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Abstract

We compute the longitudinal conductivity for a wide class of two-dimensional tight-
binding models, whose Hamiltonian displays conical intersections of the Bloch bands at
the Fermi level. Our setting allows to consider generic transitions between quantum Hall
phases. We obtain an explicit expression for the longitudinal conductivity, completely de-
termined by the number of conical intersections and by the shape of the cones. In particu-
lar, the formula reproduces the known quantized values obtained for graphene and for the
critical Haldane model.
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1 Introduction

The Integer Quantum Hall Effect (IQHE) is a paradigmatic example of universal transport phe-
nomenon in condensed matter physics. Experimentally observed in [25], since then it has been
the focus of extensive research in theoretical and in mathematical physics. The IQHE can be
explained via the formalism of linear response theory: when a gapped Hamiltonian is adia-
batically perturbed by an electric field of small intensity, the resulting transverse conductivity,
defined via Kubo formula, is quantized in integer multiples of e?/h, with e the electric charge
and & Planck’s constant. The first theoretical works on the IQHE date back to the seminal pa-
pers [27, 141}, 2]. Since then, mathematically rigorous results established the quantization of
the Hall conductivity for general lattice models [9, 3] and the emergence of Hall plateaux as a
consequence of disorder and Anderson localization [I]. Concerning the validity of Kubo for-
mula from quantum dynamics, it can be proved as a consequence of the adiabatic theorem
[4]. Actually, for the Hall effect, Kubo formula turns out to be exact, beyond linear response
[24]; see also the recent generalization [31]. The validity of Kubo formula has been obtained
for gapped models in the continuum [13}29], and more recently for lattice systems in presence
of strong disorder [11]. Concerning gapless models, the validity of Kubo formula for the edge
transport properties of quantum Hall systems has been derived in [37]. In the last few years,
the proof of quantization of the Hall conductivity has been extended to interacting fermions as
well [22} (16} [7]. Also, the validity of Kubo formula has been justified in the many-body setting
(6,135} 19], and its exactness for quantum Hall systems has been proved in [8}[42].

It is a well-known fact that two local, gapped Hamiltonians associated with different values
of the Hall conductivity cannot be smoothly deformed one into the other, without closing the
spectral gap at some point in the interpolation; this gap closure is referred to as a quantum Hall
phase transition. Understanding the nature of this phase transition is an interesting problem
in condensed matter physics. Let us consider the simplest case, that is non-interacting and
translation-invariant systems. There, the spectral properties of the Hamiltonian can be ana-
lyzed in momentum space, via Bloch theory. In many concrete situations, it is found that at
the transition point the spectral gap closes with conical intersections of the Bloch bands. For
instance, this is the case for the Haldane model [20], or for the model considered in [28]. Re-
cently, it has been proved that conical intersections at the Fermi level arise generically [12] at
Hall transitions, for a wide class of non-interacting, translation-invariant systems.

Models with conical intersections at the Fermi level are an example of semimetals, and dis-
play interesting transport properties. Let us consider the longitudinal conductivity, defined as
the linear response of the average current, in the same direction of the applied electric field.
This quantity is exactly zero for gapped systems, but might be non-zero for gapless models.
Specifically, the longitudinal conductivity has been computed in a number of semimetallic sys-
tems, such as graphene [39], the critical Haldane model [20], or in [28]. In these works, it is
found that the longitudinal conductivity, defined via Kubo formula, is equal to n/16, where n is
the number of conical intersections at the Fermi level. More recently, this remarkable formula
has also been rigorously established for weakly interacting fermions, in the case of graphene
[15] and for the critical Haldane-Hubbard model [14}[17], using rigorous renormalization group
methods and Ward identities.



In this paper, we compute the Kubo longitudinal conductivity for a general class of non-
interacting lattice models. Besides translation-invariance, our main assumption (spelled out
more precisely in Assumption[2.1) is the existence of conical intersections at the Fermi level for
the Bloch bands, without any further hypothesis on the structure of the Bloch Hamiltonian. In
particular, combined with [12], our theorem allows to determine the longitudinal conductivity
at the generic transition between different Hall phases. The main result of this paper can be
written as follows.

Under Assumption|2.1}, the longitudinal conductivity in the direction j = 1,2 is given by:
2 L2
1 2 Slj + SZj

cli=—Yy M 2 1.1
16 2 Idet S| b

where n is the number of intersections between the Bloch bands at Fermi energy u and S; =
(sij) i, i=12 IS @2x 2 invertible matrix that defines the shape of the cone near the l-th intersection,
see @) (we omit the dependence on the cone label l in s; ; to simplify the notation). In particular,
for isotropic cones, the right-hand side of equals 5.

Expression depends solely on the eigenvalue structure of the Bloch Hamiltonian near
the Fermi level and not on the Bloch functions. This is somewhat opposite to what happens for
the IQHE, where the transverse conductivity is determined by the topology of the Bloch func-
tions, and not by the energy bands. Thus, the longitudinal conductivity at criticality is iden-
tified as a non-topological transport property. The proof of is based on an adaptation of
the strategy introduced in [15] for interacting graphene, and then applied in [14}[17] to the crit-
ical Haldane-Hubbard model. Here we consider non-interacting fermions, however for a large
class of Bloch Hamiltonians, displaying conical intersections at the Fermi level, that allows to
cover the generic case for quantum Hall transitions [I2]. It is an interesting open problem to
extend our result to the case of interacting systems.

A similar expression for the conductivity of two-dimensional systems exhibiting conical in-
tersections of the Bloch bands at the Fermi level has been obtained in [10]. The setting is how-
ever different from the one of the present paper. In [10], the external field is introduced instan-
taneously, and the definition of conductivity involves a time-averaging assumption of the linear
response. Furthermore, the assumptions of [10] are more restrictive than ours: time-reversal
symmetry is needed, which rules out applications to the Hall effect, and stronger symmetry
and regularity assumptions of the Bloch bands close to the conical intersections are required.

Finally, let us mention that it would be interesting to extend the methods of the present
paper to study spin transport, in the context of the quantum spin Hall effect; see e.g. [33}134}30]
for recent rigorous results in this direction.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we define the class of models considered,
we introduce necessary mathematical framework, and we state our main result, Theorem 2.4]
In Section[3|we give the proof of Theorem[2.4] Finally, in Appendix[A|we collect some technical
auxiliary results.
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2 Model and main result

2.1 Periodic operators

We consider quantum systems having a crystalline structure, namely their configuration space
& is invariant under translations by any vector in a Bravais lattice I'. We address discrete mod-
els in 2-dimension, namely & is a discrete set of points in R?. It can be assumed that the Bravais
lattice I is spanned over the integers by a basis {a;, a,} R2.

The Hilbert space for a quantum particle is
T = 0*(X).

The crystalline structure of the configuration space is lifted to a symmetry of the one-particle
Hilbert space given by the unitary representation of the franslation operators T, with y € T,
where
(Tyy) (x):=y(x-y) foreveryy e 7.
An operator A acting on # is called periodic if [A, Ty] = 0 for all y € T'. As is well-known, the
analysis of periodic operators is simplified by the use of their (modified) Bloch-Floquet rep-
resentation (see e.g. [40, Chapter 5] and references therein). At this point it is convenient to
introduce some notation.
We introduce the dual lattice I'* := {k € R? : k-y € 2nZ for all y € T}. We denote by €, the
centered fundamental cell of T, namely
11 }
22"

11]
2720

The (modified) Bloch—Floquet transform is initially defined on compactly supported func-
tions w € £2(%) as

2
Cﬁpz{xe%:x:Zajajwithaje
j=1

Similarly, we define the unit fundamental cell of T* by setting

2
) ::{keRz tk= Zlﬂja;f with B; €
]:

where {a], a;} is the dual basis of {a;, a}, i. e. a;.“ caj=2mnd; ;.

