
Magnetic control of Weyl nodes and wave packets in three-dimensional warped semimetals

Bruno Focassio,1 Gabriel R. Schleder,1 Adalberto Fazzio,2 Rodrigo B. Capaz,1, 3

Pedro V. Lopes,3 Jaime Ferreira,4 Carsten Enderlein,5 and Marcello B. Silva Neto3, 1

1Laboratório Nacional de Nanotecnologia, LNNano/CNPEM, 13083-100, Campinas, SP, Brazil
2Ilum School of Science,CNPEM, 13083-970 Campinas, São Paulo, Brazil

3Instituto de Fisica, Universidade Federal do Rio de Janeiro, Caixa Postal 68528, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil
4Centro Brasileiro de Pesquisas Físicas, Rua Dr. Xavier Sigaud, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil

5Instituto de Fisica, Universidade Federal do Rio de Janeiro, Campus Duque de Caxias, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil
(Dated: January 15, 2024)

We investigate the topological phase transitions driven by band warping, 𝜆, and a transverse magnetic field,
𝐵, for three-dimensional Weyl semimetals. First, we use the Chern number as a mathematical tool to derive
the topological 𝜆 × 𝐵 phase diagram. Next, we associate each of the topological sectors to a given angular
momentum state of a rotating wave packet. Then we show how the position of the Weyl nodes can be manipulated
by a transverse external magnetic field that ultimately quenches the wave packet rotation, first partially and then
completely, thus resulting in a sequence of field-induced topological phase transitions. Finally, we calculate the
current-induced magnetization and the anomalous Hall conductivity of a prototypical warped Weyl material.
Both observables reflect the topological transitions associated with the wave packet rotation and can help to
identify the elusive 3D quantum anomalous Hall effect in three-dimensional, warped Weyl materials.

Introduction − Wave packets are one of the most funda-
mental objects in quantum mechanics [1]. Schrödinger in-
troduced them [2] right after the publication of his famous
wave equation, inspired by the wave-particle duality pro-
posed by de Broglie [3]. One hundred years later, the de
Broglie–Mackinnon wave packet has been finally observed,
using paraxial space–time-coupled pulsed laser fields in the
presence of anomalous group-velocity dispersion [4]. Optical
wave packets that are localized in space and time have also
found applications ranging from microscopy and remote sens-
ing, to nonlinear and quantum optics [5]. Localized coherent
phonon wave packets are being launched by ultrafast Coulomb
forces in a scanning tunneling microscope using tip-enhanced
terahertz electric fields [6]. Ultrasonic acoustic wave packets
have beaten the diffraction limit in the far-field for ultrasound
waves [7]. Finally, matter wave packets can be optically ma-
nipulated for applications in ultrafast electron microscopy [8].

Optical vortices are paraxial vortex light beams possessing
a Hilbert factor, 𝑒𝑖𝓁𝜙 [9], a phase singularity with a nonzero
topological charge, 𝓁, which gives rise to a hollow intensity
distribution (dark spot) and a phase front that describes a he-
lix about the axis of propagation, 𝐤 [10]. This 𝑒𝑖𝓁𝜙 factor
is also a characteristic feature of orbital angular momentum
(similar to the azimuthal phase in the hydrogenic wave func-
tions), and is not restricted to light beams. Phonons may ac-
quire a nonzero angular momentum due to forces induced by
the relative displacements of atoms out of their equilibrium
positions [11]. Ultrasonic vortex beams have been shown ex-
perimentally to be obliquely reflected off a flat water-air inter-
face, confirming the theoretically predicted reversals of phase
rotation, topological charge, and orbital angular momentum
in a reflected vortex beam [12]. Freely propagating electron
beams have been also produced in laboratory, whose wave-
front has a quantized topological structure arising from a sin-
gularity in phase, also taking the Hilbert form, 𝑒𝑖𝓁𝜙, with 𝜙 as
the azimuthal angle about the beam axis and 𝓁 the topological

charge [13]. Remarkably, the angular momentum of an elec-
tron vortex beam can be manipulated by an external magnetic
field and exhibits well-known magnetic manifestations such as
Stern-Gerlach transport, Larmor precession, Aharonov-Bohm
phases, Landau energy levels, and Zeeman splitting [14].

