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Chiral spin ordering of electron gas in solids with broken time reversal symmetry
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In this work we manifest that an electrostatic disorder in conducting systems with broken time
reversal symmetry universally leads to a chiral ordering of the electron gas giving rise to skyrmion-like
textures in spatial distribution of the electron spin density. We describe a microscopic mechanism
underlying the formation of the equilibrium chiral spin textures in two-dimensional systems with
spin-orbit interaction and exchange spin splitting. We have obtained analytical expressions for spin-
density response functions and have analyzed both local and non-local spin response to electrostatic
perturbations for systems with parabolic-like and Dirac electron spectra. With the proposed theory
we come up with a concept of controlling spin chirality by electrical means.

The concept of spin chirality constitutes a substantial
part of modern condensed matter physics. It is widely
applied for strongly correlated electron systems™# when
interpreting the fractional statistics®Z, or chiral spin lig-
uids® M in terms of an effective gauge field. Remarkably,
a finite spin chirality induces a gauge invariant magnetic
flux, which is an experimentally observable quantity™. It
was shown that the chirality driven magnetic field affects
electron transport in the very same way as the ordinary
magnetic field does™ 13 Jeading to the Hall response, the
phenomenon currently referred as the topological Hall ef-
fect116 Naturally, to get an experimental access to the
variety of spin chirality driven phenomena an efficient
tool for creating chiral spin ordrer is needed. One way
towards this goal is to focus on materials possessing ex-
otic spin textures, such as magnetic skyrmionslZ20 or
merons?l. Still, exploring the physical mechanisms be-
hind the emergence of spin chirality in solids remains
challenging and is of high fundamental interest.

In this Letter we show that in systems with broken
time reversal symmetry (7-symmetry) a chiral spin or-
der of electron gas is universally induced by an electro-
static disorder, which is an inherent property of any real
solid. We argue that numerous crystal imperfections,
such as residue impurities or surface defects appear to be
a source of local chiral spin ordering in the electron gas.
This effect is more pronounced for an electron gas with
stronger spin-orbit interaction (SOI). Naturally, various
magnetic systems such as magnetic topological insulators
(TI)?225, Rashba magnetic layers2829 or dilute magnetic
semiconductors (DMS)2UB5 are in fact flooded by chiral
spin textures pinned to structural defects. This effect
opens up a novel concept of an experimental research of
spin chirality driven phenomena.

In our work we focus on two-dimensional degenerate
electron gas (2DEG) with a spin-orbit interaction and
an exchange spin splitting. We introduce an effective
‘magnetic field” acting on an electron spin:

By, = (MAkcos (xpr +7), Aksin (xpr +7), h), (1)

where k = (k, %) is a 2D momentum with magnitude
k and polar angle ;. The parameter h > 0 describes
the out-of-plane component leading to the carrier spin
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FIG. 1: The physical picture behind the emergence of an
equilibrium chiral spin pattern of the electron gas. The in-
plane spin arises from the precession due to drift electron flow.

splitting at k = 0, it is thus responsible for the violation
of T-symmetry. The in-plane components of By repre-
sent linear in k£ terms due to SOI, A is the SOI coupling
constant. The SOI parameters x = =1 (helicity) and v
(vorticity) cover different types of the SOI interaction.

Let us further assume an electrostatic disorder due to
various defects present in the system. When 7 -symmetry
is broken the spatial distribution of the equilibrium elec-
tron spin density follows the inhomogeneity of the elec-
trostatic potential V(r). Indeed, at h # 0 there is a
nonzero electron spin polarization directed perpendicu-
lar to the motion plane (z-axis). A local shift of V(r)
leads to a spatial redistribution of electrons and, hence,
to the change of §S,. When SOI is present (A # 0) the
in-plane components of the spin density 65, , appear as
well, so the induced spin response 6.5 acquires a chiral
spatial pattern forming skyrmion-like spin textures.

