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We propose a topological probe for detecting chirality imbalance in time reversal invariant Weyl
and Dirac semimetals via nonlinear Hall response. The chiral anomaly effect, occurring in parallel
electric and magnetic fields, causes a energy shift between Weyl cones of different chirality, which
leads to chirally asymmetric intra-node relaxation. The net nonlinear Hall current is thus quantized,
and determined by the sum of monopole charge weighted by the transport relaxation time. Our
theory directly applies to chiral Weyl semimetals even without a magnetic field. Additionally, besides
DC transport probes, we anticipate that nonlinear circular dichroism measurements could detect
chiral asymmetry-induced currents.

Introduction. In Weyl semimetals (WSM), the con-
duction and valence bands exhibit a linear crossing in
the three-dimensional (3D) momentum space, occurring
near the Fermi energy at nodal points referred to as
Weyl points. The Weyl points act as sources or sinks
of the Berry curvature, giving rise to distinctive topo-
logical characteristics crucial for experimentally detect-
ing WSM. Two most well-established features encom-
pass Fermi arcs in spectroscopic experiments, and chi-
ral anomalies in transport experiments. Chiral anomaly
effect was predicted to occur under parallel electric and
magnetic fields long ago [1], and the widely discussed ex-
perimental proof has been the negative longitudinal mag-
netoresistance, both in Weyl [2–6] and Dirac semimetals
[7–13].

However, it was later realized that the negative lon-
gitudinal magnetoresistance could not serve as a unam-
biguous evidence of chiral anomaly. There are other com-
pletely topology-unrelated non-isotropic contributions
present, e.g., ’current jetting’ effect [14–17]. Moreover,
the current jetting effect is especially strong in topo-
logical semimetals, including Dirac and Weyl semimet-
als. The direct observation of Berry curvature-related
anomalous velocity in longitudinal transport phenomena
remains challenging. Therefore, it is essential to explore
different physical setups for a more robust investigation
of chiral anomaly physics.

In this work, we propose a topological probe of chiral
anomaly, where chirality imbalance of Weyl nodes are di-
rectly associated with net Hall current. In time-reversal
(TR)-invariant systems, the non-vanishing Berry curva-
ture induced Hall current could only be non-linear [18].
The crucial ingredients of our approach are the combi-
nation of anomalous velocity and shifted Fermi surface
due to finite electric field. Since the Fermi surface shift
itself is proportional to intra node momentum relaxation
time, we prove that the result for non-linear Hall conduc-
tivity in Weyl semimetals is given by the sum of Berry
curvature flux-proportional terms, weighted by momen-
tum relaxation times within each Weyl node. Thus, the
observation of the nonlinear Hall current requires an ex-
plicit chiral symmetry breaking, under chiral anomaly or

intrinsic mirror symmetry breaking [19–22].
In the extreme chiral limit, where remote Weyl nodes

have vanishing relaxation times, the nonlinear Hall cur-
rent arises solely from theWeyl monopoles near the Fermi
level, as a simplification of Berry curvature dipole mech-
anism. The nonlinear Hall effect from dipole moment of
Berry curvature [18] requires a certain degree of electron’s
spectrum anisotropy (e.g., tilted Weyl nodes [23, 24]),
while the monopole nonlinear Hall effect from chiral
asymmetry allows one to observe a topological monopole
contribution not limited by extra anisotropy requirement.
We further demonstrate that chiral asymmetry induced
nonlinear Hall current could be also observed via non-
linear circular dichroism measurements. Calculations are
made both within semiclassical Boltzmann equation, and
the fully quantum approach using Kubo formula. More-
over, all of the physics discussed above applies to Dirac
semimetals.
Semiclassical description. We start our consideration

with semiclassical description of non-linear charge cur-
rent j in topological Weyl semimetals. The low energy
electronic properties of these systems are well captured
by the Weyl Hamiltonian

H = ηvFσ · k, (1)

so that electronic states with momentum k possess non-
trivial Berry curvature Ωη(k), where η = ±1 stands for
node’s chirality.
The general semiclassical expression for j is given by

j = e
∑
η

∑
k

vηfη(k), vη = ∇kεη(k) +Ωη × k̇,

k̇ = eE+
e

c
v ×B, (2)

where electron velocity vη is given by a sum of group ve-
locity ∇kεη(k) = ηvFk/|k| and anomalous velocity con-

tribution Ωη × k̇. The system is subject to electric and
magnetic fields. For calculation of distribution function
fη we employ Boltzmann equation:

