase identified in
the present study. The simplest system without particle-hole
symmetry is a triangular lattice, where geometrical frustration
effects on orbital or spin orderings can be expected. In such
a scenario, larger magnetic unit cells are required to capture
ordered states with long periodicity. This challenge may be
overcome by selecting an appropriate Peierls phase to reduce
the magnetic unit cell [78].

We also note that strong magnetic fields can induce effects
on electronic systems beyond those introduced through the in-
corporation of Peierls phases. For example, a method to incor-
porate both the Zeeman and Paschen-Back effects has been
proposed by developing a nonperturbative theory for address-
ing magnetic fields [79, 80]. Moreover, it has been pointed
out that the spatial dependence of the vector potential affects
the orthogonality of Wannier functions, which can also influ-
ence electronic properties beyond contributions from Peierls
phases [81]. These effects may be crucial for understanding
the electronic properties of correlated electron systems under
strong magnetic fields, and they should be considered in fu-
ture studies.

V. SUMMARY

In summary, we have investigated the magnetic-field effects
on the Falicov-Kimball model, which describes spinless elec-
trons in two orbitals with onsite Coulomb interactions, focus-
ing on excitonic condensation in addition to orbital and charge
orders. To address the magnetic-field effects on this model,
we incorporated the Peierls phase into the hopping terms in
the Hamiltonian. Using the Hartree-Fock approximation, we
examined the ordered phases in the magnetic phase diagram.
We found an oscillating behavior of the excitonic order pa-
rameter when applying a magnetic field. This oscillation is
attributed to Landau quantization, which facilitates excitonic
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condensation when the Landau levels cross the Fermi energy,
resulting in spontaneous hybridization between the two or-
bitals due to the Coulomb interaction. Further increases in
the magnetic field suppress the excitonic order, leading to the
emergence of a disordered insulating state. This disordered
state is characterized by the occupation of the lowest (high-
est) Landau levels of the electron (hole) band, corresponding
to the quantum-limit states. In this state, each orbital pos-
sesses nonzero Chern numbers with opposite signs, which is
distinct from a fully orbital-polarized state. In the higher mag-
netic field region, the excitonic order parameter reemerges, in-
dicating the reentrant behavior of excitonic condensation. We
revealed that this behavior is attributed to the fractal structure
of Hofstadter’s butterfly bands, which are intrinsic to lattice
systems under magnetic fields. We also demonstrated that, al-
though the magnetic field suppresses excitonic condensation,
it does not significantly affect the stability of orbital orders,
as shown by examining the effects of the magnetic field on an
excitonic supersolid phase.
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Appendix A: Cluster size dependence

In this appendix, we examine the cluster size dependence
of the order parameters. Figure 7 shows the α dependence of
the order parameter |τx

F| for different cluster sizes under the
parameters analyzed in Figs. 4, 5, and 6. The order parame-
ter remains nearly unchanged for the cluster sizes presented
in Fig. 7, suggesting that calculations with Nx = 120 are suf-
ficiently converged.

Appendix B: Phase diagram for π-flux state

In this appendix, we discuss the properties of the Falicov-
Kimball model at α = 0.5, corresponding to the π-flux state.
We perform four-sublattice calculations, where the number of
discretized momenta is 128 × 128. Figure 8 shows the phase
diagram on the E f -t f plane at α = 0.5. The overall structure is
similar to that without a magnetic field, as presented in Fig. 2,
but the regions of the OO and ESS phases are significantly
reduced. It is noteworthy that the disordered phase does not
appear even at α = 0.5.
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