Let us notice that the mechanics behind the appear-
ance of 05, in response to an electrostatic potential
has a peculiar character, and it differs from that for §.5,.
Since there is no net in-plane spin polarization at a spa-
tially uniform electrostatic potential, 65, , appears only
due to its gradient. One can consider the following quais-
classical picture, see Fig[l] An electron with initial mo-
mentum k and spin Sy co-aligned with the direction of
By, moves along a certain trajectory. Due to the electro-
static potential gradient ﬁV(r) the carrier momentum is
changed k + dk, thus changing the tilt of the magnetic
field B4k, which in-plane components are coupled with
momentum. This process triggers the precession of elec-



tron spin around the new direction of the magnetic field
creating an excessive in-plane spin density. In the ther-
modynamic equilibrium there is no net current as the
drift and diffusion electron flows are compensated every-
where. However, the in-plane components of the spin
density still appear because the drift flow is associated
with a change of the electron momentum.

The emergence of the spin textures due to spatial vari-
ation of the electrostatic potential is described by static
spin-density response functions:
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where S, is a spin operator for @ = (z,y,2) axis, in-
dex s = £ denotes two electron subbands, €} and |u})
are the energy and the Bloch amplitude of an electron in
state (k,s), fg is the equilibrium distribution function.
Using the functions F,(q) one can analyze the spin den-
sity 4.5(r) emerging in 2DEG in the vicinity of a doping
center or a defect characterized by a potential V (r):

3$u(r) = [ e FlaVia, @)

where V(q) is the Fourier transform of V (), the electron-
electron interaction is neglected. In particular, the func-
tions F,(q) allow us to identify whether the spin response
is local or extends beyond the localization radius of the
potential due to the wave properties of 2DEG.

Let us point out a few general features of the spin re-
sponse in the considered model. As has been mentioned
above, z-component of spin is analogous to the electron
density, so if there is no spatial dispersion 45, locally cou-
ples with the potential 65, (r) = s,V (7). The coefficient
», is given by a product of the electron density of states
and z-projection of spin taken at the Fermi energy. On
the contrary, the in-plane spin components driven by the
precession mechanism illustrated by Fig.[1l|are induced by
the gradient of V(r). In the case of a local response this
coupling takes the form 0.5, , = 5 (72 - V)V (1), where
7 is a unitary matrix determined by SOI type, and the
coefficient s¢| is determined by a carrier spectrum. Since

the Fourier transform of VV (r) is iqV/(q), we conclude
that F, ,(q) are purely imaginary, we present them as

Fuy(@) = i(heq), , Fii(a), (4)

where the real function F|(¢) depends on the absolute
value of ¢, e, = q/q. Naturally, F|(¢q) o< ¢ at ¢ — 0.

As soon as there is some spatial inhomogeneity of crys-
talline structure the electron gas acquires a local spin
chirality. For an axially symmetric potential V(r) the

excessive spin density §5(r) profile has a shape:
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where 7, o, are the polar coordinates of a radius vector,
05),0S, depend on r, Jo1 are Bessel’s functions of the
zeroth and first order, respectively, v/ = v + 7/2. The
emerging chiral spin cloud is similar to a skyrmion for
x = 1, or to an antiskyrmion for y = —1. The fact that
the helicity «' of the real space spin rotation is shifted by
/2 with respect to 7 in k-space reflects the spin preces-
sion mechanism.

The details of chiral spin response naturally depend
on a carrier band structure 5?. Below we calculate
Fopla) = FH + F > Which is a sum of the responses

Z7
of two subbanlls (see Supplementary materials), and an-
alyze the spin response for parabolic-like and Dirac elec-
tron spectra.

Parabolic-like spectrum. Let us assume the following
Hamiltonian Hj, and the energy spectrum &3 :

k‘2
H,=——DB, -6
k 2m k0, (6)
2
er = % F B,  Br=+/h?+ (k)2

where m is the effective mass in the absence of the field
By, (we assume fi=1). In this paper we take the parame-
ter £ = mA%/h < 1. The spectrum of the system is shown
in Fig. 2h, the color within each subband indicates the
magnitude of (s = Akg/h, which has a meaning of spin
inclination into the plane of the carrier motion (blue color
corresponds to (s < 1, red color indicates (s > 1).