−iωfη + eE(ω) · ∇kfη = −δfη
τη

, (3)
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where τη is node-dependent intranode momentum relax-
ation time, δfη describes deviation from equilibrium and
E(ω) is Fourier image of time-dependent electric field
E(t). For δfη we then find

δfη(ω) = −eE(ω)∇kf0
−iω + 1/τη

(4)

so that for Hall current jH(ωj) we arrive at

jH(ωj) = −e2
∫

dω

2π

∑
η

∑
k

Ωη ×E(ωj − ω)
eE(ω)∇kf0
−iω + 1/τη

,

(5)

where Hall current frequency ωj is either ωj = 0 or
ωj = 2ω0, with ω0 being the electric field frequency.
Note that in Eq. (5), we deliberately dismissed linear
in E contribution due to its proportionality to net Berry
curvature

∑
η Ωη, which is known to vanish in TR in-

variant systems. The second order response in Eq. (5)
accounts both for anomalous velocity and for the shift of
Fermi surface in the course of applied electric field E (see
Fig. 1a). In the extreme driving limit where τη >> τ−η,
we have a net nonlinear dc current from Berry curvature
monopole, as a reduction of so-called ’Berry curvature
dipole’ [18] nonlinear Hall current. In our setup, it is
crucial to have a node-dependent relaxation time τη as
a probe of chirality imbalance. Note also that in Eq.
(5), we explicitly neglected B-proportional Lorentz force
part [25] from Eq. (2), since it is a higher order correction
from the Weyl nodes tilting.

Then for Weyl nodes withΩη(k) = ηk/2|k|3, we finally
arrive at the following expression for Hall current jHα:

jHα(ωj) = e3εαβγ

∫
dω

2π

∑
k

ΩβEγ(ωj − ω)Eδ(ω)nδ·

·δ(|k| − kF,η)
τη(ε)

1− iωτη(ε)
=

=
e3

3
εαβγ

∫
dω

2π
Eβ(ω)Eγ(ωj − ω)

∑
η

τη(µη)

1− iωτη(µη)
·

·
∫

Ωη · dk
(2π)3

δ(|k| − kF,η).

(6)

Since
∫
Ωη · dSk = 2πη = ±2π, the response current

proves to be quantized with additional relaxation time.
Assuming a monochromatic wave E(t) = Re{E0e

−iω0t}
and going back to dimensional units, for second order
conductivity tensor σαβγ (we focus only on dc component
of the response, jα(ωj = 0) = σαβγ(0)E0βE

∗
0γ), we arrive

at

σαβγ(0) = εαβγ
e3

24π2ℏ2
∑
η

ητη(µη)

1− iω0τη(µη)
, (7)

which is the main result of the present work. Eq. (7) al-
lows for a particularly simple interpretation for the case

FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of the nonlinear Hall effect
origin. a) Fermi surface shift is shown to be proportional to
node-dependent momentum relaxation time τ+, τ−. Anoma-
lous Berry curvature velocities are shown to have opposite
directions for opposite chirality nodes. b) ’Hot’ and ’cold’
Berry curvature monopoles that arise due to mirror symme-
try breaking (either chiral anomaly induced or due to intrinsic
symmetry breaking) are shown.

of low frequencies ω0τη ≪ 1. Namely, topological cur-
rent is proportional to Berry curvature and node’s chi-
rality η. However, at the same time it accounts for the
Fermi surface shift, which is proportional to the shortest
timescale of the problem (τη). In the case of broken chi-
ral symmetry, the overall contribution is non-vanishing
and σαβγ(0) ∝ τ+ − τ−. This could be understood with
the help of time-resolved Hall signal (see Fig. 4a). In the
high frequency regimes, Fermi surface shift becomes fre-
quency and not τη dependent, thus effectively restoring
chiral symmetry. Therefore, the nonlinear Hall current
in Eq. (7) vanishes for ω0τη ≫ 1.
For short-ranged impurity scattering it was proven pre-

viously that τ−1
η ∝ ν(µη) ∝ µ2

η [26]. Therefore, in an
extreme limit µ− ≪ µ+ one should have a truly Berry
monopole contribution, provided that τ− ≫ τ+.