1 ik
(@sry)(k, y) := W Y e UM (T (y)  forallkeR? ye. 2.1)
1 yer

Notice that for fixed k € R?, the function (%) (k, -) is periodic with respect to the translations
by vectors in T, hence it can be considered as an element of 02 IT) =V, where N < co is the



cardinality of Z'/T". On the other hand, for fixed y € &, the map (%srv)(, ) is pseudoperiodic
with respect to the translations by vectors in I'*:

(@Ugrw) (k+7", ) = (0y Usry) (k,y)  forally”eT™, 2.2)

where (gy+¢)(y) := e~V Yp(y) for every ¢ € £2(Z IT), and I'* 3 y* — oy~ defines a unitary rep-
resentation. It is useful to introduce the Hilbert space

Hy={pe L (R%*(XID) : plk+7*) = oy (k) forally* eT*, fora.e. ke R}

loc

equipped with the scalar product

D)= [ AP

The map defined by (2.1) extends to a unitary operator %gg: A — . Its inverse transforma-
tion % : F€, — F€ is explicitly given by

1 .
Ut ) (x) = ——— f dke**p(k, [x]),
BF |<€1*|1/2 @

where [-] comes from to the a.e. unique decomposition & 3 x =y + [x], with Y, € " and [x] €
. As anticipated before, this transform is advantageous in the analysis of periodic operators
as they become covariant fibered operator acting in A, c L2(R?, 02X IT)) = fﬂfz dk 03X IT).
For a generic Hilbert space £ we denote by £ (/) the set of all linear operators from #; to
itself. More specifically, given a periodic operator A acting in .77, then one has that

@
Usp AUz :fRz dk A(k), (2.3)

where each A(k) is a element of £ (¢2(Z IT)) = £ (CV), thus A(k) is isomorphic to N x N ma-
trix, and fulfills the covariance property

A(k+Y*) = pys Alk) Q;} forall k e R?, y* e T"*. (2.4)

2.2 The model

Our goal is to investigate the response of a crystalline quantum system to the application of an
external constant electric field of small intensity. Let us describe the system at equilibrium. Let
H be the Hamiltonian of the system, before the application of the electric field. The initial state
of the system is defined by the Fermi projector

Pp = X (-oou (H) (2.5)

where p is the Fermi energy and ¥ (-oo,y is the characteristic function of the set (—oo, u].

We shall consider Hamiltonians satisfying the following assumptions.



Assumption 2.1. (H,) The Hamiltonian H of the unperturbed system is a periodic self-adjoint
operator acting in € such that in Bloch-Floquet representation its fibration

H:R— 2@ m)=z2(c), k—Hk
is a C? covariant map.

(Hp) Let Ay (k) be the smallest eigenvalue of H(k) larger than u and A_(k) is the largest eigen-
value of H(k) smaller than . There are exactly n points wy,...,w, in6;" such that for each
w) there exists an invertible 2 x 2 matrix S; and a vector a; € R?:

Ar(k)=px|Si(k—w)l+a;-(k-w)+o(lk-wi)  fork— w;. (2.6)
In addition, we require that there exists a positive constant C,. such that

1S; (k)| —a;-k=Cslk| foreverykeR*, 1<1<n. 2.7

With reference to Assumption the points wy, ..., w, are called the Fermi points.

Remark 2.2. (i) The conical crossing assumption in the sense of equality is exactly the
one singled out in [12} Eq. (1.2)], relevant for generic transitions between Hall phases.

(ii) Observe that neglecting the remainder o (|k — w;|) equation (2.6) describes a cone in the
classes of quadric surfaces under affine transformations. Indeed, let us recall that a generic
affine transformation in R3 is given by

(X1, X2, X3) =x—x 1= Ax+b (2.8)

where A is an invertible 3 x 3 matrix and b is a generic vector in R3. The canonical equa-
tion of an affine cone is (xi)2 + (xé)2 = (xé)z. We set

I3 )

where A is invertible since S; is so, and we use in R the coordinates (kj, k2, z) while the
new ones (k!, ké, Z') are obtained under the affine transformation induced by the above
choices for A and b. Clearly, (z/)* = (Ici)2 + (lcé)2 ifand only if z = p+ Skl +a;- k. A
translation (k;, k) = k— k — w; concludes this remark.

(iii) Let us show an explicit condition such that inequality is satisfied. Defining A, :=
min{A;,A, : A; and A, are eigenvalues of 7S } > 0. If /1. —la;| > 0 then inequality
holds true. Indeed, being V' the unitary diagonalizing S; S; we have that

1S1k1* = (k, S} Sik) =(Vk, VS S;VVk) = A |VKI* = A, K[>
Thus, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we conclude that

1Sikl—a;-k= G/ A —lagl) |kl forall k € R?.



(iv) The class of models we are considering includes the Haldane model [20] on the critical
curve in the parameter space {(¢, M) : M = +3+/3, sin¢}, where ¢ represents a magnetic
flux and M corresponds to the intensity of a staggered, on-site potential (see e.g. [32]
for a recent review of this model). For this model, there are at most two Fermi points

. . 10
w1,w2, such that w; = —w>» modTI*, for which (2.6) holds true with S; = S, = ‘% (0 1),
a; = ap =0, and choosing the Fermi energy y = —3 1 cos¢.

(v) We denote by A;(k),..., Ay (k) the eigenvalues of H(k) smaller than y a.e. in k and by
Am+1,...,AN(K) the eigenvalues bigger than p a. e. in k (this labelling might includes rep-
etition of the eigenvalues according to their multiplicity). Notice that the number m does
not depend on k due to Assumption[2.1]

(vi) The eigenvalues A;(k),..., Ax(k) are continuous functions in k. In fact, they are roots
of the characteristic polynomial of H(k), denoted by pp). The coefficients of pgx
are C? in k because k — H(k) is C? according to hypothesis Therefore, the map
k — (A1(k),...,An(k)) is continuous because the roots of a polynomial are continuous
functions of its coefficients, see e.g. [21]. Then also the map k — Ay (k) — A1 (k) =
A_(k) — A+ (k) is continuous, and this will be used in Subsection[3.3]

2.3 Linear response

We couple the system to a spatially uniform electric field E € R?, switched on adiabatically in
time, via the Peierls’ substitution. Denoting the adiabatic parameter with 0 < n < 1, we define
the vector potential A(¢), for all ¢t < 0:

t elt
A(t)::—f dsEem:—?E. (2.9)

Observe that —%A(I) = ¢ E. Next, we define the position operator in the j-th direction with
l=sj=<2as
(Xjp)(x) := xjp(x) forall v € 2(X;)

where 2(X) is its maximal domain. Setting X := (Xj, X2), we introduce the gauge transforma-
tion
G(1) := 40X (2.10)

and we define the time-dependent perturbed Hamiltonian H(#) for all £ <0 as
HH=GmHHGH". (2.11)

Clearly, H(—oc0) = H. The Hamiltonian H(t) is translation-invariant. By the standard properties
of the Bloch-Floquet transform, the fibered Hamiltonian is:

H(t, k) = H(k— A(1)). (2.12)



Let us now discuss the evolution of the system, driven by the time-dependent electric field.
The dynamics of the state is defined as the solution of the evolution equation:

i =
{ld[p(t) [H(@®),p(n], t=<0 (2.13)

p(~o00) = P,

where Py, is defined in (2.5). We will be interested in the response of the current operator, whose
Jj-th component is:
Jj(8) :==i[H(1), X;];

its Bloch-Floquet fibration reads:
Jj(t, k) = 0k, H(t, k). (2.19)

For every 1 < j,1 < 2, we shall introduce the conductivity matrix o ;; as the linear response
coefficient of the current operator J;(¢), defined via Kubo formula [26]. This will be the starting
point of our analysis; we will not discuss the problem of proving the validity of Kubo formula
starting from quantum dynamics. In the following, we shall recall the formal derivation of Kubo
formula, as an expansion in the electric field for the expectation of the current operator.

