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Flat surface state with octupole moment in an eg orbital system

on a simple cubic lattice
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A tight-binding model for eg orbitals on a simple cubic lattice with finite thickness is investigated.
The hopping integrals for nearest-neighboring sites are considered. We examine the electronic band
structures for systems with (001), (110), and (111) surfaces. Electronic states well localized around
the surfaces are found for the (110) and (111) surfaces. In particular, the surface state is flat and
extends in the entire Brillouin zone for the (111) surface, provided the bulk band projected onto the
surface Brillouin zone is gapped. We also find that these surface states possess octupole moments
in both the (110) and (111) surface cases.

I. INTRODUCTION

Topological semimetals are distinguished by the topo-
logical protection of band degeneracies, which can occur
at discrete points, known as Dirac or Weyl points [1–4],
or along continuous lines, referred to as topological nodal
lines [5–7]. These materials have attracted considerable
attention due to their unique and fascinating physical
properties.

Achieving such topological features requires at least
two electronic bands. In systems with two atomic sites
per unit cell, such as honeycomb and diamond lattices,
this condition is naturally met, leading to the presence
of Dirac points [1, 2] and nodal lines [8], respectively.
Another approach involves leveraging the spin degrees of
freedom. For example, Rashba spin-orbit coupling [9] can
lift the spin degeneracy of a band, except at specific k

points where time-reversal symmetry ensures degeneracy,
resulting in Weyl points [10].

Another possibility is to use the orbital degrees of
freedom. We examine the eg orbitals of d electrons as
a prototypical example of two-orbital systems. Indeed,
Dirac points have been investigated in two-dimensional
eg orbital systems [11–14]. In particular, in our previous
study [14], we found edge states in an eg orbital model on
a square lattice, similar to the single-orbital honeycomb
lattice model [15]. The edge state in the eg orbital model
possesses an octupole moment.

Here, we extend the eg orbital model to a three-
dimensional system, specifically on a simple cubic lattice.
We find topological nodal lines in this model. In the pres-
ence of such topological nodal lines, surface states are
expected [5–7]. For example, in a single-orbital tight-
binding model on a diamond lattice, a flat surface state
appears on the (111) surface [16, 17]. In our model, we
find flat surface states in the entire Brillouin zone for the
(111) surface as long as the bulk band projected onto the
surface Brillouin zone is gapped. This contrasts with the
single-orbital model on a diamond lattice, where the flat
surface state appears only in a part of the surface Bril-
louin zone. Additionally, the surface state in our model
possesses an octupole moment.

II. MODEL

In this paper, we omit considerations of a magnetic
field and magnetic ordering. Consequently, we can disre-
gard the spin degrees of freedom and reduce our model
to a spinless one. The Hamiltonian for a simple cubic
lattice with nearest-neighbor hopping is given by

H =
∑

ττ ′

c†
kτ ǫττ ′(k)ckτ ′ , (1)

where ckτ is the annihilation operator for an electron
with momentum k and orbital τ . Here, τ = 1 corre-
sponds to the x2 − y2 orbital and τ = 2 corresponds to
the 3z2 − r2 orbital. The matrix elements of the Hamil-
tonian are given by [18, 19]

ǫ11(k) =
1

2
[3(ddσ) + (ddδ)](cx + cy) + 2(ddδ)cz , (2)

ǫ22(k) =
1

2
[(ddσ) + 3(ddδ)](cx + cy) + 2(ddσ)cz , (3)

ǫ12(k) = ǫ21(k) = −
√
3

2
[(ddσ) − (ddδ)](cx − cy), (4)

where cµ = cos kµa with µ = x, y, or z, and a is the lattice
constant. (ddσ) and (ddδ) represent the two-center inte-
grals [20]. This model can be adapted to Γ8 orbitals of f
electrons by substituting (ddσ) with [3(ffσ)+4(ffπ)]/7
and (ddδ) with [(ffπ)+5(ffδ)+15(ffφ)]/21. Since the
model is for two orbitals, the matrix ǫ(k) can be ex-
pressed using the Pauli matrices:

ǫ(k) =
1

2
[ǫ11(k) + ǫ22(k)]σ

0

+
1

2
[ǫ11(k)− ǫ22(k)]σ

z + ǫ12(k)σ
x

= h0(k)σ
0 + hx(k)σ

x + hz(k)σ
z ,

(5)

where σµ denotes the µ component of the Pauli matrix,
and σ0 is the identity matrix. The coefficients are given
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by:

h0(k) = [ǫ11(k) + ǫ22(k)]/2

= [(ddσ) + (ddδ)](cx + cy + cz)

= 2t1(cx + cy + cz),

(6)

hx(k) = ǫ12(k) = ǫ21(k)

= −
√
3

2
[(ddσ)− (ddδ)](cx − cy)

= −
√
3t2(cx − cy),

(7)

hz(k) = [ǫ11(k)− ǫ22(k)]/2

=
1

2
[(ddσ) − (ddδ)](cx + cy − 2cz)

= t2(cx + cy − 2cz).

(8)

We define the parameters:

t1 = [(ddσ) + (ddδ)]/2, (9)

t2 = [(ddσ) − (ddδ)]/2, (10)

and assume t1 ≥ 0 and t2 ≥ 0 without loss of generality.
Thus, we parametrize them as

t1 = t cosα, (11)

t2 = t sinα, (12)

with t > 0 and 0 ≤ α ≤ π/2.
This model has been studied across various contexts

with different values of α. For α = 0 [t2 = 0, (ddδ) =
(ddσ), see Fig. 1(a)], the potential for anisotropic super-
conducting pairing arising from the orbital anisotropy of
eg orbitals has been explored [21]. Such anisotropic su-
perconductivity has been investigated in the f -electron
system PrT2X20 (where T is a transition metal and X is
Zn or Al) [22–25]. For α = π/4 [t1 = t2, (ddδ) = 0], the
model has been applied to perovskite manganites [26]
and to the Γ8 orbitals of f electrons, considering only
(ffσ) [22–25, 27–34]. An effective Hamiltonian in the
strong coupling limit is derived from this model, and
frustration arising from the orbital anisotropy is dis-
cussed [35–39]. A similar frustrated model is known as
the Kitaev model, which has been the subject of exten-
sive study [40, 41]. In the two-dimensional version of
the model for α = π/2 [t1 = 0, (ddδ) = −(ddσ), see
Fig. 1(d)] near half filling, pocket Fermi surfaces appear
around (±π/2,±π/2). If a superconducting pair consists
of electrons on the same Fermi pocket, the superconduct-
ing pair will possess a finite total momentum (π, π), akin
to the Fulde-Ferrell-Larkin-Ovchinnikov state [42, 43],
even in the absence of a magnetic field, resembling the
η-pairing state [44]. This possibility has been examined
in Refs. [18, 19].
The energy dispersion of the model is given by

E(k) = h0(k)±
√

h2
x(k) + h2

z(k)

= h0(k)± h(k).
(13)

Note that hybridization between the x2 − y2 and 3z2 −
r2 orbitals is prohibited on the kx = ky plane due to
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FIG. 1. Energy dispersion along symmetric directions for
(a) α = 0, (b) α = 0.2π, (c) α = 0.4π, and (d) α = 0.5π.
The high-symmetry points are Γ = (0, 0, 0), X = (π/a, 0, 0),
M = (π/a, π/a, 0), and R = (π/a, π/a, π/a).

mirror symmetry [11, 12]. Additionally, these orbitals are
degenerate along the kx = ky = kz line. Consequently,
the two bands intersect along this and equivalent lines,
(kx, ky, kz) ‖ (±1,±1,±1). These lines are topological
nodal lines.
In Fig. 1, we show the energy dispersion for some values

of α. The two bands are degenerate along the nodal line
(Γ–R line). The bandwidth W varies non-monotonically

with α: W = 12t at α = 0 [Fig. 1(a)], W = 6
√
2t at

α = 0.25π, W = 4
√
5t at α = tan−1 2 = 0.3524π, and

W = 8t at α = 0.5π [Fig. 1(d)].
We can define the winding number w of the normal-

ized two-component vector field ĥ(k) = h(k)/h(k) =

[hx(k), hz(k)]/h(k) = [ĥx(k), ĥz(k)] as follows,

w =

∮

C

dk

2π
·
[

ĥx(k)∇ĥz(k)− ĥz(k)∇ĥx(k)
]