The most general way to break chiral symmetry in
mirror-symmetric systems is to apply parallel electric and
magnetic field which would lead to the relative shift of
different chirality nodes µ+ − µ− due to chiral anomaly
effect (see also Fig. 1b). The value of the shift µ+ − µ−
was previously predicted in [27–29] to be

µ+ − µ− =
e2EB

4π2ℏ2νF
τch, (8)

with τch being the internode chirality relaxation time.
For materials with intrinsically broken mirror symmetry
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[19–22] the response in Eq. (7) is finite even in the ab-
sence of electrical and magnetic fields.

Performing real material estimate for TaAs subject to
B = 9T, E = 104 V/m and τ ∼ 10−13 s, τch ∼ 10−11 s
(there is however a certain ambiguity in measuring chi-
rality relaxation time due to the reasons mentioned in
introduction) gives σxyz ∼ 2 · 10−4 A

V 2 . Equivalently,
comparing it with regular Drude current response jD =
e2ν(µ)v2F τE/3, we arrive at jH/jD ≲ 5%.

Quantum approach using Landau level basis. In this
section, we perform a purely quantum Kubo formula
computation for non-linear conductivity. This approach
allows to treat electric and magnetic fields on equal foot-
ing. And as we show in what follows, it can be applied to
both Dirac and Weyl semimetals unlike semiclassical cal-
culation. The most general form of second order current
response in Fourier representation reads

jα(ωj) =

∫
dω

2π
σαβγ(ω, ωj − ω)Eβ(ω)Eγ(ωj − ω) (9)

where E = Re
{
E0e

−iω0t
}
.

In order to simplify second order response formula for
σαβγ(ω1, ω2) we switch to Matsubara representation (see
also [30–32]):

σαβγ(iω1, iω2) =
χαβγ(iω1, iω2) + χβαγ(iω2, iω1)

ω1ω2
,

χαβγ(iω1, iω2) =

=
1

V

∫
dε

2π
Tr

〈
ĵαĜ(iε− iω1)ĵβĜ(iε− iωj)ĵγĜ(iε)

〉
dis

,

(10)

where ωj = ω1 + ω2 and ⟨...⟩dis is the disorder average.
We assume that electronic properties are governed by a
standard Weyl electron Hamiltonian in a magnetic field
(described by vector potential A)

Ĥ = ηvFσ ·
(
k+

e

c
A
)
, (11)

so that particle current ĵα and Green function Ĝ(iε) are
given by

ĵα = e∂kα
Ĥ = ηeσαvF , Ĝ(iε) = (iε− Ĥ)−1. (12)

Explicit computation of the non-linear response
Eq.(10) in the basis of Landau levels depicted at Fig.
3 (see appendix A for details) leads to the same result as
shown in Eq. (7). However, we would like to emphasize
that Eq. (7) is justified only when interband optical tran-
sitions could be fully neglected (in the limit of ω0 ≪ µη).
Comparison with nonlinear Hall effects from other

sources. For a complete discussion of the result in Eq.
(7), we compare it with previous relevant findings. It is
known that based on its origin Hall effects could be con-
veniently separated into intrinsic, side jump and skew
scattering parts. The result given by Eq. (6) is propor-
tional to Berry curvature related anomalous velocity and

FIG. 2. Feynman diagram for a 3-point correlation func-
tion χαβγ(iω1, iω2), with ωj = ω1 + ω2. Solid lines represent

disorder-averaged Green function ⟨Ĝ⟩ from Eq. (10). Vertex
corrections are shown by gray color.

FIG. 3. Landau levels for both positive (η = 1) and nega-
tive (η = −1) chiralities Weyl nodes. kz denotes longitudinal
(with respect to B) momentum. ’Chiral’ levels with linear
dispersion are shown.