Quite recently, the universal mapping of topological sin-
gularities in 𝐤-space to measurable topological observables
in real space has been demonstrated [15]. The mapping is
based on the spin-orbit interaction, angular momentum con-
servation, and the nontrivial winding of the Berry phase, and
is fundamentally of topological origin. The spin-orbit interac-
tion leads to a Berry curvature having a monopole structure,
F (𝐤) = 𝐤∕|𝐤|3 [16], which in turn, leads to the accumula-
tion of the Berry phase about the linear momentum, 𝐤, thus
shifting the relative phase of the plane waves and modifying
the orbital angular momentum [13]. Although the mapping
was demonstrated for the photonic honeycomb and Lieb lat-
tices with vortex beams [15], the mechanism is universal and
also works for rotating wave packets in 3D Weyl systems [15].

In this work, we propose that the topological singularities
of a nonmagnetic, 3D Weyl semimetal, with warping, 𝜆, can
be manipulated by an external magnetic field, 𝐵, due to its
coupling to the wave packet orbital angular momentum. Weyl
semimetals are ideal for this kind of manipulation, because
while the robustness of Weyl nodes is ensured by topology
[17], their positions can be easily fine-tuned by external per-
turbations [18, 19]. In fact, magnetic fields are being used to
control the positions of the Weyl nodes and the emergence of
the anomalous Hall or Nernst effects in magnetic semimetals
[20, 21]. Here we demonstrate that, while 𝜆 brings Weyl nodes
closer together, contributing to the Berry curvature, F (𝐤), and
to the wave packet rotation, a transverse magnetic field pushes
the nodes away, quenching the rotation of the wave packet.
This leads to a rich 𝜆 × 𝐵 topological phase diagram and to
fingerprints in transport that can help to identify the 3D quan-
tum anomalous Hall effect, when a magnetization is induced.
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Warping and topology − Weyl semimetals are characterized
by a linear dispersion, 𝐸(𝐤) = ±|𝐤|, a band crossing at a Weyl
node, 𝐤 = 0, and a topological charge, 𝑄 = ±1. They are ex-
pected for systems where accidental band crossings occur and
have indeed been observed for example in TaAs [22]. Multi-
Weyl semimetals are characterized by a nonlinear dispersion,
𝐸(𝐤) = ±

√

𝑘2𝑧 + 𝑘
2𝓁
⟂ , a band crossing at a multi-Weyl node,

(𝑘𝓁⟂ = 0, 𝑘𝑧 = 0), and a topological charge,𝑄 = ±𝓁. The exis-
tence of such multi-Weyl systems is guaranteed by point group
symmetry [23] and they have been experimentally observed in
photonic crystals [24]. Mixed, multi-Weyl semimetals can be
constructed with a low-energy Hamiltonian

0 =
[

𝑘𝑧 𝑘− − 𝜆𝑘2+
𝑘+ − 𝜆𝑘2− −𝑘𝑧

]

, (1)

therefore mixing up different topological sectors, 𝑄 = ±1
(𝜆 ≪ 𝜆𝑐) and 𝑄 = ∓2 (𝜆 ≫ 𝜆𝑐), depending on the relative
size of the warping parameter, 𝜆, to the typical length scale as-
sociated to Weyl particles, the Compton wavelength, 𝜆𝑐 . This
type of warping is a common feature in systems like mono-
layer graphene with Rashba spin-orbit coupling [25], twisted
bilayer graphene [26], anomalous Hall materials [27], mono-
layer MoS2 [28], elemental Te [29, 30], and in Bi2Te3 [31].