We have obtained analytic expressions for the spin-
density response functions F, | with the spectrum given
by Eq.[6] As the formulas are rather cumbersome, we
provide them in the Supplementary Materials. Impor-
tantly, ]:zi,\l within each subband are decomposed onto

a sum of intra- and interband contributions ]-'Zi”
FEE 4 ]—'Zi‘f with the interband terms exhibiting an ad-

2|l
ditional coupling FFT(q) = (2m)\/q)]:ﬁ[$(q).

Let us firstly consider the local coupling regime, when
885y (r) = 5 (it V)4, V(r) and 8S.(r) = 5.V (r). The
coefficients s, || = %:H + found from the limiting
behavior of .7-':” at ¢ — 0 are given in Supplementary

Materials. As already mentioned, »F is the product of
the density of states and the spin z-projection at the
Fermi energy u. The dependence of s, ) on u is shown
in Fig 2b,c. We note that nonzero spin response is ob-
served only when the upper subband is free of electrons
(1 < h). This result is an inherent property of the consid-
ered model; the background spin density SO = (mh/4r)
remains constant at p > h.



As follows from the explicit expressions for ]—':”, the lo-
cal coupling regime occurs when the Fourier components
of V(q) are localized within ¢ < min[k,ay"'], where
ag = A\/2h. For these values the response functions F,,
F)/q have a weak dependence on ¢, which means no spa-
tial dispersion and, thus, the absence of non-locality in
the response. Note, that, apart from the Fermi wavevec-
tor ki, there is a second spatial scale ag = A/2h, which
controls the spatial dispersion of the spin response. This
scale is associated with the precession mechanism for the
in-plane spin generation.

Naturally, a more interesting spin physics takes place
when the effects of spatial dispersion come to the fore.
We first consider the case when only the (+) subband
is populated (—h < p < h). The dependence of F," T

and its partial contributions F + on q/2ky are shown

in Fig. l(a b). As we have dlscussed above the response
functions at ¢ — 0 behave as F ~ ¢°, f . An-

other general trend is that the intra- .7-'; and inter-

band .7-':"_ terms have an opposite sign and, thus, tend

to cancel each other. The spatial profile 0.5, | (r) induced
around a repulsive short range potential V(r) = agd(r)
is shown in Fig. [Bc. The largest spin response appears
within the Fermi wavelength (2kyr < 2). Going away
from the center S. |(r) decrease exhibiting the Friedel
oscillations with the period 2k, (see inset in Flg'

Let us now consider the case ;1 > h when both spin sub-
bands are populated. Although the local spin response is
absent in this case (s, | = 0), the effect of spatial dlsper—
sion restores a chiral spin pattern. Shown in F1g I(d 2)
are the calculated spin response functions }" ”( q). We

note that the intraband terms ]-'iH for both subbands
exhibit a single spike at ¢ = 2ky. What is more in-
teresting is the double-spike structure of the interband
terms F° i‘T driven by two nesting vectors connecting two
distinct subbands of the Fermi surface. The presence of
the two different spatial scales k+ along with a complex
structure of interband transitions lead to quite a peculiar
spin response in the real space. In Fig. Bh,i we demon-
strate 65, (r) for the short range potential V(q) = ap.
The spatial scale is given in units of x = kpr, where kp is
the averaged Fermi wavevector. The Friedel oscillations
clearly visible at large distances from the centre x > 1
are now formed by the superposition of oscillations with
different spatial periods.

Dirac spectrum. Let us further consider the case of
Hamiltonian with Dirac spectrum:

Hy=-By-6, cf =FVh2+ (k)2 (7)

This model describes, for example, chiral surface states of
a 3D TI (the SOI parameters are y = 1, ¥ = 7). Shown in
Fig. 4p is the spectrum , which consists of two nearly
linear bands separated by the gap 2h. The fundamental
difference from the previously considered parabolic-like
spectrum is the additional electron-hole symmetry (C-
symmetry), which modifies the electron gas response to

external perturbations 3659,

Let us put the Fermi energy p > 0 above the charge
neutrality point, so the lower (4) band is completely
filled while the upper (—) band is filled partially. Our
calculations show that the fillled lower subband does not
contribute to the response of z spin component (F, = 0),
while for the upper (—) subband the spin response func-
tion is the conventional 2D Lindhard function:

ot =2 (1ol -2k T2/ ) )

where m, = h/)\? is an effective mass due to the spec-

trum gap, k— = /p? — h?/\ is the Fermi wavevector.
This result is rather interesting as the Lindhard func-
tion usually describes the susceptibility of a system with
simple parabolic spectrum.