is evidently intrinsic. Hence, in what follows we com-
pare it with other known intrinsic contributions [18, 25].
Nonetheless, it should be mentioned that other types of
contributions (side jump and skew scattering) were thor-
oughly studied in [33, 34]. Namely, it was demonstrated
that these effects, unlike our present result, rely on hav-
ing a finite tilt velocity. Thus, we expect the results of
[33] to be suppressed by u/vF , where u is tilt velocity
(such that for TaAs u/vF ∼ 0.1).
As already mentioned in previous sections, a similar

non-linear effect was predicted in [25] as a consequence
of B-dependent part of Lorentz force combined with
anomalous velocity contribution in tilted Weyl nodes.
Although this effect is not chiral anomaly related and
requires a lower power of E to hold (jH ∼ E2B while
we predict jH ∼ E3B), it appears to be proportional
to the tilt velocity that is usually small. For real ma-
terial TaAs [35, 36], order of magnitude estimate for
E = 100V/cm, B = 9T gives jH/jD ∼ 1% in [25] and
jH/jD ≲ 5% for our prediction, proving that detecting of
chiral anomaly related response is experimentally feasible
in Weyl semimetals.

Another seminal work on this topic includes the so-
called ’Berry curvature dipole’ contribution[18]. This ef-
fect is the strongest near charge neutrality point. How-
ever, a relevant limit for the present study is for Fermi
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level being high above in electron band, where the Berry
curvature dipole decays rapidly and the two effects could
thus be comparable. For instance, simulations performed
for TaIrTe4 compound [37] suggest that Berry curvature
dipole could vanish for certain values of chemical po-
tential. For Weyl semimetal with mirror symmetry, the
Berry curvature dipole induced nonlinear Hall tensor in
Eq. (7) is vanishing. Furthermore, both mechanisms dis-
cussed above [18, 25] heavily rely on the presence of finite
tilting and vanish for untilted nodes. Our results are free
from such an assumption, due to its monopole nature.

Electron interaction and current quantization. For in-
terband transitions [38–40], de Juan et al. predicted that
photocurrent is quantized as a function of frequency [38].
However, later it was later proven that the presence of
interaction could remove the ideal quantization [30, 41].
Since the nonlinear Hall current in Eq. (7) is sensitive
only to chirally asymmetric scattering channels, the pro-
posed quantization is therefore more robust under elec-
tron interactions.

Circular dichroism measurements. Non-trivial Hall re-
sponse discussed above could also manifest itself in opti-
cal measurements of circular dichroism [42–44]. For TR
invariant systems with broken inversion symmetry, a ho-
mogeneous linear response is prohibited by Onsager sym-
metry relations [45]. In previous works [46, 47], consid-
eration was mainly given to q-linear contribution (with
q being the incident light wavevector). In contrast, here
we would focus on non-linear part of the response in-
stead. With the relation between conductivity and di-
electric tensors

εij(ω0,q) = δij +
4πiσij(ω0,q)

ω0
(13)

and assuming that E ∥ B ∥ 0z and rotational symmetry
in 0xy plane, for εij(ω0,q) we arrive at

εij(ω0) =

 ε⊥(ω0) 4iπσxy(ω0)/ω0 0
−4iπσxy(ω0)/ω0 ε⊥(ω0) 0

0 0 ε∥(ω0)

 .

(14)

Refraction indices for different modes are given by the
eigenvalues of Eq. (14): n2

∥ = ε∥(ω0), n
2
L(R) = ε⊥(ω0) ±

4πσxy/ω0. Chiral dichroism signal γ = Im(nL − nR)
is then given by (also plotted in Fig. 4b for different
magnetic field values)

γE ≈ e3

6πω0ℏ2
E
∑
η

ητη
1 + ω2

0τ
2
η

Re
1√

ε⊥(ω0)
. (15)

The complete derivation of (15) could be found in ap-
pendix B. Now let us compare the finding in Eq. (15)
with the previously known result for q-linear contribu-
tion to circular dichroism signal [48]. Note that even
though γE and γq pertain to different kind of response
(dc vs ac response), it is still instructive to compare the

FIG. 4. a) Time-resolved Hall current. t < τ+: ballistic
currents in both η = ±1 nodes compensate each other. τ+ <
t < τ−: η = +1 current is saturated while η = −1 is not. τ− <
t: both η = ±1 currents are saturated. b) Chiral dichroism
signal γE due to non-linear Hall response. Blue line: (τ+ −
τ−)/τ0 = 0.2, orange line: (τ+ − τ−)/τ0 = 0.15, with τ0 being
the momentum relaxation time for B = 0.

magnitudes of the signals for future experimental tests.
According to Ref. [48], γq reads