, (14)

where C is a closed loop. For a loop encircling the nodal
line (0, 0, 0)–(axπ/a, ayπ/a, azπ/a) with ax, ay, az = ±1,
we obtain w = −axayaz.
In a model with finite thickness, i.e., with two paral-

lel surfaces, we define the momentum k‖ parallel to the
surfaces. When k‖ is fixed at a certain value, the system
can be regarded as a one-dimensional system along the
direction perpendicular to the surfaces. We denote the
lattice constant of this one-dimensional model as ã. The
momentum k⊥ of this one-dimensional system is defined
in the limit of infinite thickness. The winding number
w(k‖) for the one-dimensional system is then given by

w(k‖) =

∫ 2π/ã

0

dk⊥
2π

[

ĥx(k)
∂

∂k⊥
ĥz(k)− ĥz(k)

∂

∂k⊥
ĥx(k)

]

.

(15)
The multipole operators at site (i, r‖) are defined as

σ̂µ(i, r‖) =
∑

ττ ′

c†ir‖τ
σµ
ττ ′cir‖τ ′ , (16)
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FIG. 2. Energy dispersion for a system with (001) surfaces
along symmetric directions for (a) α = 0, (b) α = 0.2π, (c)
α = 0.4π, and (d) α = 0.5π. The high-symmetry points are
Γ = (0, 0), X = (π/a, 0), and M = (π/a, π/a). The number
of layers perpendicular to the surfaces is Lz = 31.

where r‖ is the position vector parallel to the surfaces, i
denotes the position perpendicular to the surfaces, cir‖τ

is the annihilation operator of the electron at site (i, r‖)
with orbital τ , and µ = 0, x, y, or z. The multipole
operator at position i is given by

σ̂µ(i) =
∑

r‖

σ̂µ(i, r‖)

=
∑

k‖ττ ′

c†ik‖τ
σµ
ττ ′cik‖τ ′

=
∑

k‖

σ̂µ(i,k‖),

(17)

where cik‖τ is the Fourier transform of cir‖τ parallel to
the surfaces. The zeroth component is the charge op-
erator Q̂(i) = σ̂0(i), the z and x components are the

quadrupole operators Ô20(i) = σ̂z(i) and Ô22(i) = σ̂x(i),
respectively, and the y component is the octupole oper-
ator T̂xyz(i) = σ̂y(i) [45, 46].

III. (001) SURFACE

For the (001) surface case, k‖ = (kx, ky) and k⊥ = kz.
The lattice constant in the direction perpendicular to the
surfaces is ã = a. We find w(k‖) = 0 in the entire surface
Brillouin zone.

In Fig. 2, we show the energy dispersion for a lattice
with a finite thickness of ãLz, where Lz = 31. As ex-
pected from w(k‖) = 0, we observe no surface states
isolated from the bulk states.
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π 0 π
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√2a √2a

k
z

k′y

+1

+1

−1

−1

FIG. 3. Winding number w(k‖) in the first Brillouin zone
for a system with (110) surfaces. The winding number w(k‖)
is zero in the non-shaded areas.

IV. (110) SURFACE

For the (110) surface case, the lattice constant in the

direction perpendicular to the surfaces is ã = a/
√
2. We

define k‖ = (k′y, kz) and k⊥ = k′x, where k′y is the mo-
mentum parallel to the surfaces and perpendicular to the
z axis, and k′x is the momentum perpendicular to the sur-
faces. The vector h(k) is expressed by using these mo-

menta: hx(k) = −2
√
3t2 sin(k

′
xa/

√
2) sin(k′ya/

√
2) and

hz(k) = 2t2[cos(k
′
xa/

√
2) cos(k′ya/

√
2)− cz].

In Fig. 3, we show the winding number w(k‖) in the
surface Brillouin zone. In the region where w(k‖) 6= 0,
we expect a surface state, provided that the bulk band
projected onto the surface Brillouin zone is gapped.

In Fig. 4, we show the energy band for a lattice with
a finite thickness ãLx′ with Lx′ = 31. For α = 0, all
the bands are degenerate for k′y = π/

√
2a. For α <

tan−1 2 = 0.3524π, the bulk band gap is closed in the
region where w(k‖) 6= 0. For α > tan−1 2, the bulk band
gap opens except on the lines where w(k‖) changes. For

α > tan−1 2, we observe surface states isolated from the
bulk band in parts of S–Γ and X–Y lines, as shown in
Figs. 4(c) and 4(d). The appearance of the surface states
is in accord with the w(k‖) 6= 0 region in Fig. 3.

