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Large anomalous Hall conductivity in Weyl ferrimagnet Cs,Co3S, predicted by
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Gang Bahadur Acharya,’»? Manuel Richter,?? and Madhav Prasad Ghimirel’

L Central Department of Physics, Tribhuvan University, Kirtipur, 44618, Kathmandu, Nepal
2 Leibniz-IFW Dresden, Helmholtzstr-20, 01069 Dresden, Germany
3 Dresden Center for Computational Materials Science (DCMS), TU Dresden, D-01062 Dresden, Germany

The identification of topological Weyl semimetals has recently gained considerable attention. Here,
we report the results of density-functional theory calculations regarding the magnetic properties,
the electronic structure, and the intrinsic anomalous Hall conductivity of the title compound, which
was synthesized already 50 years ago but received little attention, hitherto. We found Cs2Co3S4 to
be a ferrimagnetic half-metal with a total spin magnetic moment of about 3 up per formula unit.
It shows energy band gap of 0.36 eV in the majority-spin channel and a pseudo-gap at the Fermi
level in the minority-spin channel. We identified several sets of low-energy Weyl points and traced
their dependence on the direction of magnetization. The intrinsic anomalous Hall conductivity is

predicted to reach a magnitude up to 500 Q tem™

celebrated Weyl semimetals.

I. INTRODUCTION

Dirac semimetals, Weyl semimetals (WSMs), nodal
line semimetals, and triple point semimetals are the four
main types of topological semimetals. This classification
is based on the node distribution in the crystal momen-
tum k space and the related band degeneracy. [IHI5] If
two non-degenerate bands cross or touch in a single, sep-
arated point in k-space, this is called a Weyl point (WP).
WPs are topologically protected and are robust against
small perturbations [16] and they exist in pairs with
opposing chiral charges. [T7THI9] Non-degenerate bands,
which are required for the existence of WPs, are present
if inversion symmetry (IS) or time reversal symmetry
(TRS) or both are broken. Most of the recent research
on WSMs is focused on non-magnetic compounds, where
IS is broken such as in the TaAs family [20-23], in
WTe, [24, 25], in MoTey [26H28],in Mo, W;_,Tes [29-
32], in TalrTey [33, B4], etc. These materials show in-
trinsic electronic characteristics with potential for fu-
ture electronic applications. For instance, the gapless
band structure can be useful for broadband photodetec-
tors [T}, [35], the spin momentum locking of Fermi arcs
for spintronics [36], and the helical nature of surface elec-
trons for topological qubits. [12, 37, [38] Studies on mag-
netic WSMs are still less frequent in comparison to those
on non-magnetic WSMs. A pyrochlore iridate, YoIroO7,
was the first theoretically predicted magnetic WSM [39],
followed by HgCI‘QSG47 ’I‘igl\/IDAl7 COgSHQSQ, YbMDB12
CoaMnGa, Mn3zSn/MnsGe, GdPtBi [40H4g], as well as
certain Co-based Heusler compounds predicted to host a
TRS-breaking Weyl phase. [49H51] In recent years, mag-
netic WSMs are receiving more attention due to several
advantages. For instance, the position of Weyl points in
the reciprocal space and their energy can be tuned by
rotating the magnetization. [44] In this way, the related
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L which is comparable to values obtained in other

intrinsic anomalous Hall conductivity and the anomalous
Nernst conductivity are also tuned. Further, in WSMs
where both IS and TRS are broken, application of an ex-
ternal magnetic field can rotate the magnetization into
a general direction such that the Shubnikov group con-
tains only the identity element. In such a case, pairs of
Weyl points split in energy, giving access to chiral elec-
tromagnetic responses. [52] The present investigation is
devoted to the magnetic compound CssCo3S,4. This com-
pound was first synthesized and characterized by x-ray
powder diffraction in 1972. [63] Somewhat later, single
crystals of the title compound were prepared by Bronger
et al. [54], henceforth referred to as Tab. I. The structure
and magnetic state of these single crystals were charac-
terized by x-ray diffraction (XRD) and neutron diffrac-
tion (ND) in the same work. Though the compound is
known for half of a century, there are no further investi-
gations on CsyCo3Sy published, to the best of our knowl-
edge. This lack of information motivated us to perform
a systematic research on the magnetic ground state and
electronic properties of CsyCo3S4 on the basis of den-
sity functional theory (DFT). We found a ferrimagnetic
ground state which is (almost) half metallic and, at the
same time, semi-metallic. As a consequence, we could
characterize the compound as a WSM and evaluated the
intrinsic contribution to the anomalous Hall conductivity.