Hamiltonian (1) can also be written as 0 = 𝐝(𝐤) ⋅ 𝜎
with 𝐝(𝐤) = (𝑑𝑥(𝐤), 𝑑𝑦(𝐤), 𝑑𝑧(𝐤)) = (𝑘𝑥 − 𝜆(𝑘2𝑥 − 𝑘2𝑦), 𝑘𝑦 +
2𝜆𝑘𝑥𝑘𝑦, 𝑘𝑧) and the dispersing bands, 𝐸±(𝐤) = ±|𝐝(𝐤)|, are
shown in Fig. 1. The eigenstates of the Hamiltonian (1) are

|𝑢±𝐤 ⟩ =
1

√

2|𝐝(𝐤)|(|𝐝(𝐤)| ∓ 𝑑𝑧(𝐤))

[

𝑑∓(𝐤)
|𝐝(𝐤)| ± 𝑑𝑧(𝐤)

]

, (2)

where 𝑑±(𝐤) = 𝑑𝑥(𝐤) ± 𝑖𝑑𝑦(𝐤), which allows us to calculate
the magnetic texture, 𝐦±(𝐤) = ⟨𝑢±𝐤 |𝝈|𝑢

±
𝐤 ⟩ = ±𝐝(𝐤)∕|𝐝(𝐤)|,

whose 𝑘𝑧 = 0 profile is also shown in Fig. 1.

FIG. 1. Positive (red) and negative (blue) branches of the warped
band dispersions, 𝐸±(𝐤), for the limiting cases, 𝜆 ≪ 𝜆𝑐 (left) and
𝜆 ≫ 𝜆𝑐 (right), and the associated orbital magnetic textures at 𝑘𝑧 = 0.

We will now construct a coherent wave packet following the
general procedure described in [32]. Since the angular mo-
mentum, ⟨𝐿𝑧⟩, of a rotating wave packet of size 𝜆𝑐 in real
space is universally determined by the total topological charge,
𝓁, within an envelope of size 𝑘𝑐 ∼ 1∕𝜆𝑐 in reciprocal space
[15], the Chern number becomes a very useful tool [33]. The
strategy is to cage the Weyl nodes inside a closed surface in re-
ciprocal space, for example a sphere, 𝑆2, of radius 𝑘𝑐 ∼ 1∕𝜆𝑐 ,

and then to calculate the flux of the Berry curvature, F (𝐤),

(𝜆) = 1
4𝜋 ∮𝑆2

𝑑𝑆 �̂�(𝐤) ⋅
(

∇𝜃�̂�(𝐤) × ∇𝜙�̂�(𝐤)
)

. (3)

The Chern number, (𝜆), defined in (3) picks up a topological
phase transition from (𝜆) = +1, for weak warping, 𝜆 < 𝜆𝑐 ,
to (𝜆) = −2, for strong warping, 𝜆 > 𝜆𝑐 , as shown in Fig. 2.

FIG. 2. Chern number, (𝜆), versus warping, 𝜆, from (3). For 𝜆 < 𝜆𝑐 ,
a single Weyl node𝑄 = +1 is inside the cage and  = +1. The Bessel
wave packet rotates counterclockwise, with ⟨𝐿𝑧⟩ = +ℏ. For 𝜆 > 𝜆𝑐 ,
all four nodes 𝑄 = +1,−1,−1,−1 are inside the cage and  = −2.
The Bessel wave packet rotates clockwise, with ⟨𝐿𝑧⟩ = −2ℏ.

Although the momentum-to-real-space mapping in [15] is
universal, it becomes clearer in the chiral limit, 𝑑𝑧 = 0, when
𝜎𝑧0𝜎𝑧 = −0 and 0 is off-diagonal [34]. By writing
𝑑±(𝐤) = |𝐝(𝐤)|𝑒±𝑖𝜙𝐤 , the original eigenstates (2) simplify to

|𝑢±𝐤 ⟩ =
1
√

2

[

𝑒∓𝑖𝜙𝐤
1

]

, (4)

with 𝜙𝐤 = arg(𝐝(𝐤)) ≡ arctan (𝑑𝑦(𝐤)∕𝑑𝑥(𝐤)). The 𝐤−space
vortex in (4) is such that for any closed adiabatic path encir-
cling the Weyl nodes, the winding of the Berry phase is [15]

−𝑖∮ 𝑑𝜙𝐤⟨𝑢𝐤|∇𝜙𝐤 |𝑢𝐤⟩ = 𝓁𝜋. (5)