For a fixed kz, the model is reduced to a two-
dimensional model with the difference in the energy lev-
els of orbitals ∆ = −4t2cz and an energy shift of 2t1cz.
Using the results of the two-dimensional model [14], we
obtain the energy of the surface state: E = −∆/ tanα+
2t1cz = 6t1cz. The energy dispersions of the surface state
on the S–Γ and X–Y lines for α = 0.4π in Fig. 4(c) and
for α = 0.5π in Fig. 4(d) are given by this equation.

From the results of the two-dimensional model, we also
conclude that, at (k′y , kz) = [π/(3

√
2a), π/(2a)], the sur-

face state is completely localized on the first layer of
the surface with a fully polarized octupole moment for
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FIG. 4. Energy dispersion for a system with (110) surfaces
along symmetric directions at (a) α = 0, (b) α = 0.2π, (c)
α = 0.4π, and (d) α = 0.5π. The high-symmetry points
are Γ = (0, 0), X = (π/

√
2a, 0), Y = (0, π/a), and S =

(π/
√
2a, π/a). The number of layers perpendicular to the

surfaces is Lx′ = 31. The solid circles in (c) and (d) indicate
the surface states in which the multipole density is evaluated
in Figs. 5(a) and 5(b), respectively.
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FIG. 5. Multipole density in the surface state for a lattice
with (110) surfaces at k‖ = 0.4 × S (a) for α = 0.4π [see
Fig. 4(c)] and (b) for α = 0.5π [see Fig. 4(d)]. The number
of layers perpendicular to the surfaces is Lx′ = 31, and S =
(π/

√
2a, π/a).

α = 0.5π. For other k‖ and α, we need to evaluate the
multipole density numerically.

We show the multipole density around the surfaces for
α = 0.4π in Fig. 5(a) and for α = 0.5π in Fig. 5(b)

at k‖ = 0.4 × S with S = (π/
√
2a, π/a). The surface

−
√2a √2a

π 0 π

k′y

−π/a

0

π/a

k
z

(a) α = 0.4π

−
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π 0 π

k′y

−1
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 0

 0.5

 1
(b) α = 0.5π

FIG. 6. Octupole density on the top layer i = (Lx′ − 1)/2
of the (110) surface in the surface state (a) for α = 0.4π and
(b) for α = 0.5π. The number of layers perpendicular to the
surfaces is Lx′ = 101.

states are doubly degenerate, and we show the total mul-
tipole density of these two states. From the charge den-
sity Q(i) = 〈Q̂(i)〉, where 〈· · · 〉 denotes the sum of the
expectation values in the two surface states, we recog-
nize that these states are localized around the surfaces.
O22(i) = 〈Q̂22(i)〉 is always zero, and O20(i) = 〈Q̂20(i)〉 is
also zero for α = 0.5π. The octupole moment Txyz(i) =

〈T̂xyz(i)〉 is opposite between the surfaces.
In Fig. 6, we show the octupole density on the top

layer i = (Lx′ − 1)/2 in the surface state. As we noted,

at (k′y, kz) = [π/(3
√
2a), π/(2a)] (at the center of mass of

the triangle) for α = 0.5π, the octupole density reaches
unity.

V. (111) SURFACE

For the (111) surface case, the lattice constant in the

direction perpendicular to the surfaces is ã = a/
√
3. We

define k‖ = (k′x, k
′
y) and k⊥ = k′z . The top layer of

the (111) surface forms a triangular lattice. Here, k′x is
the momentum parallel to one of the edges of a trian-
gle in the triangular lattice, k′y is the momentum par-
allel to the surfaces and perpendicular to the k′x axis,
and k′z is the momentum perpendicular to the surfaces.
The vector h(k) is expressed using these momenta as fol-

lows: hx(k) = 2
√
3t2 sin(k

′
xa/

√
2) sin(k′ya/

√
6− k′za/

√
3)

and hz(k) = 2t2[cos(k
′
xa/

√
2) cos(k′ya/

√
6 − k′za/

√
3) −

cos(2k′ya/
√
6 + k′za/

√
3)].