Let us recall the notion of trace per unit volume, J (-). For any L € 2N + 1 we define:

L)

Let y«, = x1 be the characteristic function of the set 6. We define, for any operatoA acting
in A:

2
%L::{xe%:x: ) ajajwithaje
j=1

1
T (A):= lim —Tr(xrAxL), (2.15)
L—co |€]]
Le2N+1

whenever the above limit exists. We are interested in the first-order term in the electric field in

the expression:
1

(2m)?

T (10p0) = L*dkTr(]j(O; k)p(0, k), (2.16)

where we represented the trace per unit volume as an integral in momentum space, see e. g.
[36, Lemma 3]. To do this, we write an expansion in the electric field for both p(0) and j(0). We
shall adopt the notation O, (|E ?) to denote (a possibly operator-valued) function which can be
bounded in norm by a pre-factor |E|? but not uniformly in the adiabatic parameter 1. Let p;(t)
be the dynamics of the system in the interaction picture, p;(t) = e/#*p(t)e”H*. From it
follows that p;(#) satisfies:

{iatm(t) =[Qr(®),pr(1)], t<0 2.17)

pI(_OO) :P/J

) Since we are dealing with a discrete model, the operator y; Ay is automatically trace class.



where Q; (1) := e!'(H () — H)e '/, Expanding in the electric field,

nt

e
H(t,k)— H(k) = H(k — A(t)) — H(k) = T](k) -E+O,,(|E|2),
where we have used equalities (2.12), and 2.9). Thus, we get:

0
p(0,k) = p1(0,k) = Py(k) — if dt[Qr(t, k), Pu(k)] + Oy (IE?)
i | (2.18)
:P“(k)—EZElf dte' (e P (k)e 0! p (k)] + 0, (1EI).
=1 J-o0

For any k-dependent function F we use the shorthand notation d; F to denote dy, F. We get:
1 2
Jj0,k) = Jj(k)=0; H(k— A(0)) -0, H(k) = ; Y ailH(k)E, +0,(EP), (2.19)
=1
where we have used again (2.9) and (2.14). Therefore,

T (J;0)p0) = f dk Tr(J;(0,k)p(0, k)

@rn )2

2 1
2
f dkTr(J;(k)Pu(k)) + nZE’WL; dk Tr(05, H (k) Pu(k))

" (en)? I=1

_5121 (zmzf dkf_oodtenfTr(]j(k)[eiH(k”],(k)e—"H(k”,p“(k)])

+0y,(E %).
It is convenient to introduce the momentum-space Heisenberg evolution as:
R3t— 7,(A(K)) := 0L p(k) e IHI, (2.20)

The above formal expansion motivates the following definition of the conductivity matrix.

Definition 2.3. For all 1 < j,1 < 2 the conductivity matrix o j; is defined as

1
0j1:= nlgl(f)g ﬁ(fﬂ(n) +8;1) (2.21)
where
i 0
fitm) == on )zf dkf_oodte"tTr(Jj(k) [Pu(k),T,UJ;(k))]) (2.22)
e 2
811= (Zn)zﬁgfdkTr(ale(k)Pu(k)). (2.23)

The term s;; is often called the Schwinger term, and later we will show how to express it in
terms of fj;.



2.4 Main result

The next theorem gives an explicit expression for the longitudinal conductivity, that only de-
pends on the conical structure of the energy bands at the Fermi level.

Theorem 2.4 (Main result). Under Assumption the longitudinal conductivity o j; is given
by, for j =1,2:

2 2

1 & St S

oii=—Y b2 2.24
H16 4 Idets (224

where the scalar s ;; is the i j-th element of the matrix S;, appearing in the energy dispersion
relation (2.6) of the two eigenvalues A, near the Fermi energy u around the Fermi point w.

Thus, the value of the longitudinal conductivity o ;; only depends on the shape of each
conical intersection of the Bloch bands at the Fermi level. Observe that these ones are are not
necessarily symmetric with respect the canonical axes ki, k (see also Remark[2.2{ii)).

Moreover, let us observe that if for every Fermi point w; with 1 < [ < n the (real and invert-
ible) matrix S; is orthogonal, up to the renormalization constant |detS I_” 2 then each of the
conical intersection contributes of % to the quantized value of o j; = {¢. This is the case for the
Haldane model on the critical curve and for graphene (see Remark[2.%(iv)). This is proven by

the following elementary result, whose proof is postponed to Appendix[A]
Lemma 2.5. Let S be a 2 x 2 real invertible matrix. Then we have that
2 2

Sty .

dets] foreveryj=1,2 (2.25)

ifand only if s2, + s3, = s, + 52, and (s11, 521) - (s12, $22) = 0, namely S|det S|~'? is an orthogonal
martrix.

The proof of Theorem [2.4|is inspired by the analogous universality results obtained in [15}
14} [17], for specific interacting models. The main contribution of the present work is to show
that, in a non-interacting setting, the longitudinal conductivity is insensitive to the form of the
Bloch Hamiltonian, and it only depends on the conical intersections of the Bloch bands at the
Fermi level. Let us summarize the main steps of the proof.

¢ in Section We rewrite 0 j; as the right derivative in 0 of the function (0,00) 3 n — f] 1ER
defined in (2.22);

e in Sectionwe prove that this function f;; can be seen as a restriction for positive 7 of a
suitable even function f;;: R — R, specified in (3.9). The definition of this function is ob-
tained via a complex deformation in time, as in e. g. [16}[19];

* the n-dependence of fj j can be studied in a more efficient way than for f;;. In particular, in
Sectionwe prove that all the contributions to fj;(n) due to energies away from the Fermi
level u are smooth in 7. Since f;;(n) turns out to be even in 7), these contributions vanish as
n—0;

10



* we are left with computing the contribution to o j; associated with neighbourhoods of the
conical intersections. As shown in Section this contribution can be evaluated using the
asymptotic form of the Bloch eigenvalues at the Fermi energy, recall (2.6).

In order to simplify the notation, C and ¢ will denote general constants, which might change
values at different points in the proofs.

3 Proof of Theorem [2.4]

3.1 o0 asright derivative of f;,

We start by rewriting the linear response coefficient o j; as the right derivative in 0 of the func-
tion fj;, defined in (2.22).

Proposition 3.1. Under Assumption[2.1| for any j,1 = 1,2 we have:
Sjl:—ﬁl(0+) ::_77lirl(;l+f}'l(77). (3,1)
As a consequence, the conductivity o j; can be written as
1 +
oji :nhrgﬁ(fﬂ(n)—fﬂ(o ). (3.2)

The proof relies on estimates for the derivatives of the the Fermi projector, collected in the
next lemma, whose proof is deferred to Appendix[Al

Lemma 3.2. UnderAssumption we have that k — P,,(k) is C?in G \{wy,...,0u}. Also, there
exists a finite constant C such that:

n
[ViPuk)||<C ). ! forallk € € \{w1,...,wy}. (3.3)
I=1

o1 lk—w)l
In particular, VP, € L'(6;).