γq =
4e2

3πℏ2c
∑
η

ηµητηRe
1√

ε⊥(ω0)
, (16)

so that γE ∼ eEc
µω0

γq and for real material estimate (TaAs)

(E = 100V/cm, B = 9T, ω0 = 10THz) γE/γq ∼ 10.
This in turn means that anomaly related chiral dichroism
signal is easier to observe in dc response setup.
We now discuss the possible Fermi arc surface states

contribution that inevitably arises due to topological
Berry curvatures. In the limit of relatively large crys-
tal volume, it is natural to expect surface contribution to
be vanishingly small. Besides that, Weyl materials with
few nodes could host a surface that does not support arc
states [46]. We will leave the detailed study on surface
contributions to future work.
Dirac semimetal. It is important to mention that, sur-

prisingly, all of the above physics is applicable to the
case of Dirac semimetals as well. Technically, it could
be demonstrated with the help of Kubo formula calcu-
lation (see discussion in appendix A for details). The
physical argument for that was previously developed in
[29]. Namely, all of the chiral anomaly physics trans-
fers to Dirac case if the bandgap ∆g is relatively small:
∆g ≪ εF . The only difference is that the notion of chi-
rality is replaced by helicity (which is a projection of par-
ticle’s spin onto its momentum) and chirality relaxation
time by helicity relaxation time. Real material estimate
for Dirac semimetals ZrTe5, Na3Bi [8] gives jH/jD ∼ 1%
already for B = 1T . Since chiral anomaly-nonrelated
Berry curvature effects would cancel for Dirac case, this
effect should be perfectly measurable.
To summarise, we predicted a non-vanishing Hall re-

sponse in TR-invariant systems from Berry curvature
monopole. We have demonstrated that chiral anomaly-
induced relative shift of Weyl cones in energy space gives
rise to chirally asymmetric intranode momentum relax-
ation times. Due to this inherent asymmetry, nonlin-
ear Hall current is given by quantized monopole charge,
weighted by node specific relaxation time. We further
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discuss the corresponding nonlinear circular dichroism
signal from the chiral asymmetry. The predicted effect
is robust to interactions beyond simple impurity scat-
tering, since only scattering channels which are chirally
asymmetric would contribute to this effect.
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Appendix A: Non-linear Hall response σαβγ Kubo formula derivation

In this appendix, we explicitly derive the non-linear Hall response σαβγ for both Weyl and Dirac semimetals with
the help of diagram technique in the basis of Landau levels. As shown in the main text, the general second order
response σαβγ(iω1, iω2) is expressed through 3-point correlation functions χαβγ(iω1, iω2):

χαβγ(iω1, iω2) =

∫
dε

2π
Tr ⟨jαG(iε− iω1)jβG(iε− iωj)jγG(iε)⟩dis . (A1)

Since the scattering is treated perturbatively, introducing disorder would lead only to a substitute of bare Green
function by an averaged one plus vertex corrections. Disorder-averaged Green function ⟨Ĝ⟩ of Weyl fermion for the
case of finite magnetic field B ∥ 0z in coordinate representation is given by

⟨Ĝ⟩(iε, r1, r2) =
∑

n,kx,kz

|Ψn,kx,kz
(r1)⟩⟨Ψn,kx,kz

(r2)|
iε− En(kz) + µη +

i
2τ ′

η
sgn(En(kz)− µη)

,

En(kz) = sgn(n)vF

√
2|n|/l2B + k2z , n ̸= 0

E0(kz) = ηvF kz, (A2)

where Ψn,kx,kz
and En(kz) stand for eigenfunctions and eigenenergies of Eq. (11) (see also Fig. 3) enumerated by

integer n; kz is longitudinal with respect to B momentum, µη, τ
′
η = 2

3τη are the chirality-dependent chemical potential
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and scattering time correspondingly. In what follows we demonstrate that simple scattering time τ ′η in Eq. (A2) differs
from momentum relaxation time τη used in semiclassical analysis of Eq. (3) only by numerical factor 2/3. It should
be however noted that this relaxation times relation was proven previously in [29] for the case of linear response. We
generalize this to non-linear case.

We proceed with explicitly evaluating 3-point correlation function with disorder averaged Green function with later
showing that vertex corrections will only lead to replacing of scattering time τ ′η by transport momentum relaxation
time τη. For analytical derivation present in this section we stick to the approach developed in [30, 31] but with an
account for impurity scattering.