In Fig. 7, we show the winding number w(k‖) in the
reciprocal space parallel to the surfaces. The wind-
ing number is nonzero except along the Γ–M [(0,0)–

(0,
√
2π/

√
3a)] and equivalent lines. Thus, we expect a

surface state at any k‖ as long as the bulk band projected
onto the surface Brillouin zone is gapped there.
In Fig. 8, we show the energy band for a lattice with

a finite thickness ãLz′ with Lz′ = 31. The size effect
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FIG. 7. Winding number w(k‖) for a system with (111) sur-
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zone.
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FIG. 8. Energy dispersion for a system with (111) surfaces
along symmetric directions at (a) α = 0, (b) α = 0.2π, (c) α =
0.4π, and (d) α = 0.5π. The high-symmetry points are Γ =
(0, 0), M = (0,

√
2π/

√
3a), and K = (

√
2π/3a,

√
2π/

√
3a).

The number of layers perpendicular to the surfaces is Lz′ =
31. The solid circles in (b) and (d) indicate the surface states
in which the multipole density is evaluated in Figs. 9(a) and
9(b), respectively.

is large around the M point for even numbers of Lz′ ;
therefore, we have chosen Lz′ = 31. We observe the flat
surface state isolated from the bulk band when the bulk
band gap opens. In particular, for α = 0.5π, the flat
surface state extends in the entire Brillouin zone except
on the lines where w(k‖) changes.

We can show that the surface state is completely local-
ized on the first layer of the surface with a fully polarized
octupole moment at K point, irrespective of the value of
α. At other k‖, we need to evaluate the multipole density
numerically.

−1

−0.5

 0

 0.5

 1
(a) α = 0.2π

Q
O22

O20
Txyz

−1

−0.5

 0

 0.5

 1

−15 −10

(b) α = 0.5π

i

 10  15

FIG. 9. Multipole density in the surface state for a system
with (111) surfaces (a) for α = 0.2π at k‖ = 0.9 × K [see
Fig. 8(b)] and (b) for α = 0.5π at k‖ = 0.4×K [see Fig. 8(d)].
The number of layers perpendicular to the surfaces is Lz′ =
31, and K = (

√
2π/3a,

√
2π/

√
3a).
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FIG. 10. Octupole density on the top layer i = (Lz′ − 1)/2
of the (111) surface in the surface state (a) for α = 0.2π and
(b) for α = 0.5π. The number of layers perpendicular to the
surfaces is Lz′ = 101.

We show the multipole density around the surfaces for
α = 0.2π in Fig. 9(a) and for α = 0.5π in Fig. 9(b).
The surface states are doubly degenerate, and we show
the total multipole density of these two states. From the
charge density Q(i), we recognize that these states are
localized around the surfaces. O20(i) and O22(i) are zero
for α = 0.5π. The octupole moment Txyz(i) is opposite
between the surfaces.

In Fig. 10, we show the octupole density on the top
layer i = (Lz′ − 1)/2 in the surface state. The octupole
moment reaches unity at K point, irrespective of the
value of α.



6

VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We have investigated the surface states of an eg orbital
model on a simple cubic lattice. We find surface states
with octupole moments on the (110) and (111) surfaces.

Concerning octupole moments, ordering of them has
been observed in f -electron materials, such as NpO2 [28,
30, 31, 47–51] and CexLa1−xB6 [52–57]. In eg orbital sys-
tems of d electrons, the possibility of octupole ordering
in the bulk perovskite manganites has been theoretically
explored [45, 58–60]. However, a theory that incorpo-
rates fluctuations beyond the mean-field approximation
concluded that such ordering is improbable [39, 46, 61].
The present paper uncovers the potential for octupole
moments to emerge on the surfaces of eg orbital systems.

Another characteristic of the surface state is the region
in which it appears. The flat surface state appears on the

(111) surface across all surface momenta, provided the
bulk band gap is open. This contrasts with the surface
state of the single-orbital model on a diamond lattice
with nearest-neighbor hopping, where the surface state
emerges only in specific regions of the surface Brillouin
zone [16].
As a candidate material, BaFeO3 is promising [62].

This material crystallizes in the perovskite structure,
with the Fe4+ ion possessing a 3d4 electron configura-
tion. The ground state is ferromagnetic. Assuming the
spins are fully polarized, the present spinless model can
be applied to the half-filled eg orbitals, while the wholly
filled t2g orbitals can be ignored.
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