II. CRYSTAL STRUCTURES AND
COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

Cs2Co35,4 crystallizes in a body centered orthorhom-
bic Bravais lattice with the centrosymmetric space group
Tbam (SG 72) and two formula units per primitive unit
cell. Experimental lattice parameters and atomic posi-
tions were determined both by XRD and by ND. While
the ND data were obtained at a temperature of 4.2
K, XRD was presumably performed at room tempera-
ture [54]. The experimental lattice parameters obtained
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FIG. 1. Crystal structure of Cs2Co3S4 in the conventional elementary cell. Violet (blue, red, yellow) balls denote Cs (Co(I),

Co(II), S) atoms.

FIG. 2. Considered spin configurations. From left to right, different ferrimagnetic (FIM), antiferromagnetic (AFM), and ferro-
magnetic (FM) arrangements are depicted in ascending order of their energy according to our calculations using experimental
room-temperature lattice parameters. Only Co atoms are shown. Different colors denote different spin orientations.

by room-temperature XRD are a = 5.712 A, b = 11.231
A, and ¢ = 13.879 A. According to the same experiment,
Cs and S atoms occupy the 8j and 16k sites at (0.2336,
0.1205, 0) and at (0.2233, 0.3669, 0.1589), respectively,
while the Co atoms occupy the 8g sites, denoted as Co(I),
at (0, 0.2319, 0.25) and the 4b sites, denoted as Co(II),
at (0.5, 0, 0.25). The structure is shown in Fig. [l The
Cs atoms are centered within distorted cubes of S atoms,
and the Co atoms are surrounded by S tetrahedra. The
related shortest bond lengths amount to 3.54 A for Cs - S,
2.31 A for Co(I) - S, and 2.34 A for Co(II) - S. The exper-
imental lattice parameters obtained by low-temperature
ND amount to a = 5.663 A, b = 11.160 A and ¢ = 13.708
A. They are somewhat smaller than the related room-
temperature parameters, in accordance with a positive
thermal expansion coefficient. Atomic site positions ob-
tained by ND are Cs-8j (0.234, 0.115, 0), S-16k (0.814,
0.369, 0.14), Co(I)-8g (0, 0.235, 0.25), and Co(II)-4b (0.5,
0, 0.25). These positions agree well with those deter-
mined by XRD with the exception of the sulfur position.
The latter results in a Cs-S interatomic distance of 1.98
A, which is only somewhat more than half of the expected
value of about 3.6 A. Thus, we consider the ND-value
of the S-16k atomic position as incorrect and use the
XRD atomic positions in all DF'T calculations. The DFT
calculations were performed with the full-potential local
orbital code (FPLO), [55] version 18.00-52. The stan-
dard generalized gradient approximation (GGA) based

on the parameterization by Perdew, Burke, and Ernzer-
hof (PBE) [56] was used for the exchange-correlation po-
tential. A linear tetrahedron method with Bléchl correc-
tions was applied for the integrations in reciprocal space.
The related k-mesh contained 12 x 12 x 12 points in
the Brillouin zone for the self-consistent calculations and
was refined to 20 x 20 x 20 points for the evaluation
of band structures and densities of states (DOS) shown
in Fig. [3] Self-consistent calculations were conducted in
both scalar relativistic and four component full relativis-
tic modes of FPLO. In the full relativistic mode that
includes spin-orbit coupling in all orders, the direction
of magnetization was fixed by a global setting of the
spin quantization axis. Local or semi-local approxima-
tions to DFT like GGA suffer from an incomplete de-
scription of orbital magnetism that stems from orbital-
dependent self-interaction. [57] For this reason, so-called
orbital polarization corrections (OPC) in the flavor sug-
gested by Nordstrém et al. [58] were applied in a part
of the calculations. Those calculations were Co atoms
at the same Wyckoff position were considered to carry
magnetic moments with different orientation, see Fig. [T}
were performed in space group 1222 (SG 23). The fixed
spin moment method (FSM) [59] was applied to force
a zero total spin moment for antiferromagnetic (AFM)
arrangements. Maximally localized Wannier functions
were produced from self-consistent full relativistic DF'T
band structures using the PYFPLO module of the FPLO