Proof of Proposition[3.], We shall rewrite the function fj;(n) by using an integration by parts
in time ¢ and then prove identity (3.1I). First notice that [Pu(k), H(k)] = 0 for all k € <€1*. In
view of Assumption and Lemma H and P, are C? outside the Fermi points, thus by
differentiating the previous identity we obtain that

[Pu(k), J1(K)] = [Pu(k),0,H(k)] = —[0;Py(k), H(k)] forany k€ €, \{w1,...,w,}. (3.4)
Therefore, for every k € €] \ {01, ...,w,} we can rewrite the trace in as
Tr(Jj (k) [Pu(k), 7,(J; (k)] ) = Tr (Jj (k)T ([Pulk), J1(K)]))
=-Tr(Jj(k)T;([0;Pu(k), H(K)])) = —i%Tr(]j(k)Tt (0,Py(K))).

11



Hence, we obtain that

0
Fum = f dkf dr e Te(J;0) [Pulk), 710D

i
(@n)?
1

0 d
_ (2”)2 f ak f deem T (1) 7 (01Pu(k)) )

o (3.5)
f dke" Tr (J;(K) 7, (0,P, (k)

—00

" eny?
3 1
(2m)?

f*dkf drne" T (J; (k)1 (0;Pu(k)),

where we have performed an integration by parts in time. Notice that the contributions coming
from the boundary terms in time are well-defined since 0, P, € 98, by Lemma In particular,
the term at ¢ = —oo vanishes, while for the term at # = 0 we observe that

L*dkTr(]j(k)ale(k))zﬁg* dka,Tr(]j(k)Pﬂ(k))—L*dkTr(ailH(k)Pﬂ(k)) (3.6)

where we have used an integration by parts in k. Since the trace is invariant under unitary con-
jugation and the fibered operators are covariant (2.4), by employing the k-dependent unitary

U : O*(X IT) 3 Pp(y) — e’V p(y) one notes that the map k — Tr (J; (k) Py (k) = Tr (% J (k) Pu(k) %)
is I'*-periodic. Thus, the first summand on the right-hand side of vanishes.

Thus, to conclude that s j1=- f]- 1(0%) we are left to show that

0
R() := fdkf drne" Tr(Jj(k) 1, (0;Pu(k))) -0  asp—0*. (3.7)

2m)? Je;

Observe that the operator 0 P, is off-diagonal with respect to the decomposition induced
by P, namely:
0jPu(k) = Pu(k)0;jPu(k)(1 - Py(k)) +adj  forevery k € 6, \{wy,...,w,}

where “+adj” means that the adjoint of the sum of all operators to the left is added. Therefore, in
view of the spectral decomposition, by using Remark and denoting by P; (k) the projector
associated with A (k) for any 1 < j < N, we have that

Tt (GJPM(]C)) = eiH(k)ta .p (k)e—l'H(k)t

= Z Z e!MW=RDL p, () ; P, (k) P (k) +adj.
=1g=m+1
Thus, we get that

R(n) = ReZ Z

—1g=m+1 (2m)?

0 .
fdkf nel ! M R=AaW gy (1, (k) Py (k) j Py (k) Py (K))

n
=R dk T k)P;(k)o;P,(k)P,(k)),
ezlq%ﬂ (Zn)zfl i —Aagey T UIRIPIRIO; P Pe(R)
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where Re(-) denotes the real part of the scalar to which it is applied. In view of Assumption
and Lemma[3.2] we have:

n

_— : , 1 cp*
TV Tr (J1Py (k)0 Pu(k) Py (k) stn;%? 0; HU|| |ViPy| € L (67)

and the claim (3.7) follows from dominated convergence theorem. O

3.2 Complex time deformation

In this subsection we will prove that f;; in (2.22) can be seen as a restriction for positive 7 of the
function f;;: R — R, defined in (3.9). The proofis based on the complex-deformation argument
similar to the one used in [16}[19], here applied to the case of non-interacting fermions.

For the subsequent analysis, it is convenient to adopt the following notations:
Py(k) := Py (k) Pgy(k):=1-Py(k), (3.8)

where a stands for a-bove the Fermi energy and b for b-elow (or equal to) it. Consequently, for
any fibered operator A: R? — £ (¢2(%IT)) = £ (CN) we set:

A% (k) := P (k) A(K) Py (k),  AP(k) := Py(k) Ak)Py(k).

Proposition 3.3. Under Assumption|2.1}, consider, for everyn € R:

fijm:=- f dt cos(n?) f dk Tr(z;,(J; (k)T (k)b%). (3.9)

(2m?

The function f] j is an extension ton € R of f;j, namely

fijm=fijm  forn>o0.

In particular, the longitudinal conductivity can be expressed as:
ojj=lm (f”(n) fj;0). (3.10)
Proof. We start by rewriting f;; in as:
fijm = z ')zf dk/ dre" Te([7,U;(Kk)), J; (k)] Py(k)), (3.11)

where we have used that

() Py(k), T (k)] = J; () [Py (K), 7 ; (k)] = (7 (K)), J; (k)] Py (K.

13



Then, we rewrite the trace inside the integral in (3.11) as:

Tr([,(J; (k)), J; (k)] Pp (k) =
= Tr(Py (k)T (J; (k)] (k) Py (k) — Tr(Py (k) ] ; (k)T ¢ (J; (k) Py (K))
= Tr(Py (k)T (k) Pa(k) ] (k) Py (k) + Tr(Pp (k)T . (J (k) Py (k) T () Py (K))
—Tr(Pp(k) ] (k) Pp(K) T (J; (k) Py (K)) = Te(Py (k) (k) Pa (k)T 1T} (K)) Py (k)
= Tr(Py (k)T (k) Pa(k) ] (k) Py (k) — Tr(Pp (k) ] 1 (k) Pa(K) T (J  (K)) Py (K))

=Tr (70U (kNPT (R ) = Tr (10 P97, ()
where we have used the cyclicity of trace. Thus, defining

i

F():= on?

0

| arer [ akt(e it m),
—00 €y

we obtain that

fijm =F@m) +F@m) =2Re(F(n)). (3.12)

Introducing the following function
e'”

Co— gn(Z) = W

. ba yab
[gl*dkTr(TZ(]](k)) G

we have that 0
F(n) = if dtgy(D). (3.13)
—00

Since g is analytic, the Cauchy integral theorem implies that

degn(z)+f dzg,,(z)+f dz gy(z) =f dzgy(z)=0, (3.14)
I II 111 4

where € is the closed curve drawn in Figure[I]with R > 1. We shall prove that

lim [ dzg,(z)=0. (3.15)
IIT

R—o0

Indeed, parametrizing II11 as y : [0, R] — C given by s — —s+ (s — R)i, for some finite constant
C) we get that

|gn(y(9)| < Cre™ ﬁg* dk”e—H(k)(S—R)Pb(k) H || HER-Rp () ”
1

S Cl e_'r]s dke(AJr(k)_A—(k))(s_R)’
€y

where we have used Assumption Thus, for some finite constant C, we get that

d
UIU #8112

(e0)
<G f ds f dk yio.r (s)e TS e+ O=A-(RN(=R) (3.16)
0 6
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iR

\rII
111

Figure 1: Path used in the complex-time deformation.