Another important feature of F given by is that
its magnitude does not depend on the Fermi energy pu.
This is in contrast with the parabolic-like case, where the
increase of u leads to the suppression of spin response
according to Ff o 1/C+ at (4 > 1. This effect is due
to the density of states, which for the Dirac spectrum
takes the form v_ = By /272, Upon the increase of the
Fermi energy the suppression of spin z-projection (which
is h/2By o 1/¢_ at p > h) is exacltly compensated
by the increase of v_(u). For instance, considering the
local coupling regime 6.5, = .,V (7) the spin response is
explicitly determined by a product s, = v_(u) -ng/2 =
(mg/4m) independent of p.

The in-plane spin response also exhibits a number of
peculiar features. For the functions f”i (¢) we obtained:

4;_’ tan~! (gaop) , (9)

_ _ [q2 — 4k2

We note that there is a non-zero spin response from the
completely filled (+) subband, and that }T /q remains

Fi@ =71

finite even at qag < 1. This is an unusual behavior, since
no density response of (+) subband can be induced in this
case. Indeed, the interband transitions underlying the
change of electron density are suppressed for a smooth
potential qag < 1 due to the finite band gap 2h. On
the contrary, the in-plane spin response originates from
the spin precession driven by a drift electron flow, which
remains finite in C-symmetry systems even with gaped
spectrum due to the Klein tunneling.

Considering the in-plane spin response from the upper
(—) subband we note that the function Fr (¢) given by
Eq. [0 contains both the p-independent term opposite to
that of (+) subband, and a p-aware contribution respon-
sible for the Friedel’s oscillations with the spatial period

2k_. The in-plane spin response function f)| = }"r —|—]—'H7
and its partial components }'”i are shown in Fig. .

The contributions of (+) subbands cancel each other at



q < 2k_ and F| turns to zero. Therefore, no in-plane spin
response is induced by a long-range electrostatic pertur-
bation when the Fermi level is in the upper subband.
The non-local spin response is also modified due to
C-symmetry. As can be seen in Fig. @b the function
]:H(Q) = ]'T + .7:||_ saturates at ¢ > k_ instead of go-
ing to zero. However, as discussed above, the in-plane
spin density responds to the potential gradient, so it is
F)(q)/q which has the physical meaning and it indeed
decays as 1/q when F|/(q) saturates. In Fig. [4c we show
the spatial spin pattern ¢S, induced by a short-range
potential V(q) = agexp[—(qa/2)?], a is a potential ra-
dius. It is worth mentioning that the magnitude of the
in-plane spin response §.5) in the vicinity of a defect is far
larger than in the parabolic spectra case due to the sat-
uration of Fj(g). This finding emphasizes a particularly
high susceptibility of chiral spin pattern in response to
an electrostatic disorder in systems with Dirac spectrum.
Discussion. Our study suggests that the emergence of
chiral spin textures driven by an electrostatic disorder
is a universal phenomena. The obtained results are ap-
plicable to a variety of experimentally studied systems,
such as DMS?440 thin films of ferromagnets2927, Bi,Ses
doped by magnetic impurities?#224142  or due to the
proximity effect®® with magnetic insulators?*¥, or ferro-

magnets®™49.  We note, that the chiral perturbation of

the electron spin density manifests itself in various ways.
For instance, probing the chiral spin textures induced on
a surface by means of spin-polarized scanning tunneling
microscopy®” would be a new tool to access the param-
eters of the electron gas. The chiral spin pattern in the
electron gas can also induce a chiral order of magnetic
ions located either in the same material or in a differ-
ent layer of a heterostructure due to proximity effect.
Therefore, the phenomenon opens a way to record the
information using magnetic skyrmions or similar chiral
spin textures by electrical means. Finally, the topologi-
cal Hall effect is generally expected in magnetic systems
with spin-orbit interaction due to asymmetric scattering
of electrons on chiral spin textures*® pinned to defects
and other inhomogeneities. In particular, the considered
mechanism could be responsible for the recently observed
topological Hall effect in TI and DMS#8bU,
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FIG. 3: (a,b,c) The dependence of .7-":” on q/2ky, and 5. || on 2k, r in case of one filled spin subband ({ = 0.5, p = —0.4h,