Following [35], we now construct a wave packet with the aid
of an envelope, 𝑎(𝐤), of width set by the radius 𝑘𝑐 of the cage

|𝑊 ⟩ = ∫
𝑑𝑑𝐤
(2𝜋)𝑑

𝑎(𝐤) 𝑒𝑖𝐤⋅(𝐫−𝐫𝑐 )|𝑢𝐤⟩, (6)

where 𝐫𝑐 is the wave packet center of mass. For a paraxial wave
packet, the scalar wave function acquires the Bessel form [35],
𝜓𝓁 ∼ 𝑒𝑖𝓁𝜙𝐽𝓁(𝑘⟂𝜌), with 𝑘⟂ =

√

𝑘2𝑥 + 𝑘2𝑦 and 𝜌 =
√

𝑥2 + 𝑦2,
and a Hilbert factor, 𝑒𝑖𝓁𝜙, such that ⟨𝐿𝑧⟩ = 𝓁ℏ. For 𝜆 < 𝜆𝑐 , a
single Weyl node 𝑄 = +1 is adiabatically encircled in (5), the
Chern number,  = +1, generates 𝓁 = +1 and the Bessel wave
packet rotates counterclockwise with ⟨𝐿𝑧⟩ = +ℏ, see Fig. 2.
For 𝜆 > 𝜆𝑐 , however, all four Weyl nodes 𝑄 = +1,−1,−1,−1
are adiabatically encircled in (5), the Chern number,  = −2,
generates 𝓁 = −2 and the Bessel wave packet rotates clock-
wise with ⟨𝐿𝑧⟩ = −2ℏ, see Fig. 2.
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Manipulation and quenching − The semiclassical dynamics
describing the motion of a rotating wave packet in the presence
of electromagnetic fields was developed in [36–38]. Uniform
electric, 𝐄 = −∇𝜙(𝐫) − 𝜕𝑡𝐀(𝐫), and magnetic, 𝐁 = ∇ × 𝐀(𝐫),
fields can be added to the Hamiltonian (1) through both a
scalar, 𝜙(𝐫) and a vector, 𝐀(𝐫), potentials. For nonzero Berry
connection, R, and Berry curvature, F , the dynamics of the
center of mass is described by the equations of motion

ℏ�̇�𝑐 = −𝑒𝐄 − 𝑒�̇�𝑐 × 𝐁,

ℏ�̇�𝑐 = −𝑖𝜼†
[

𝑖∇𝐤𝑐 +R,0

]

𝜼 − ℏ�̇�𝑐 × 𝜼†F𝜼, (7)

where �̇�𝑐 and �̇�𝑐 are the acceleration and velocity of the center
of mass and 𝜼 is the spinor component. The magnetization
dynamics relative to the center of mass is described by [38]

𝑖ℏ�̇� =
( 𝑒
2𝑚

L ⋅ 𝐁 − ℏ�̇�𝑐 ⋅R
)

𝜼, (8)

where for a relativistic particle the size of the Compton wave-
lenth, 𝜆𝑐 , and with dilation factor 𝛾 [36, 37]

L(𝐤) = ℏ
𝛾2

(

𝜎 + 𝜆2𝑐
𝐤 ⋅ 𝜎
𝛾 + 1

𝐤
)

, (9)

is the angular momentum operator including the helicity. The
full Hamiltonian describing the motion of a rotating, relativis-
tic wave packet is, therefore, the sum of a Bloch energy, an
electrostatic energy, and a Zeeman energy [38]

(𝐫𝑐 ,𝐤𝑐) = 0(𝐫𝑐 ,𝐤𝑐) − 𝑒𝜙(𝐫𝑐) −L(𝐤𝑐) ⋅ 𝐁. (10)

In this expression, 0(𝐫𝑐 ,𝐤𝑐) includes all magnetic phenom-
ena associated to the center of mass of the wave packet, 𝐫𝑐(𝐵)
and 𝐤𝑐(𝐵), such as cyclotron orbits and Landau levels. The
general theory for the magnetic susceptibility due to0(𝐫𝑐 ,𝐤𝑐)
is reviewed in [39]. In what follows, however, we shall, in-
stead, discuss the contribution from the rotation of the wave
packet, relative to the center of mass, which corresponds to
the Zeeman Hamiltonian, 𝑍 = −L(𝐤𝑐) ⋅ 𝐁, present in (10).