code, version 18.00-52. The localized Wannier basis con-
sists of Cs [5p, 6s], Co [3d, 4s], and S [3p, 3s] orbitals,
i.e., a total of 168 orbitals. To map the Wannier model,
the same k-mesh as in the self-consistent calculations was
chosen. The generated Wannier Hamiltonians were used
to interpolate the band structure at a k-mesh of 40 x
40 x 40 points and to search Weyl points with the help
of the abovementioned PYFPLO module. The search
was limited to the Wannier bands 129-131, counted in
ascending order, as lower bands at the Weyl node, see
Fig. B[(b). For the Chern number calculation, we used
nsubdiv=100 which results non-zero values close to +1
or -1. The k-space integrations to evaluate the anoma-
lous Hall conductivity were carried out with a mesh of
200 x 200 x 200 points.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
A. MAGNETIC GROUND STATE

We started our calculations with a search for the stable
magnetic ground state of Cs;Co3S4. Based on ND data,
a collinear antiferromagnetic (AFM) order was suggested
to be the stable magnetic state at 4.2 Kelvin. In this
state, four of the Co(I) sites show a spin orientation op-
posite to the spin orientation of the four other Co(I) sites
and two of the Co(II) sites show a spin orientation oppo-
site to the spin orientation of the two other Co(II) sites
(state AFM-1 in Fig. [2). Permutation of the spin orien-
tations of these four groups of sites yields eight different
combinations. Two of the combinations are equivalent by
symmetry to other combinations. We investigated the six
remaining combinations, shown in Fig. [2| which includes
ferromagnetic (FM), two different AFM, and three ferri-
magnetic (FIM) arrangements. Table[[|compiles the rela-
tive total energies and spin magnetic moments, obtained
by means of calculations in a scalar relativistic mode and
using both low-temperature ND and room-temperature
XRD lattice parameters. Different from the experimental
result, the arrangement FIM-1 is found to be the lowest-
energy state. However, both FIM-2 and the experimen-
tal ground state AFM-1 are further low-energy solutions
with energies of 2 meV per atom or less above the com-
puted ground state. All other considered arrangements
have much higher total energies. In order to make sure
that the obtained solutions with atomic spin moments
of about 2 up are the only stable solutions of the given
arrangements, we performed two tests. First, FSM calcu-
lations were done for the case of FM order. They showed
that there is no other (meta)stable FM state in the pos-
sible range of local moments. Second, calculations for
the AFM-1 order were performed with larger than usual
initial spin splittings of 4 and 5 pp. Both calculations
converged to the same state as obtained with default ini-
tial splitting of 2 pup and shown in Table[] The question
arises why the experimental ground state AFM-1 is found
higher in energy than the state FIM-1 in the calculations.