¢+ = 1), (d-g) the dependence of -in,u on g/2ks, (h,i) the dependence of S, | on x = 2(v/2mu)r in case of two filled spin
subbands, the parameters are p = 3.5h, £ = 0.5, (+ = 2.5, (- = 1.4.

FIG. 4: (a) Dirac electron spectrum, (b) the dependence of ‘Fz:tH on q/2k_, (c) the dependence of 65| . on 2k_r, the inset
shows the Friedel’s oscillations. The parameters are p = 2h, (— = 1.7, ak— = 0.3.



ONLINE SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Appendix A: The spin-density response functions for the parabolic-like spectrum.

Here we provide the derived analytical formulas for the spin-density response functions ]-'Zi_H (¢) in case of the electron

parabolic-like spectrum e = k?/2m F \/h2 + (\k)? (see Fig. , Eq. @and the notation used in the main text). In
the formulas below we use the following parameters: £ = mA*/h < 1, (+ = My /h, ki is the Fermi wavevector in

the corresponding subband, ag = A/2h has a dimensionality of length. We find that F. iH( ) are decomposed onto the
intra- and interband contributions as ‘inl\ = ]-'Ziljf ]-"zﬁf The intraband terms F iljf( ) are given by:

m 1
4m y(q)

yg) = VIT @l =&, @i(g) = In/T (qao)’, <I>3i<q>=tanh—1(Q“O)Hny(q)i“q““),

y(q) Vi-¢
®3 (q) = tanh ™' (;(L;)\/qQ —~ 4ki) +In [y(q)\/ 1+ ¢3 +&agy/q® — 4’@} - %111 [1+¢ ¢ (A1)

m 1 &
FEH @) = ¥ g (Ol2ks — alAT (0) + Ola — 2k2]A3 (0) ~ AT(@)).

_ 7T Cylg) . (1 y(q) + qao
Af(q) = y(0) 3¢ F I V1 + (gao)” A (q) = e tan (qao) FIn {1 + qaow} (A2)

2
A3 = 1 o (tw;fj,z) # (10|14 (o) + vlaany /o~ 12 5 6/1+ 2] ~m [y 1+ =),

and O[] is the Heaviside function. The interband terms experience an additional symmetry FXT = }"”ijF (2mA/q).

Fitt(e) = (©12ks — qJ1(q) + Ola — 2k:]95 (a) — @5 (a)),

The functions ]:H ¥(q) are given by:

Fi (q) = m_1 X J+(a,1), G <2¢/E+62

I dry(q) = | Olgf — T+ (¢,1) + Olg — ¢ 18lgs — ql T4 (g, 4 (q)) + Olg — ¢ 1T+ (¢, 1), ¢4 > 24/€ + €2
Fi Ha) = %ﬁ((@[qf —qlT-(q,1) +O©[g — ¢ Olgz — a]T- (g, |z—( |)+@[q—q2]u77(q>1))7

<14271> l+mAi (x) 1
J+(q,z) = [sgn(q — qo)] T Va0 A2 0) q = ;Ov€+£2, (A3)
- As(@)\* [ (262" (& S [+ a2
Fi(q’x)_lJrS( y(a) ) [( q ) (5) ] Ael) =7 [ng b 2]’
_ 21 9% 7 _ 2mA y(q)

iy = ke [(-1)"?] (1+(—1)12 1+4A:|:(1)>7 z+(q) = Re Ei A qQ(zmA)2]~

The dependence of ]-" H( q) on ¢ is shown in Fig. and is thoughtfully discussed in the main text. In the limit of

q — 0 these functions behave as FF(q) ~ s, and F, j[( )~ q- %H , the coefficients % il describing the local coupling
regime are found to be:

1 1
b oz _OluEhl =t [ 1 ——— | Ou % ). (A4)

Tl e



Appendix B: Derivation of spin-density response functions.