Let us now consider the simple case of a transverse mag-
netic field, 𝐁 ⟂ �̂� and 𝜙(𝐫𝑐) = 0. For Bloch electrons at long
wavelengths 𝛾 ≈ 1 and thereforeL = ℏ𝜎 [36]. In this case, the
perturbation 𝑍 = −ℏ𝜎 ⋅𝐁 modifies the positions of all Weyl
nodes [40], so that the magnetic texture, 𝐦±(𝐤) = ⟨𝑢±𝐤 |𝝈|𝑢

±
𝐤 ⟩,

becomes aligned with 𝐁. Inserting 𝐝(𝐤,𝐁) = 𝐝(𝐤)−𝐁 into (2)
we can use once again the Chern number, (𝜆, 𝐵), to produce
the 𝜆 × 𝐵 topological phase diagram shown in Fig. 3, for a
magnetic field forming an angle 𝜃 = 𝜋∕3 with the 𝑥−axis.

At 𝐁 = 0 and 𝜆 > 𝜆𝑐 , we have (𝜆, 0) = −2. All four nodes
are inside the cage, see Fig. 3, and the rotating wave packet
has angular momentum ⟨𝐿𝑧⟩ = −2ℏ. As the magnetic field
increases, we observe, initially, the annihilation between the
central node, 𝑄 = +1, and one of its satellites, 𝑄 = −1, with-
out changing the Chern number. This occurs when the mag-
netic length, 𝑙−1𝐵 =

√

𝑒𝐵∕ℏ, becomes comparable to the node
separation [41] and the magnetic tunneling between nodes of

FIG. 3. Topological phase diagram and texture 𝐦(𝐤) for 𝜃 = 𝜋∕3.
Top: partial,  = −2 → −1, and complete,  = −1 → 0, quenching
of the wave packet. Bottom: reversal,  = +1 → −1, and quenching,
 = −1 → 0, of the wave packet. Inset: polar diagram for 𝜆𝑊 ≡
𝜆∕𝜆𝑐 = 3.0 (top) and 0.8 (bottom),𝐵 = 0 → 5(𝜇𝐵), and 0 ≤ 𝜙 ≤ 2𝜋.

opposite chirality is promoted [42]. Further increase in the
magnetic field causes a partial quench,  = −2 → −1, when
one of the satellite nodes with 𝑄 = −1 leaves the cage, see
Fig. 3, and the angular momentum of the rotating wave packet
becomes ⟨𝐿𝑧⟩ = −ℏ. Finally, at even higher fields the wave
packet rotation is completely quenched,  = −1 → 0, after
all satellite nodes have left the cage and ⟨𝐿𝑧⟩ = 0, see Fig. 3.
Variations of the angle 0 ≤ 𝜃 ≤ 2𝜋 produce the polar phase
diagrams shown in the inset of Fig. 3, which exhibits the 𝐶3
symmetry of the Hamiltonian (1). Notice that for 𝜆 < 𝜆𝑐 there
exists a transition  = +1 → −1 → 0, which corresponds
to a single node with 𝑄 = +1 initially inside the cage at zero
field which is joined by two of its satellites with𝑄 = −1 each,
see Fig. 3. One of the satellites annihilates with the central
one, while the other is expelled from the cage at high fields.
The initial angular momentum ⟨𝐿𝑧⟩ = +ℏ is first reversed to
⟨𝐿𝑧⟩ = −ℏ before it is completely quenched, ⟨𝐿𝑧⟩ = 0.

Magnetization and the 3DQAHE − Hamiltonian (1) has re-
cently been successfully used to describe several magneto-
transport and Hall responses in trigonally warped tellurium
[43]. The topological transitions discussed above are bound
to leave unique fingerprints in any wave packet-related proper-
ties, such as the intrinsic [44] or the nonlinear [45] anomalous
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Hall conductivities, 𝜎𝑥𝑦(𝜀), or the 𝑧−magnetization