To get an idea about a possible reason, we performed
additional calculations for the states FIM-1 and AFM-1
with slight doping of 0.1 electrons (holes) per unit cell of
18 atoms. As a result, the original energy difference be-
tween FIM-1 and AFM-1 of 36.5 meV (ND lattice param-
eters) was reduced by 1.3 meV (enhanced by 1.4 meV).
This means, a strong electron doping would be needed to
change the order of the two states, which would only be
possible by significant modification of the stoichiometry
in the order of a few percent. We cannot rule out this pos-
sibility, nor can we rule out the applied approximation to
the exchange-correlation functional (GGA) to be respon-
sible for the disagreement between calculated and exper-
imental ground states. In any case, the two discussed
states are relatively close in energy. Thus, it should be
possible to prepare FIM-1 either by appropriate mod-
ification of the stoichiometry (improved preparation or
intentional electron doping) or by application of a mod-
erate external magnetic field. The latter option would
be very interesting, since also the state FIM-2 is close
to AFM-1. Thus, a competition between three different
phases could occur. Next, we carried out full relativistic
calculations including spin-orbit coupling. Here, we focus
on the calculated ground state FIM-1 and on the exper-
imental ground state AFM-1. The results are presented
in the upper part of Table[[ll By spin-orbit coupling, the
total energy depends on the direction of magnetization.
Here, we consider the three inequivalent orthorhombic
directions [1 0 0], [0 1 0], and [0 0 1]. Among these,
the lowest energy is found for the configuration FIM-1
with [1 0 0] orientation of the magnetization. In the con-
figuration AFM-1, the lowest energy is achieved if the
magnetization is oriented along [0 0 1]. This is in agree-
ment with the easy axis measured by ND. The maximum
value of the magnetic anisotropy energy (MAE), which
is the energy difference between unlike orientations of
the magnetization, amounts to about 2.5 meV per unit
cell in both configurations. The total magnetic moments
per Co atom are not much enhanced in comparison with
the scalar relativistic results, due to the relatively small
orbital moments that do not exceed 10% of the spin mo-
ments. This finding is at variance with the experimental
magnetic moments of about 3.7 up, obtained by ND. We
note, however, two important caveats. First, the title sys-
tem is a (half)metal with a relatively broad Co-d band
of about 3 eV, see next section. As such, it is expected
that the Co orbital moment is ruled by itinerant behavior
and, thus, much smaller than the large-moment limit of
the d” atomic configuration, 3 pup. Second, there exists
a generic problem to define the local moment of atoms
in an AFM configuration, since the total moment of the
unit cell has to be zero. In the present AFM-1 config-
uration, Co atoms with antiparallel magnetic moments
are less than 2.9 A away from each other, which is only
15% more than the distance in densely packed metallic
Co. Thus, it is possible to define very different local pro-
jections of the magnetization density which add up to
the same total magnetization density. Further, we ap-



TABLE I. Scalar relativistic energies and spin moments. Calculated relative total energies F, given per primitive unit cell with
18 atoms and local and total spin magnetic moments M for the six considered configurations depicted in Fig.[2] ND and XRD
indicate the results obtained by using low-temperature ND and room-temperature XRD lattice parameters, respectively.

E [meV /unit cell]

M,(Co(l)) [p5]

M, (Co(Il)) [uB]  M(unit cell) [ug]

Configuration ND XRD ND XRD ND XRD ND XRD
FIM-1 0 0 2.01 2.11 -1.77 -1.91 5.94 5.99
FIM-2 19.6 20.4 1.98, -1.67 2.09, -1.82 2.03, 2.05 2.13,2.16 5.96 6.00
AFM-1 36.5 23.1 1.87, -1.87 2.00, -2.00 2.00, -2.00 2.14, -2.14 0 0
FIM-3 171 161 2.01, 2.04 2.17,-2.20 -1.71, 2.13 -1.80, 2.28 10.87 11.58
AFM-2 157 165 1.81, -1.81 1.97, -1.97 1.95, -1.95 2.09,-2.09 0 0
FM 367 388 1.92 2.04 1.92 2.04 14.26 14.79

TABLE II. Full relativistic energies, spin and orbital moments. Calculated relative total energies F, given per primitive unit
cell with 18 atoms, and local spin, orbital, and total magnetic moments (M, M;, and M;os, resp.) of the Co atoms. The two
numbers in each column refer to Co(I) and Co(II). The upper part shows results of full relativistic calculations with different
orientations of the magnetization for the configurations FIM-1 and AFM-1, the lower part shows results of full relativistic
calculations with orbital polarization correction. Low-temperature ND lattice parameters were used for all calculations.