Employing Landau level representation for averaged over disorder Green function ⟨G⟩(iε) given by Eq. (A2) and
plugging it into Eq. (A1), we arrive at:

χαβγ(iω1, iω2) =
eB

2πℏc
∑

n1,n2,n3

∫
dkz
2π

∫
dε

2π

Zn1n2n3

αβγ(
iε− iω1 − En2

(kz) + µη +
i

2τ ′
η
sgn(En2

(kz)− µη)
) ·

· 1(
iε− iωj − En3

(kz) + µη +
i

2τ ′
η
sgn(En3

(kz)− µη)
)(

iε− En1
(kz) + µη +

i
2τ ′

η
sgn(En1

(kz)− µη)
) ,

Zn1n2n3

αβγ = ⟨n1|ĵα|n2⟩⟨n2|ĵβ |n3⟩⟨n3|ĵγ |n1⟩, (A3)

where |n1,2,3⟩ denote Landau level states. However, since the final result for nonlinear response Eq. (7) does not
explicitly demonstrate magnetic field dependence, in what follows we would adopt semiclassical limit B → 0. This
in turn means that the sums in Eq. (A3) would be replaced by integrals over continuous momentum and the Green
function ⟨G⟩(iε) would be also taken in momentum representation:

⟨G⟩(iε,k) = P+(k)

iε− vF k + µη +
i

2τ ′
η
signε

+
P−(k)

iε+ vF k + µη +
i

2τ ′
η
signε

, P±(k) =
1

2

(
1± σ · k̂

)
. (A4)

τ ′η(µη) in (A4) is however B-dependent in a sense that µ+ ̸= µ− due to chiral anomaly effect.

1. 3-point correlation function χαβγ calculation

Since jα = ηevFσα, making use of Eq. (A1) and Eq. (A4), for χαβγ(iω1, iω2) we arrive at

χαβγ(iω1, iω2) = ηe3v3F

∫
dε

2π

∫
d3k

(2π)3[
tr {σαP−(k)σβP+(k)σγP+(k)}(

iε− iω1 + µ+ vF k + i
2τ ′

η
sign(ε− ω1)

)(
iε− iωj − vF k + µ+ i

2τ ′
η
sign(ε− ωj)

)(
iε− vF k + µ+ i

2τ ′
η
signε

)+
+

tr {σαP+(k)σβP−(k)σγP−(k)}(
iε− iω1 − vF k + µ+ i

2τ ′
η
sign(ε− ω1)

)(
iε− iωj + vF k + µ+ i

2τ ′
η
sign(ε− ωj)

)(
iε+ vF k + µ+ i

2τ ′
η
signε

)+
+

tr {σαP+(k)σβP+(k)σγP−(k)}(
iε− iω1 − vF k + µ+ i

2τ ′
η
sign(ε− ω1)

)(
iε− iωj − vF k + µ+ i

2τ ′
η
sign(ε− ωj)

)(
iε+ vF k + µ+ i

2τ ′
η
signε

)+
+

tr {σαP−(k)σβP−(k)σγP+(k)}(
iε− iω1 + vF k + µ+ i

2τ ′
η
sign(ε− ω1)

)(
iε− iωj + vF k + µ+ i

2τ ′
η
sign(ε− ωj)

)(
iε− vF k + µ+ i

2τ ′
η
signε

)+
+

tr {σαP+(k)σβP−(k)σγP+(k)}(
iε− iω1 − vF k + µ+ i

2τ ′
η
sign(ε− ω1)

)(
iε− iωj + vF k + µ+ i

2τ ′
η
sign(ε− ωj)

)(
iε− vF k + µ+ i

2τ ′
η
signε

)+
+

tr {σαP−(k)σβP+(k)σγP−(k)}(
iε− iω1 + vF k + µ+ i

2τ ′
η
sign(ε− ω1)

)(
iε− iωj − vF k + µ+ i

2τ ′
η
sign(ε− ωj)