𝑧 = ∫
𝑑3𝐤
(2𝜋)3

𝑓 (𝐤)𝑚𝑧(𝐤) +
1
𝑒 ∫

𝑑𝜀𝑓 (𝜀) 𝜎𝑥𝑦(𝜀), (11)

where 𝑓 (𝜀) is the distribution function and 𝜀 is the energy.
The first term in (11) is a smooth bulk contribution from 𝐦(𝐤)
while the second term is a quantized, surface contribution from
the anomalous Hall effect [38]. In equilibrium both contribu-
tions to (11) are identically zero by symmetry, but an electric
field, 𝐄, can induce a net smooth contribution to 𝑧 [46–48],
see Fig. 4a). The center of mass distribution is governed by

𝜕𝑓
𝜕𝑡

+ �̇�𝑐 ⋅ ∇𝐫𝑐𝑓 + �̇�𝑐 ⋅ ∇𝐤𝑐𝑓 = −
𝑓 − 𝑓 (0)

𝜏
≡ −

𝛿𝑓
𝜏
, (12)

with �̇�𝑐 and �̇�𝑐 defined in (7), 𝜏 is a relaxation time, and
𝑓 (𝐫𝑐 ,𝐤𝑐 , 𝑡) (𝑓 (0)(𝐫𝑐 ,𝐤𝑐 , 𝑡)) is the nonequilibrium (equilibrium)
distribution, such that 𝛿𝑓 (𝐤,𝐄) = −(�̇�𝑐(𝐤)𝜏) ⋅ (𝑒𝐄)(𝜕𝜀𝑓 (0)(𝐤)).
Because of the texture-momentum locking, 𝐦(𝐤), the applied
field, 𝐄 ∥ �̂�, generates an imbalance between positive and neg-
ative 𝑘𝑧−components of𝐦(𝐤), producing a field-induced mag-
netization, 𝑀𝑧(𝐄) ≡ ∫ 𝑑𝐤 𝑚𝑧(𝐤) 𝛿𝑓 (𝐤,𝐄) ≠ 0 [46–48].

FIG. 4. 𝑎) the current induced magnetization, 𝑀𝑧(𝐄), and chiral sur-
face sheet states; 𝑏) adiabatically connected slices, 𝑘𝑖, perpendicular
to 𝑘𝑧; 𝑐) 2D Hall conductivity, 𝜎2𝐷

𝑥𝑦 (𝜀), for 𝜆 < 𝜆𝑐 (blue) and 𝜆 > 𝜆𝑐
(red); 𝑑) magnetic quenching of the wave packet for 𝜆 > 𝜆𝑐 ; 𝑒) 2D
Hall plateaus, 𝜎2𝐷

𝑥𝑦 (0,𝐁) as a function of magnetic field for 𝜃 = 𝜋∕6.

The induced magnetization, 𝑀𝑧(𝐄), in turn, breaks time-
reversal symmetry, gaps the spectrum, and transforms the
semimetal into a Chern (quantum anomalous Hall) insulator,
with chiral surface sheet states, see Fig. 4a). The Chern num-
bers 𝐶1,… , 𝐶𝑁 , associated with the slices orthogonal to the
𝑘𝑧 direction from 𝑘𝑧 = 0 to 𝑘𝑧 = 𝜋, shown in Fig. 4b), are all
equal [33]. This is because planes at momenta 𝑘𝑧 and 𝑘𝑧 + 𝛿𝑘
can be adiabatically connected without closing the gap [49].
Hence, if any 2D cut with a given Chern number, , is identi-
fied, this material must be a 3D QAHE insulator [49]. For that
reason we calculate the 2D Hall conductance at 𝑘𝑧 = 0 for the
wave packet (6) following the procedure described in [44]

𝜎2𝐷𝑥𝑦 (𝜀,𝐁) =
𝑒2

2𝜋ℏ ∫
|𝐤|<Λ

𝑑2𝐤 F𝑥𝑦(𝐤,𝐁) 𝑔(𝐤, 𝜀,𝐁), (13)

where F𝑥𝑦(𝐤,𝐁) = �̂�(𝐤,𝐁) ⋅
(

∇𝑘𝑥 �̂�(𝐤,𝐁) × ∇𝑘𝑦 �̂�(𝐤,𝐁)
)