With s-o

Configuration Direction of magnetization FE [meV/unit cell] M,(Co) [ug] M;(Co) [uB] Miot(Co) (18]

FIM-1 [100] 0 2.00, -1.76 0.17, -0.14 2.17,-1.90
(01 0] 2.7 2.00,-1.77  0.15,-0.15  2.15, -1.92
(001] 2.5 2.00,-1.76  0.16,-0.15  2.16, -1.92

AFM-1 [100] 37.4 + 1.86, £ 1.99 £+ 0.15, £ 0.16 £ 2.01, + 2.15
(01 0] 37.7 + 1.86, + 1.99 + 0.14, & 0.16 + 2.00, + 2.15
[001] 35.1 + 1.86, £ 1.99 £+ 0.18, + 0.18 £ 2.04, + 2.17

With s-o and OPC

FIM-1 100 0 1.99,-1.76 070, -0.47 _ 2.69, -2.23
[010] 17.9 2.01, -1.77 0.40, -0.56 2.41, -2.33
[001] 11.7 2.01, -1.77 0.46, -0.58 2.47, -2.35

AFM-1 [100] 46.3 + 1.88, £ 2.01 £+ 0.50, £+ 0.57 £ 2.38, &+ 2.58
[010] 51.7 + 1.86, £ 1.99 + 0.44, £ 0.48 + 2.30, £ 2.47
[001] 12.6 + 1.85, £ 1.96 £+ 0.71, &+ 0.80 £ 2.56, &+ 2.76

plied so-called orbital polarization corrections (OPC) to
GGA. These corrections improve the compliance of GGA
and similar approximations to the exchange-correlation
functional of DFT with Hund’s second rule. [60] Related
results are compiled in the lower part of Table[[l, We note
that the spin magnetic moments are merely unchanged
in comparison with those obtained by scalar relativistic
or full relativistic calculations without OPC. The orbital
magnetic moments, however, are enhanced with respect
to the data of the latter calculations by factors between
two and four. As a result, the total moments amount up
to about 2.7 pup. This value is still significantly below the
numbers reported, but much larger than cobalt moments
commonly known from other metallic systems. Further,
the lowest-energy directions of magnetization remain un-
changed by OPC for the two considered configurations:
[1 0 0] for the configuration FIM-1 and [0 0 1] for AFM-1.
This fact is reassuring since AFM-1 [0 0 1] is the exper-
imental ground state. Here, by applying GGA+OPC,
this state is found to be only less than 1 meV per atom
higher in energy than the state FIM-1 [1 0 0]. We con-
clude this section by stating that we identify the state
FIM-1 [1 0 0] as the ground state of the title compound,
treated in relativistic GGA without or with OPC, with
exact stoichiometry and free of defects. Since this state

is very close in energy to the experimental ground state
AFM-1 [0 0 1], we think that it can be obtained either
directly by refined sample preparation or by application
of a moderate external magnetic field. Thus, our further
investigations will be focused on FIM-1.

B. ELECTRONIC STRUCTURE OF THE
GROUND STATE

All results of this and the following sections were ob-
tained by using room-temperature XRD structure data.

Fig. 3| (a) shows the total and partial densities of
states (PDOS) for the ground state FIM-1 configuration
in scalar relativistic mode. Majority and minority spin
channels are indicated with up- and down-arrows, respec-
tively. The related scalar relativistic band structure on
high-symmetry lines is depicted in Fig. [3| (b) and the po-
sitions of the symmetry points are compiled in Table [[TI}