)(
iε+ vF k + µ+ i

2τ ′
η
signε

)],
(A5)

where ωj = ω1 + ω2, the sum over Landau level index n is replaced by integration over semiclassical momentum k
and tr {...} stands for the trace over spin degrees of freedom. In what follows we switch to integration in spherical
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coordinates of k:
∫

d3k
(2π)3 =

∫∞
0

ν(ε)dε
∫

dΩk

4π , ε = vF |k|. As for angle integration, a straightforward calculation

suggests that

⟨tr {σαP+(k)σβP+(k)σγP−(k)}⟩k̂ = ⟨tr {σαP+(k)σβP−(k)σγP−(k)}⟩k̂ =
1

3
iεαβγ , (A6)

where ⟨...⟩k̂ stands for angular average over momentum directions. Thus, according to Eq. (A6), all traces appearing
in (A5) are identical which allows to effectively extend the integration over ε to the whole real axis by grouping 2
subsequent terms into one contribution. Assuming the limit ω1,2 ≪ µ (which is equivalent to neglecting all vertical
optical transitions), we then arrive at

χαβγ(iω1, iω2) =

=
1

3
εαβγηe

3v3F νF

∫
dε

[
θ(ε)− θ(ε− ωj)(

2iε− iω1 + 2µ+ i
2τ ′

η
(sign(ε− ω1) + signε)

)(
−iωj +

i
2τ ′

η
(sign(ε− ωj)− signε)

)+
+

θ(ε− ω1)− θ(ε− ωj)(
2iε− iω1 + 2µ+ i

2τ ′
η
(signε+ sign(ε− ω1))

)(
−iωj + iω1 +

i
2τ ′

η
(sign(ε− ωj)− sign(ε− ω1))

)
+

θ(ε)− θ(ε− ω1)(
−iω1 +

i
2τ ′

η
(sign(ε− ω1)− signε)

)(
2iε− iωj + 2µ+ i

2τ ′
η
(sign(ε− ωj) + signε)

)] (A7)

Assuming for the sake of simplicity that ω1 > 0 and performing integration over ε, we have

χαβγ(iω1, iω2) ≈ ηe3v3F νF
1

3
εαβγ

[
ωj

2µ(−iωj − i/τ ′η)
+

ω2

2µ(−iω2 − i/τ ′η)
+

ω1

2µ(−iω1 − i/τ ′η)

]
(A8)

However, it is evident that in the leading approximation in ω1,2/µ the expression χαβγ(iω1, iω2) − χαβγ(iω2, iω1)
vanishes. Therefore, one should take into account correction terms, keeping in mind the limit ω1 + ω2 → 0 and
expanding over ω1,2/µ:

χαβγ(iω1, iω2) ≈ ηe3v3F νF
1

3
εαβγ

[
ωj

2µ(−iωj − i/τ ′η)
+

ω2

2µ(−iω2 − i/τ ′η)
+

ω1

2µ(−iω1 − i/τ ′η)
+

ω2
1

4µ2(ω1 + 1/τ ′η)

]
(A9)

For χαβγ(iω2, iω1) we have

χαβγ(iω2, iω1) ≈ ηe3v3F νF
1

3
εαβγ

[
ωj

2µ(−iωj − i/τ ′η)
+

ω2

2µ(−iω2 − i/τ ′η)
+

ω1

2µ(−iω1 − i/τ ′η)
− ω2

1

4µ2(ω1 + 1/τ ′η)

]
(A10)

so that for the chiral one node contribution we arrive at

σαβγ = εαβγ
1

ω2
ηe3v3F νF

1

3

ω2

2µ2(−iω + 1/τ ′η)
= εαβγ

1

ω2
ηe3v3F

µ2

2π2v3F

1

3

ω2

2µ2(−iω + 1/τ ′η)
→ εαβγη

e3

12π2

τ ′η
1− iωτ ′η

.

(A11)

Thus, net nonlinear response reads (in full agreement with semiclassical result Eq. (7))

σαβγ = εαβγ
e3

12ℏ2π2

∑
η

ητ ′η
1− iωτ ′η

, (A12)

where η stands for chirality. Note that extra factor of 2 arises due to different (again, by factor of 2) definitions of
σαβγ in Eqs. (7) and (9).