We consider a two-dimensional electron gas with an effective magnetic field acting on an electron spin in k-space:
By, = (M cos (xpr + ), Aksin (xpx + ), h), where (A, h) > 0, x = &1, v is an arbitrary real number. There are two
spin subbands s = 4, an electron in state (k, s) has its spin S,:f parallel (s = +) or antiparallel (s = —) to B. The
corresponding spinors |uj) for (k, s) states are given:

—i(XPr+7) b
+y_ (€ ay -\ _ k
R G PR UV R G B (B1)
o — 1+ng h + By b — 1—np Ak
g 2 /W2t (htBr)? PV T VORZ+ (h+ B2’

where ny = h/By, and By = \/h? + (Ak)2. The static spin-density response functions F,(q) introduced in the main
text Eq. [2] contain contributions from each spin subband and are given by:

Fold) =Fi@+Fo (@),  Fila)= ) f;i(

(il Saluiy) (i glui) <uz_q|sa|uz><u2|uz_q>> (B2)
k,s'=%+

s _ s’ ; s _ o8 _ s
€F ~ €hpq T 10 €p —Ep_q — 10

where S, = Ga/2, 64 is the Pauli matrix, o = (z,y, 2), f; and €], are the distribution function and an electron energy
in state (k,s). Replacing k — —k in the last integral (we assume that ¢j = ¢ ;) and using the following relations:

(uZg—g|S:uZ ) (U g luly_g) = (Uiggl Salui) (Ui Ui ) (B3)

’ A ’ ’ A ’
(U2 g oSy luZ ) (U2 g uZy o) = = (Ui gl Seylui) (uiufsq),

we get for the response functions at zero temperature:

27 ’
Falg) = /I;dkp/;lﬁ > aikq (B4)
J m J WS,:iek—EkJrq
g = Re [l ul )il | L3 g = 0} T (o i) i i)

where P stands for the principal value, 6 is the polar angle between k and g, ki is the Fermi wavevector in s subband.
We note that ESS kg 1€ purely imaginary. It follows from the structure of that the response functions F; , (q)
for the 1n—plane spln components can be presented in form:

Ty kq7

ukg = (), Lithg,  F2 (@) = i(Reg)ey Fif (9), (B5)
ks 27
kdk do i —1)x
F( Z || k:q P sm"y (-1) cosy 7 (B6)
i(a o e iy —cosy (—1)Xsinvy
0

where 7 is an orthogonal matrix determlned by a particular spin-orbit interaction type, e, = g/q is the unit vector
in the direction of q7 the functions ]-"H (¢) are real and depend only on ¢ modulus. The explicit expressions for the

matrix elements CZ kg A€ given:
s

(1-s)
ss’ (_1) 2 s—s' ss’ s—s' A
z,kq — #(nk +(-1) nk-‘rq)v Il,kg> — (-1) (qao)nknk+q7 ao = o9h (B7)

When calculating these matrix elements the following relation is very useful: (axby)/(a? —b3) = kag. The details of the
spin-density response depend on a particular electron spectrum, below we provide the calculations for parabolic-like
and Dirac types of spectra.



1. Integrals for the Dirac spectrum

Here we present the calculations of 7 H( q) for the Dirac electron spectrum Eki = FBr = F/h? + (\k)2, see Eq.
and Figlh in the main text. We write the spin-density response functions in form:

<]—"| Z) /kdk 7;173 <5Ak,q8 :,q(qa()))’ (B8)
0

A 1 1 B 1 my 2h
kg = By — Biy+q Br+ Biiyg Mk = By ) g+ 2kcosf’

_1 Ng + Nktq Nk = Nhtq | _ 2h
M7 9 | By — Brtq  Br+ Briql  q+2kcosf’

where we introduced the parameter m, = h/A?, which is an effective mass at the bottom of subband k =~ 0. The
integral over the angle in Eq. @ for both 77 is taken using:

27
a1 Ola —b]
a — b>0. B
73/27Ta—|—bcos9 VaZz =2’ 2,6>0 (B9)

0

The remaining integrals over k are taken using I, for F7, and I for .7-"‘T correspondingly:

-

Izz/xdazmzz—@[z—l]\/z’?—l, (B10)

(=)

— 2 _
Iy = [ zdx = Ok — 7] =tan"! (Z) — Oz —1]tan" " ZQ . .
\/y + 22 V22 — a2 Y y*+1

Let us consider the case when the Fermi energy p > h lies in the upper subband (see Flgl The response from
partially filled (—) subband, using the integrals in Eq. .,-, is given by:

Fo(@) = 72 (1- 0l —2k-]v/T— (a/2)?)

m 2 2
Filg) = -2~ [tanl (qao) — ©[q — 2k_] tan™" <a0, /q1+?§_>] , (B11)

here (_ = Ak_/h. Considering the response from the fully filled (4) subband we should take the integrals Eq.
in the limit k4 — oco. At that no response of spin z-component is induced (F;* = 0), while the in-plane response
function is given by:

Fif (q) = T2 tan™" (qgao) (B12)



10
2. Integrals for the parabolic-like spectrum

Here we present the calculations of fiH( ) for the parabolic-like electron spectrum i = k?/2m F /h2 + (\k)2,
see Eq. [6] and Fig[2h in the main text. We write the spin-density response functions in form:

([ [ )

Ci |: ! :| ngn =+ thk
B [ (Gerg F Bk) + Bryg  (0¢kg T Be) F Bryg) " (8ekq F Br)? — B,
:l:l { Ng + Ngtgq Nk — Nk+q } _ tngdeg,q — 2h
(Och,g F Br) £ Brvq  (9ck,q F Br) F Brig (0ck,q F Br)? Bl%+q’
2 k
Ok g = 72qim — —qcos&

The denominator in the Ci ’Di can be expressed as (dexq F Bi)® — B, = (kg/m)* x (ax + b cos + cos® ),
where the coefficients a, bi do not depend on 6. There are two types of integrals with respect to the angle 6:

2m
do 1 %t 1 sgn (uy(x,t))
I = — =+ — ’ B14
1 7)/ 27 at + b4 cos @ + cos? |AL ()| Lu(t, x) w(ug,x) } ’ (BL4)
T do 0 (,1)
t ut(x,t t
]i _ av COS — 4 T +\L, _ Bl
2 7)/ 27 ax + bx cosf + cos? 6 |AL(2)] sen(uz (2, t))w(ui, z)  w(t,x)]’ (B15)
0

where we introduced the following notation: x = k/ky, t = q/2k, the functions A (z),uy(z,t), w(t, z) are given by:

Ay(z) = f[gzp,/ux?gi]go, s (o, t) = ¢ — 2@ w(t,:z:):Re[\/thxQ}:6(\t|f:17) 12— 42,

3 t

both IfQ. After the integration over the angle we can decompose the integrals over k as .7:‘?52( )= ]-'Hizi( )+ f‘fj( ),
where

here £ = mA?/h, (+ = Mk /h. For the calculation of .7-'”i we need only Ili integrals, while calculating F* requires

1
FE0)=-QuTt,  FF=FQe T FT0) = (55) 0= QT (B16)

here the pre-factor Q1 = (m/4m) (mA/ky), the integrals Ifz’g are shown below:

Ot — x] 1

/ |Ai \/t2 — .2 \/1 e :C2 (B17)
Ot — x]

/ | Ai o (B18)

O flus(z,t)] — x] sgn [us (z, 1)]

/|Ai )| \/ (x,t) — a2 \/1+C2x2.

The terms .ﬂfj, }“”ij listed in the Appendix |A| are reproduced after some straightforward calculations of Ili,2,3

given above. Let us only note the complex range of integration in I;E, which leads to a double spike structure of the
the interband response functions. This feature reflects the presence of two nesting vectors of the Fermi surface at the
interband transitions.

(B19)
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