and
𝑔(𝐤, 𝜀,𝐁) = ∫ 𝑑𝐤′𝑓 (𝜀 − |𝐝(𝐤′,𝐁)|) |𝑎(𝐤 − 𝐤′)|4, which has
a compact support acting as a cage for the Berry curvature,
F𝑥𝑦(𝐤,𝐁), and whose shape and position in 𝐤−space are de-
termined by the magnetic field, 𝐁, and energy, 𝜀. The ultra-
violet (UV) cutoff, Λ, in (13) is a material specific property
that sets the scale for 𝐤 above which the long-wavelength, in-
frared (IR) description (1) of (now) massive, 2×2, chiral Dirac
Fermions breaks down. For |𝐤| > Λ, the dispersion relation
bends towards the boundaries of the Brillouin zone, becoming
less dispersive thus producing electronic states with a rather
large effective mass at very short wavelengths, also known as
spectator Fermions [50, 51]. In Fig. 5, we plot the Berry cur-
vature, F𝑥𝑦(𝐤,𝐁), the cage, 𝑔(𝐤, 𝜀,𝐁), and the UV cutoff, Λ,
used in the calculation of 𝜎2𝐷𝑥𝑦 , for different values of 𝜆 and 𝐁.

FIG. 5. Density plot of the Berry curvature, F𝑥𝑦(𝐤,𝐁), 𝐤−space
cages, 𝑔(𝐤, 𝜀,𝐁) (solid white lines) with 𝜀 > |𝑀𝑧|, and ultraviolet
cutoff |𝐤| < Λ (dashed white lines), inside the surroundings of a high
symmetry point in the Brillouin zone. Top row: 𝐁 = 0 and increasing
𝜆, showing  = +1 → −2; Bottom row: fixed 𝜆 ≫ 𝜆𝑐 and increasing
𝐁, showing  = −2 → −1 → 0, for 𝜃 = 𝜋∕6.

In Fig. 4c) we show 𝜎2𝐷𝑥𝑦 (𝜀,𝐁 = 0) for 𝜆 < 𝜆𝑐 (blue),
where  = +1, and 𝜆 > 𝜆𝑐 (red), where  = −2. The con-
ductivity is nearly half-quantized, 𝜎2𝐷𝑥𝑦 (0, 0) ≈ 𝑒2∕2ℏ, and
the width of the plateaus is determined by 𝑀𝑧. For 𝜆 ≫ 𝜆𝑐
and 𝐁 ⟂ �̂�, the wave packet becomes quenched, see Fig. 4d),
and the plateau of the anomalous Hall conductivity, 𝜎2𝐷𝑥𝑦 (0,𝐁),
crosses over markedly between −2𝑒2∕2ℏ → −1𝑒2∕2ℏ → 0,
see Fig. 4e). The absence of sharp discontinuities results from
the non-singular character of the Berry curvature, F𝑥𝑦(𝐤,𝐁),
when 𝑀𝑧 ≠ 0, and from the uncertainty, Δ𝐤, brought in by
the finite spread of the envelope 𝑎(𝐤). The transitions occur
when the cages fail to enclose regions of nonzero Berry cur-
vature, for |𝐤| < Λ, see Fig. 5. The angular momentum lost by
the IR Fermions is, however, transferred to the UV spectator
Fermions, so that the total topological charge inside the entire
Brillouin zone is preserved, Δ𝐼𝑅 + Δ𝑈𝑉 = 0, as expected.

Conclusions − This work inaugurates the field of Weyl
magnetronics: the magnetic control of Weyl nodes and wave
packets to fine-tune the 3𝐷 quantum anomalous Hall effect.
We also predict the existence of discretized anomalous Hall
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plateaus due to the wave packet rotation, even in the absense
of Landau levels. Candidate Weyl magnetronic materials in-
clude monolayer and twisted bilayer graphene [25, 26], mono-
layer MoS2 [28], and Bi2Te3 [31]. In particular, the possibil-
ity of manipulation of Weyl nodes in elemental tellurium via
strain (Weyl straintronics), numerically reported in [52], en-
courages the pursuit for the Weyl magnetronics in that very
system, which might reveal the quantization of the intrinsic
[44] and nonlinear [45] anomalous Hall effects, or any other
Weyl node position sensitive observables.
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