The term on the right-hand side of (3.16) vanishes as R — oo by applying Lebesgue’s dominated
convergence theorem. Therefore, taking the limit R — oo of (3.14) and using (3.13) we get that

F(n) = iREImeldzgn(z) = —i}%grgoflldzgn(z)
- —Lfmdt dke_””Tr(T_-t(]~(k))b“]‘?b(k))
el e R 317
- —Lfmdrf dke""”Tr(rt(]-(k))“b]?’“(k))
@n2) Jo ©; e e

where in the third equality we have parametrized I asy : [0, R] 3  — —it and in the fourth one
we have exploited the cyclicity of trace. Finally, we compute the complex conjugate of the trace
term appearing in the last line of (3.17):

Tr (7 (k) @012 (k) = Tr (U7 (k) * (x30 U (kD) *) =

Tt (Pa(k) ] (k) Py(k) e ®1 (ke TP P, (k)
(
(

Tt (Pa(k)e 0 (k) e O Py (k) ] (k) Pa(k))
=Tr (z;,U; ()17 (K),

employing the equality Tr(A) = Tr(A*) and the cyclicity of the trace. O

Remark 3.4. Let B c 6;" be an open set. Notice that in the proof of Propositionthe complex
time deformation holds also if in the expression of f;; we replace the integration domain 6}
with B.

Obviously fj j is an even function. If fj j was differentiable, then its derivative in zero would
vanish; hence, by Propositiona jj would be zero. As we will see, differentiability in zero does
not hold. However, we will use this observation to get rid of all the contributions to the conduc-
tivity associated with energies away from the Fermi level. We will be left with the contributions
due to the Fermi points, which we will be able to explicitly determine.
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Figure 2: Graphs of the smooth cut-off functions y, 1 - y.

3.3 Singular and regular parts of f] j

First we single out from f] j the singular part, denoted by fSi“g

i which is due to the energies
close to the Fermi energy p1. We proceed as follows.

(i) Letd > 0small enough, and let y € C*°(R;) such that y(x) =1lifx<1land y(x) =0ifx =2,
see e. g. Figure[2] We define:

x<(k):=x(67'"H(k)-pl)  and ys(k):=1-y<(k); (3.18)
The function y (k) introduces a smooth cutoff, supported away from the Fermi energy.

(i) Let € > 0 small enough such that expansions for A+ hold true and the following
condition is satisfied. Let:

dp :=min{|Sk(w;—w))|: j,k1=1,...,n}. (3.19)
Let € < dp. We define the set B, as

n
Bo:=JBY with BY:={kes; :2/S;(k-w)l<e}. (3.20)
=1

That s, B, is the union of n disjoint open sets, each of them containing exactly one Fermi
point.

We then define the singular and the regular parts of f] jas:

~si 2
sing —— _

Fistm = fijm - f]?]i.ng(n). (3.22)

+00
fo dtcos(nt)fB akTr (i (((<Jjx ) 0) ™ (x<Jjx<)" ) 3.2

Proposition 3.5. UnderAssumption the map f] .r;g is even and differentiable. In particular:
s 1 zsing FSING (n+
i _,711.1(1)1+5(f1'j (n)_fjj © ))' (3.23)
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Support of y>Pg.
- T —————————————————— Support of y<Pgq. - -------------------

———————————————————— Support of y<Py.

Support of ys Py,

Support of x> Py,

Figure 3: Graphical representation of the energy cutoff. The colored regions represent the re-
gion of the spectrum selected by 4, P+. In all the terms that we estimate a gap appears, which
allows us to write the inequality (3.27).

Proof. For every ai,a € {>,<}, let us define
+00
Ial,aZ(n)::fo dt cos(nt)L* dkTr(Tit((Xa]jXﬁ)(k))ab (]j)(k)ba). (3.24)

Thus, we have that
fjj M=Ic<cm+1c>M)+ 15 )+ I~ (7). (3.25)

We shall prove that the last three summands in are differentiable; since they are even
functions, they do not contribute to ¢ ;. In view of the spectral decomposition, by using Re-
mark and denoting by P;(k) the projector associated with A (k) forany 1 < j < N, we
get:
<= 3 x (67N 1A k) — ul) Py(k)
[A(k)—pl<26

o= Y (1-x (67N — ) Pi(k).
IA;(k)—pl>6

(3.26)

17



Thus, recalling that Py (k) = ZAz(k)</J Py(k) and P, (k) = ZAz(k)>u P,;(k), we obtain:

Pu(k)e Wiy )=y k) Y e MPIp (k)
A (K)E(,u+26)

1> Ripy () =yt Y MBIpy(k)
A ()<p—6

P (e B0y ==k Y e MWIp (k)
Aj(k)>u+é

X<(k)eH(k)th(k) =X<(k) Z Pl(k)em(k)[,
A (k)e(u—20,w)

In particular, there exists C > 0 such that the following inequality hold true

oy
<Ce 2

for all @y, a»: a; equals >, for any £ >0 and p € {0, 1}.
(3.27)
Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem implies that I« -, I <, I > are C ! function in neRr.

Hence, only I < contributes to the conductivity o;; let us analyze this term. Observe that:

|77 (adjzp )™

T ((edjpd )™= Y PPN (P ey ()T (k) < (k) Py(K)) . (3.28)
Aj(k)e(u,u+26)
Ag(k)€(u—25,1)

Let us define

g = kglg?iiBg (A+(k) - A—(k));

since the map €6} > k — A, (k) — A_(k) is continuous by Remark | and has no zeros in
6, \ B¢, we have g > 0. Thus, for the right-hand side of we get that
AgR) =AM (R <A_(k)-A (k) <-g  forany ke %} \Be.

Hence, by the previous argument, all the momenta in I< < that are away from B, do not con-
tribute to the longitudinal conductivity. This concludes the proof of (3.5). O

3.4 Final rewriting of o ;;

In this last subsection, we impose two additional conditions on the small positive parameters
6 and ¢, introduced previously respectively in Subsection and |(iD)}

First, letting A, (k),..., An(k) the eigenvalues of H(k), we choose € = £5 small enough so
that

IAj(k)—pl <6 if Aj(k) = A_(k)or Aj(k) = Ay (k)

(3.29)
IAj(k)—pl>26 otherwise.

if keB. then {

This condition implies that if k € B, then y<(k) = P_(k) + P, (k), where P_ and P, are the pro-
jectors associated to A_ and A, respectively.

18



Second, by Assumption 2.1} it is possible to choose € sufficiently small in order to have two
constants m, M > 0 such that

mlk—wil <Ay (k)—A_(k) < M|k-w;| forany ke B, (3.30)

Moreover, at this point it is useful to point out that in view of Assumption [2.1[(H)|and by
using Remark[2.2(vi)| the map

B, 3 k— P_(k)+ P, (k) is C?, (3.31)

since the spectral subset {A_ (k) U A, (k)} is uniformly separated (by a distance at least § assum-
ing condition[3.29) by the rest of the spectrum of H(k) for all k € B, .

Starting from Proposition [3.5 we shall prove the final expression for the longitudinal con-
ductivity o j; given by (2.24), by showing formulas being increasingly more explicit, and involv-
ing step by step only the expansions of the two eigenvalues around the Fermi points (2.6). To
begin, we perform the time integration; this is the content of the next proposition.

Proposition 3.6. Under Assumption let fj.sjl:"g be defined as in and let P_(k), P, (k) be
the projectors associated with the eigenvalues A_(k), A (k) respectively. Choosing € and 6 so
that condition holds, we have:

sing 2 (A— (k) — Ay (K))
1 @m?2Jp, n?+(A-(k)— Ay (K)?

Tr (P-(k)Jj (k) P+ (k)] j (k) P-(k)). (3.32)

At the second step, we rewrite the expression for g j; involving only the eigenvalues A+ and
their derivatives up to the second order around the Fermi points.