2. Vertex corrections

Taking into account vertex corrections leads to the replacement of scattering time by transport momentum relaxation
time. Since for Gaussian disorder in Weyl semimetals ⟨V (r)V (r′)⟩ = nimpV

2δ(r− r′) = 1
πνF τ ′

η
(r− r′), one ladder step

contribution is given by

1

πνF τ ′η

∫
d3q

(2π)3
Ĝ(iε− iω,q)ĵαĜ(iε,q) =

1

πνF τ ′η

∫ ∞

0

ν(ξq)dξq

∫
dnq

4π
Ĝ(iε− iω,q)ĵαĜ(iε,q), (A13)
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where ξq = vF |q|. Plugging Eq. (A4) into Eq. (A13), we arrive at

1

πνF τ ′η

∫ ∞

0

ν(ξq)dξq

∫
dnq

4π

P+(nq)ĵαP+(nq)

(iε− iω − vF q + µη +
i

2τ ′
η
sign(ε− ω))(iε− vF q + µη +

i
2τ ′

η
signε)

+

+
1

πνF τ ′η

∫ ∞

0

ν(ξq)dξq

∫
dnq

4π

P−(nq)ĵαP−(nq)

(iε− iω + vF q + µη +
i

2τ ′
η
sign(ε− ω))(iε+ vF q + µη +

i
2τ ′

η
signε)

+

+
1

πνF τ ′η

∫ ∞

0

ν(ξq)dξq

∫
dnq

4π

P+(nq)ĵαP−(nq)

(iε− iω − vF q + µη +
i

2τ ′
η
sign(ε− ω))(iε+ vF q + µη +

i
2τ ′

η
signε)

+

+
1

πνF τ ′η

∫ ∞

0

ν(ξq)dξq

∫
dnq

4π

P−(nq)ĵαP+(nq)

(iε− iω + vF q + µη +
i

2τ ′
η
sign(ε− ω))(iε− vF q + µη +

i
2τ ′

η
signε)

(A14)

Note however that the last two terms in Eq. (A14) would be suppressed by small parameter ω/µ ≪ 1 and could
therefore be omitted. Employing the identity∫

dnq

4π
P±(nq)σαP±(nq) =

1

4

∫
dnq

4π
(σα + σβnβσασγnγ) =

1

6
σα (A15)

and extending the integration in Eq. (A14) to negative half axis of ξq in a way it was done in preceeding section, for
one ladder step contribution we arrive at

2 · 1
6
σα

(θ(ε)− θ(ε− ω)) i/τ ′η
iω + i/τ ′η

=
1

3
σα (θ(ε)− θ(ε− ω))

1/τ ′η
1/τ ′η + ω

(A16)

so that, after summing up the series, vertex correction factor Γ(ω) takes the form

Γ(ω) = ĵα

1 +

1
3

1/τ ′
η

1/τ ′
η−iω

1− 1
3

1/τ ′
η

1/τ ′
η−iω

(θ(ε)− θ(ε− ω))

 . (A17)

Accounting for Eq. (A17) leads to replacing of scattering time τ ′η in Eq. (A9) by transport time τη.

3. Dirac case

Let us also note that the above calculation could be easily generalized for Dirac semimetals case. The reason is
that Dirac node is actually comprised of two Weyl nodes with opposite chirality residing at the same momentum.
Therefore, the Hamiltonian and Green function of a Dirac fermion read

ĤD = vF τ3σ · k, ĜD(ε) =

(
(ε− vFσ · k)−1 0

0 (ε+ vFσ · k)−1

)
, ĵ = vF

(
σ 0
0 −σ

)
(A18)

Since matrices in Eq. (A18) are diagonal, the result Eq. (7) transfers to Dirac case as well.

Appendix B: Nonlinear circular dichroism derivation

Nonlinear circular dichroism signal γ = Im(nL − nR) is given by

γ = Im

{√
ε⊥(ω0) +

4πiσxy

ω0
−
√
ε⊥(ω0)−

4πiσxy

ω0

}
, (B1)

where

σxy =
e3

24π2ℏ2
Ez

∑
η

ητη
1− iω0τη
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describes non-linear Hall conductivity. Assuming that σxy ≪ ω0 (which in case of TaAs corresponds to THz frequencies
and gives the same estimate as ω0 > ωp condition for non-decaying EM wave) and performing Taylor expansion of
(B1), we arrive at

γ =
e3

6πℏ2ω0
Ez

∑
η

ητη
1 + ω2

0τ
2
η

Re
1√

ε⊥(ω0)
(B2)
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