Proposition 3.7. Under Assumption[2.1, we define the following function depending onn > 0:

P 1 f A_(K)— A (k)
ii\n (27)2 n? + (A4 (k) — A_(k))?

(3.33)
: (503 (A (k) = w2+ (A=(k) — 1)) = 0 A+ () = (8 A (k)
Then, by choosing € satisfying conditions and (3.30):
1
= lim = (i) —{;;(07)). (3.34)
gjj nggan Ciim—=¢jj

The proofs of Propositions|3.6} 3.7 are deferred to Appendix[Al

We would like to express o j; by only using the linearization of the eigenvalues around the
Fermi energy. This is a delicate point, since the expression includes the second order
derivatives of the eigenvalues A.. This issue is circumvented integrating by parts, as the next
proposition shows.

Proposition 3.8. Let Assumption hold true, and let € satisfy conditions (3.29) and (3.30).
Then the longitudinal conductivity o ;; can be written as

2 _
oo Z f aj(|Sl(k w))l) |
I (271)2 n—»O+ B  n?+41S;(k—wp?

(3.35)
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where: w is the l-th Fermi point; S is its associated matrix as in Assumptzon - and B(l)
a neighborhood of w; as defined in (3.20).

Proof. Itis useful to introduce the following auxiliary functions. For any k € B;:
s(k) == (Ay (k) — ) + (A= (k) — ) d(k) := (A (k) — ) — (A= (k) — ) = Ay (k) — A-(k),

in terms of which:

k)+d(k k)-d(k
A+(k)_”:w, A_(k)_“:w' (3.36)

Notice that B, 3 k — s(k) = Tr((H (k) — @) (P-(k) + P4 (k))) is C? by using (3.31) and Assumption
On the other hand, the function B, 3 k — d (k) is not C! since A. are in general not C'.
Furthermore, we claim that:

0;d(k)|<C
C forall k € BY \ {w;}, (3.37)
Ik —wl

where the neighborhood Bél) of the Fermi point w; is defined in (3.20). We shall obtain the
above inequalities by proving them for the eigenvalues A.. Let us analyze only the eigenvalue
A_, the same argument applies to A. In view of the identity A_(k) = Tr(H (k) P-(k)) we have
that, for every k € B \ {wy,...,wz}:

|6§d(k)| <

0jA_(k) =Tr(0;H(k)P-(k)), (3.38)

where we have used that Tr(H(k)d;P-(k)) = 0, since the operator d;P_ (k) is off-diagonal with
respect to decomposition induced by P_(k) itself. Thus, the first inequality in follows
from (3.38). Let us now prove the second inequality in (3.37). To this end, we observe that, for
every k € Bél) \{wi}:

C
2 2 . .
02— (0)| = [1r(@ HUO P- (k)| + [Tr(0; H(I00; P- (k)| < o

where we have applied Lemma(3.2] Thus, the second inequality in (3.37) holds.

By Proposition . 7|the longitudinal conduct1v1ty isgivenbyo;; = llm,,_.0+ €jim—Cjj o*),
where the function {; () is defined as in ( ; we shall now rewrite this express1on in terms
of s(k) and d (k). For any f, g, whose first and second partial derivatives exist, we have:

1
Eai(fz‘*'gz)—(ajf)z—(@jg)z=f6§f+g6§g. (3.39)
Thus:
1
505 (A () = ) + (A~ (k) — %) = @A+ (K)* — (0, A (k)*

= (As =05 (A — )+ (M- - ) 05 (A- — )

s+d s+d)+s daz( d)
2 2 2

—%(sézs+d62d)

62
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where in the second equality we have used (3.36). Therefore, we obtain:

da(k)

S S G 2
C]](n) Z(ZJT)Z[E 7]2+d2(k) (S(k)a]S(k)-l-d(k)a]d(k))

which implies:

s(k)d%s(k) 0%d(k)
] n f ! ) (3.40)
B:

1 1
ojj=-——= lim f dk + dk————
12 @2m)? g—0° (" B (n?+d2(k)dk) n? +d? (k)
Observe that the contribution coming from the first term in the right-hand side of van-
ishes. To see this, we preliminarily observe that:

2
s(k)0;s(k) ' C

< for any k€ B,
)(172+d(k)2)d(k) n% + m? |k —w;|? y €

where we have used that |s(k)| < C|k — w;| by (2.6), ’6§s(k)| < C in view of its C? regularity and
(3.30) for every k € Bél). Second, we note that

1 Ce C 2
lim n dk < lim n[ dpL= lim Lln(1+( mg) )=0.
n—0""Jp 2+ m2|k-wl*  n—0""Jo n?+m?p? -0+ 2m? n

This proves the vanishing of the first term in the vanishes. To conclude, we shall prove
that only the linearization of d (k) contributes to ¢ ;. To this end, in view of we observe
that

d(k)=21S;(k—w))|+r(k—w;)  forevery ke BY, (3.41)

where r;(k — w;) = o(lk — w;|). Therefore:

1 B 1 N R;(k—wp)
?+d>(k) 2 +41S(k—w)P? 02 +d2(k) 02 +41S; (k- w)P)’

where R;(k—w;) = o(|k— wllz) forany k € Bél). We claim that:

aid(k)Rl(k—wl)
lim dk =0. (3.42)
n—»0+17 B (M2 +d2(k)(n? +41S;(k —w)|?)

To prove this, we use that, in view of the second inequality in (3.37):

aj—.d(k)Rl(k—wz)
(02 + d2(k)) % + 418, (k - w) )

fUk—-wl)
lk—w;l (2 +m?|k—w;?)

for every k € Bg) \{wi},

where f(lk—w;l) = 0(1) as k — w; and we have used (3.30). Then, follows from:

e — Ce
lim nfmdk k=) < lim 17[ dp&
B! 0 n

n—0* lk—w)l 2 +m2|k—w;>) ~ n—0* 2+ m2p?

= limfcnedﬁmzo
n—0*Jo 1+ p? ’

(3.43)
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where the last step follows from dominated convergence theorem. Thus, we obtain that:

1 n aid(k)
2 @2m)? ;nw" BY  n2+41S(k-w)?

To conclude, we are left with showing that we can replace d(k) at the numerator with its lin-
earization. To this end, we perform a double integration by parts, proving that the boundary
terms do not contribute to o j ;. We have:

Gz.d(k) vid:d(k)
dk ! = do (k) e
021418 (kw2 Jop® 2 1 418;(k—w))|?
BY  n*+4(S;(k—-w))| 4B! n°+4(S;(k—wp)|

1
—| dko; 0;d(k
fBé_n ](172+4|Sl(k—wl)|2) 74tk

:f do(k)— v;0,d(0) . (3.45)
aB? n=+4|S;(k - w))|

1
_faB;” do(k)v;o, (n2 +4|Sl(k—wl)|2)d(k)

1
dko? d(k),
+f3§” ](U2+4|Sl(k_wl)|2) o

where v; is the j-th component of the outward unit normal vector to 6B,E.l) and do (k) is the
line element. Observe that the two boundary terms do not contribute to ;. To see this, we
estimate:

J

Sitk—wp00;1S;(k— d(k
d(k)’sc IS1(k—wp]0j|S;(k—wpld( )‘ C

<
(% +41S;(k — wp|?)? n?+41S;(k — w))|?
C
= ,
n?+4|S;(k—w)?

n? +4|51(k—wz)lz)
3;d(k)
n?+41S;(k - wp)?

where we have used that 0;|S;(k — ;)| < C and the first inequality in (3.37). Then, we use that:

1 n
dO‘(k)mSCz—’O asn—>0+,

1
do(k _
nfaBg” S T L

where we have used the definition of Bél) in (3.20). This proves the vanishing of the boundary
terms in (3.45). Consider now the last term in (3.45). Using that:

[ri(k—w))l <C flk—wl)

<C < )
(172+4|Sl(k—a)l)|2)2 (% +41S;(k—w)?) k- o

1
9% k-
f(n2+4|sz(k—wl)|2)”( )

where f(lk—w;l) = 0(1) as k — w;, we have that

1
li dkaz.( k-w)=0
o o 450 v ars e—wp ) 1TV
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as in (3.43). Therefore, we find:

1
4 dka; Sik—wp). 3.46
95 = (27'[)2 Zln—>0+ L(Z) (TIZ +4|31(k—a)1)|2 1S:( wp)l ( )

Equality (3.35) follows after performing a new double integration by parts in (3.46), and show-
ing that all boundary terms vanish as n — 0, which is done as above. This concludes the
proof. O

The next lemma concludes the proof of Theorem[2.4]
Lemma 3.9. Under the hypotheses of Proposition|3.8, we have:

2 2
1 &St Sie;)

gji=— 3.47
N 164 1dets) (347

Proof of Lemmal3.9 For the sake of readability, we shall omit the /-dependence of the matrix
element s;; = s;;. In view of equality (3.35), we compute:

) 2 ((saj)®  (Si2(saj)®) L2 (S1k)a(S1k)p(saj)(sp;))
CHINTIEDS - |- 3 :
= LISk [S;kl 478 |S;kl
where (S; k), is the a-th component of the vector S;k. Thus,
f i H(Sik-wpl) f 1 2 [ ap)? (Silk—w)i(sa))?
Y nE+4lS; (k- Jgo T n2+41Sik—w)? 2\ 1S1(k—w))] 1Si(k— w3
_f 1 L2 (Si(k—w)a(Si(k—w))psajspj
B m*+41Si(k—-w)? a?gﬁ 1S1(k— )P

_ 1 Z (Sa]) ki(saj)z
2|det S| |k|<g 2+|k|2 = 1kl |kl

1 di b 3 kakpsajsp;
2|det Syl Jiki<e 172+|k|2a¢p |kl

)

(3.48)
where in the last equality we have used the change of variable k — 2S;(k — w;), recalling also
that B(l) {k € ‘6* 2|1S;(k—wp)| < 5}. Observe that the second term on the right-hand side of
(3.48) vanishes since the integrand is odd in k. Concerning the first term, we can rewrite it as:

1 Z (sa)* K (5a))? :(slj)2+(sz,-)2 f Ik 1
2|det S| |k|<£ n+|k|2 =\ Ikl |k|3 41detS;l  Jik<e @2 +1k1P) 1kl

where we have implemented the change of variable k; < k, in the second term in brackets
above. In conclusion:

(s1)% + (s52))° 1
ojj= 22 1 2] im nf dk—2
@m)= = 4ldetS;l 10t "Jiki<e (% +1kI%) |kl
s1j) + (s2))? n(s17)? + (s25)?
_1 o (s17)° + (s25) lim arctan(f)z—z( 17)° + (82)
27 =1 4|detS;| n—o0* n 16121 |det S|
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Figure 4: Complex path used to prove Lemma[3.2} We denote the minimum of the spectrum of
H as Sp,.

This concludes the proof of (3.47). O

A Auxiliary results

In this appendix we collect the proofs of some auxiliary results.

Proof of Lemmal2.5 Let us recall that

detS = \/3%1 +53, \/sz +53,8in0, (A.1)

where 6 is the angle between the vectors (s11, $21), (12, S22). If the following conditions hold:
s%l + sgl = sfz + 3%2 and (811, S21) - (812, $22) =0, then |det S| = sfl + sgl = 5%2 + s%z and so equality
(2:25) is implied. Viceversa, if (2:25) holds true, then s?, + s3, = |det S| = s3, + s5,; thus, we get

that |det S| = \/ s, + 52, \/ s2, + s2,, and so by comparison with (A1) we have that cos§ =0. O

ProofofLemma For any k € ‘61* \{wi,...,w,} we can choose a specific complex path €, as
illustrated in Figure by setting Sp,,, := min{Sp(H (k))}, to define the Fermi projector P (k) via
the Riesz formula:

Py(k)= ﬁyg dz(zl - H(k)™. (A.2)
€

The fact that € does not depend on k implies that P, (k) is differentiable at every k which is not
a Fermi point. Moreover, for every 1 < j <2 we have that

0;Py(k) = L f dz(z1-H(k) ™ 0;H(k) (z1 - H(k))™". (A.3)
211 Je

We shall estimate ||0; Py (k)| by using the particular choice for the closed curve € and expres-
sion (A.3). Let us define M := MaXiey; |0 jH(K) || Notice that for the contribution coming from
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the path 17 we get that

u—b+a
a> "’

dz(z1 - H(k))"'8;H(k) (21— H(k)™"
11

Iz 12
< Mf dx |x1-HU&) | =M
b-a

where we have used that || (x1 — H(k)) ™! || = dist(Sp(H(k)),x)"! < 1. Similarly we can estimate
the contributions coming from paths 111, IV. While for the term coming from I we obtain that

a 1
=M| dy

”[dz(z]l—H(k))_lde(k) (z1 - H(k)™* 5
I —a P (- A (k)

too 1 Mn
SMf_ dy . 5 = Al
o T y+(u-A-(k) KA

Using equality and inequality we can find two positive constants ¢ and C:

C. _
/J_A—(k):|Sj(k_wj)|_aj‘(k—wj)+0(|k—a)j|)27|k—wj| if |k-wjl<c
p—A_(k)=C if |k-wjlzc Vlisjsn,

where C, is introduced in (2.7). Then we have that

Mn 2Mn 1 2Mn I 1
- 2y
u—A_(k) Ci lk—-wjl Ci 1o lk—wl

forall k€ €, \{w1,...,wn}.

So we can find a positive constant C such that

Mn & 1
dz(z1-H(k) ' 0;H(k) (z1 - H(k) || = ———=C . (A4)
”fz ! p—A_(k) ,;uc—wn
The proofis concluded by observing that the function m eL! (6)) forany1<i<n. O

Proof of Proposition[3.6. First, by using Remark 3.4 we undo the complex deformation in time
of f] .S}ng(n) on the integration domain B, rewriting it in real time. Thus, by also exploiting
rewriting (3.11), for any n > 0 we have that

zsin, l 0
£ %m = )2 fB E dk f_ oodte’”Tr(Pb(k) [7:((x<Jjx<)(K)), (x<Jjx <) (k)] Py(K)).

By using that y (k) = P_(k) + P, (k) for every k € B, due to condition (3.29), we get that (here,
we do not write the k-dependence for the sake of readability)

Pyte(x<Jjx<) x<Jjx<]Po=Ppt:(x<Jjx<)x<JjX<Pb—Pp(x<Jjx)T:(x<JjX<)Pp
=Py (P + e P,) Jj (TN P_+ e NP (P4 Py Jj (P-4 PL) Py

= Py(P-+ P Jj(P-+ P [eN1P_+ e IP,) Jj (7M1 P_+ 7N, Py,
=P Jj (e NP s NP ) 1P~ (1P 4 eI Jien P
=e!A-"Mlp_jp Jip - N p Jip P,
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where we have exploited that Py (k)P (k) = 0 and Py (k)P_(k) = P_(k) a.e. in k. Therefore, we
conclude that

. 0 . .
s = f dkf dt(e(nH(Af—Au)t_ e(n—z(Af—Au)t) Tr(P_J;P.J;P.)
—0o0

l
@2m)? Jp
2 f (A= (k) — A4 (k)
C@em2Je T N2+ (A_(k) - Ay (K))?

£

Tr (P- (k) Jj (k) Py (k)] (k).
O

Proof of Proposition[3.7. We start by defining the interval I, := (—oo, u—28) U (1 +28,00) and its
characteristic function y;,. Then we introduce the following fibered operators:

H(k) := (A_(k) — ) P_(k) + (A4 (k) — W) P+ (k) = (H(k) — ) (P (k) + P, (k)), (A.5)
Pe(k) := x1,(H(k)). (A.6)

By (3.29) we get that k € B, implies that the eigenvalues A. (k) € (u— 8,y +6) and the other
eigenvalues of H(k) are in the interval I.. Hence, we can write the identity 1 on 2(XIT) as

1=P_(k)+ P,(k)+ P.(k) for every k € B;. A7)

Thus, by we obtain that the map B, 3 k — P, (k) is C?> and by Assumption the
function B, 3 k — H(k) is C? as well.

Now we shall rewrite f::¢ as the sum of the function { jj defined in and the map
¢ defined in (A.15), which does not contribute to o}, as shown below. In the following we
omit the explicit dependence on the k-variable and the equalities have to be understood a. e.
in k € B¢ (actually, we shall only exclude the Fermi points wy,...,w, in B). We also use the

shorthand notation:
+

Ji'T=Py@;MP-,  J;i T :=P_(0;D)P;.

Inview of the identity J; =0; H=0;(H—pu) =0, (H+(H- W P.), we rewrite the trace term inside
the integral in (3.32) as

Tr(P-JjPJjP_)=Tr(P-(0;(H+ (H-pP.))PsJ;P-)
=Tr(P_(0;H)P.JjP_)+Tr(P_(0;H)P, P, ]; P_)
+Tr(P-(H-p) (0jP,) Py Jj P_)

=Te(J; " P.J;P-),

where in the last equality we have used that P, P, = 0, (0jP¢)P+ = —P.(0;P;) together with
P_ P, = 0. By exploiting a similar argument applied to the remaining /;(k), we obtain that

Te(PJj Pyt P-) =Te (177 J57). (A.8)
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Now we rewrite the expression of Tr(J j_+ fj+_), by decoupling the contributions containing
only P_ and the ones involving only P.:

l

+

i

+—

- 1
Te(; T ) ==Tr )+2Tr(] T
Tr(P-(0; H)P,(0; H)P- )+§Tr(P+(ajH)P_(ajﬁ)P+)

(
(

= —Tr(P-(0; H)(L - P_— P,)(0; H)P_) + (m— m+1) (A.9)
(

[\JI»—‘[\)IP—*[\JI»—‘[\)Ir—I

Tr(P-(0;H) )—zTr(P_(ajﬁ)P_(ajﬁ)P_)
—%TI(P_(GjFI)Pe(GjI:DP_)+(m<—>m+ D),

where we have used and the cyclicity of the trace, and the notation “+(m < m+1)” means
that it is added the term given by substituting m with m + 1 to all the summands to the left. To
extract the function (;; from f "8 we proceed by computing 0 :H. By the very definition of H
in (A.5), we have that

0jH=0jA)P_+(A_—p)(0;P)+(0;A) Py + (Ay — ) (0 Py).
Thus, we get that

P_(3; )P =(0;A_)P_, (A.10)
P.(0jH)P, =0, A.11)

since P_(0;P-)P-=0=P_(0jP+)P- and P,(0jP-)P, =0 = P,(0jP;)P,. Then, we obtain:
RN | o1 - _
e (J; ) = 5 Tr((P- +P.)0;A)?) - 5 Tr(Pe(0; NP+ P.) (0 ) P,)
1 1
—50jA)* = 20;A)*
1 . . 1 - -
= ETr((OjH)Z) —Tr(Pe(8; H)*P,) + ETr(Pe(ajH)Pe(ajH)Pe)
1 1
—50jA)*=20;A)*
1 . . 1 1
= ETr((ajH)z) —Tr(Pe(8; H)*P,) - z(a,~A_)2 - E(ajA+)2, (A.12)

where we have used in the first equality (A.10), in the second one (A.7) and in the third one
(A.11). Next, we proceed by rewriting the first summand in (A.12) as

Tr((0; H)?) =6jTr(FI6jFI)—Tr(H6§I:I)
1 N -
= z(3§Tr(H2)—Tr(H(3§H) (A13)

1 o
= 5a?((/\_ — w2+ (A — p?) —Tr(HO?H),
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where in the last equality we have used the definition of H in (A5). Plugging into (A.12),
we get that

N | 1 1
Te(J;T;) = 305 (A =+ (As = %) = 50, A)* = 5 (0;A4)°

1 (A.14)
-5 Tr (H 0% H) —Tr (Pe(3, H)* Pe).
Recalling (3.32), up to this point we have proven that for any 7 > 0:
FiTBm =55 + &),
where {;; is defined in and
s [ dkzmk),
Be (A.15)

1 2(A (k)= A_(k))

=, k) :=
k) @m)? %+ (A+ (k) — A_(k))?

_ 1 _ .
(Tr (A% @;Pe(k)?) + 5 T (A(K)33 AK)),

where we have used that I:I(k)ajPe(k) = —ajH(k)Pe(k) as H(k)P,(k) = 0. We conclude the
proof by showing that the function ¢ is differentiable and that lim;_¢+ ¢ '(n) =0, that is ¢ does
not contribute to the longitudinal conductivity o j;. We shall compute explicitly the derivative

&'(n) for n — 0 on each Bél) (whose disjoint union gives the whole set B, recall (3.20)) with
1 = I < n, by using the dominated convergence theorem. First, for a. e. in k € B, we observe that

1 an(A-(k) - Ay (k)
@7) (12 + (A (k) — A_(Kk))2)?

. 1., - .
0nEm, k) = (Tr(H(k)Z(ajPe(k))z) + zTr(H(lc)a?H(k)). (A.16)

Second, we notice that there exists a constant Cy:
|(Te (A0 Pek)?)| < Crlk-wil,  [Tr(AWPZAB)| <Cilk-wl aekeBl, A17)

by using that in view of Assumption there exists a constant C, such that | H(k)| <
Colk—wl fora.e. ke Bél), and by exploiting the C? regularity of the maps B, 3 k — P, (k) and
B, 3 k — H(k), as shown previously. Therefore, by also using condition (3.30), we have that
there exists a constant C3 such that

C377|k—w1|2

(n? +m? Ik—wllz)2

0,2, k)| = fora.e. ke BY, forevery1 <1 <n. (A.18)

For any a > 0, let us introduce the function Fj: (0,00) — R such that F,(x) := ﬁ Itis easy

to check that max,-q F,(x) = 3v3 Therefore, we can estimate the right-hand side of (A.18) as:

16a?2°
Clk-w)? C3|k—a)l|F o= Cslk —w;] 3v3 . 3V3G
(2 + m2 |k - wI?)? m e T e (m k—wi)? | 16m3 [k -l
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which is integrable (uniformly in n). Thus, the dominated convergence theorem and inequality

(A.18) implies that

n
S;Ly} dk [0,E(1, k)|

n
BOIE ‘,:ZJB;” dkd,= (), k)

n k—wil? C 2m? 1
<y [ g Mkzol? _ nCsn ln(1+€ i )+
1+

2= 4
i=1/BY (n2+m2|k—wl|2) 2m

-1|—0asn—0".

£2m?
2
n
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