The DOS shows an interesting combination of semi-
metallic and covalent features. Sulphur states (green
color in the upper panel of Fig. [3(a)) dominate the DOS
between about -5 eV and about -3 ¢V (bonding region),
while Co states (lower panel of Fig. }[a)) dominate be-
tween -2 eV and +1 eV (anti-bonding region). Both re-
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FIG. 3. Electronic structure of the gI‘Oll;ld state magnetic configuration. The Fermi level is set to zero energy in all sub-figures
and indicated with solid lines. (a) Total and partial DOS obtained in scalar relativistic mode. The majority and minority spin
channels are indicated by up- and down-arrows, respectively. The total DOS is shown with black lines, the partial sulphur,
Cobalt(I), and Cobalt(II) contributions with green, red, and blue lines, respectively. (b) Electronic band structure obtained in
scalar relativistic mode. The majority and minority spin contributions are shown with red and blue lines, respectively. Several
numbers of bands close to the Fermi level are given together with arrows pointing to the related bands. Note, the numbering
is in the order of the band energy at each k-point. (c) Electronic band structure obtained in full relativistic mode with
magnetization M parallel to [1 0 0] (ground state). Apparent band crossings involving bands n and n + 1, n = {129, 130, 131},
are indicated with arrows and numbered. (d) Electronic band structure obtained in full relativistic mode with magnetization
M parallel to [0 0 1]. Apparent band crossings involving bands n and n + 1, n = {129,130, 131}, are indicated with arrows.
Crossings already present for M parallel to [1 0 0] are numbered as before; former crossings that are obviously gapped are
numbered with parentheses; new crossings are distinguished by letters.

sively at Co(I) sites. There is a narrow, separated band
with a width of only 0.5 eV in the majority spin channel
above the Fermi level. However, the widths of the occu-

TABLE III. Location of the symmetry points used in Fig.
point kg [27/a] ky[27/b] k.[27/c]

)I(‘ 0 5§ 460 8 8 pied majority spin band and of the minority spin band
L 058469 0.17259 0 around the Fermi level in the Co-dominated anti-bonding
T 1/2 1/2 0 region amount to about 3 eV. Thus, the title compound
W 1/2 1/2 1/2 is expected to show itinerant magnetism. Within the ma-
R 1/2 0 1/2 jority spin band, there is a 0.36 eV gap only 14 meV above
X; 0.41531 0 1 the Fermi level, see Fig.[3|(a, b). Thus, the system is very
Z 0 0 1 close to a half metallic state. This finding is in accordance

with the calculated spin moment of 5.99 upg, which is al-
most an integer value that would indicate half metallicity
gions are separated by a covalency gap in the minority in a scalar relativistic approximation. Moreover, a nar-
spin channel. In the majority spin channel, however, this ~ row pseudogap of about 80 meV width is present in the
energy range is occupied by states localized almost exclu- minority spin band at E, qualifying CsyCo3S4 as a semi-



metal. The majority spin band has a small hole pocket
at point T, see Fig. [3| (b), and only two minority spin
bands cross the Fermi level. Those bands which feature
as highest occupied band in certain regions of the k-space
are indicated in Fig. [3 (b) with their band number (129,
130, or 131). Note that these numbers do not include the
120 semi-core states. The electronic band structure with
spin-orbit coupling is shown in Fig. [3| (c) for the case of
magnetization along [1 0 0] (ground state). Due to broken
TRS, all bands are non-degenerate almost everywhere
in the k-space. Exceptions are bands on the line W-R,
which are at least two-fold degenerate by symmetry, and
accidental band degeneracies. The latter may form so-
called nodal lines or are isolated Weyl points, which are
of special interest for their impact on transport behav-
ior, see below. Inspection of Fig.|3|(c) shows a number of
apparent band crossings. We call these degeneracies “ap-
parent”, as the information provided by Fig. |3| (¢) does
not allow a final categorization into Weyl points, nodal
lines, or gapped states. Those apparent crossings that
take place between bands n and n + 1 close to the Fermi
level, n = {129,130,131}, are marked in Fig. [3| (c) by
numbers 1 to 5 and will be investigated in the following
section. If the magnetization is rotated by, e.g., appli-
cation of an external magnetic field, the band structure
changes due to spin-orbit coupling. This means that also
the positions and energies of Weyl points depend on the
direction of magnetization, and pairs of Weyl points may
even annihilate or emerge. [44] This effect becomes obvi-
ous by comparing Fig. [3| (¢) with Fig. |3| (d). The latter
Fig. shows the band structure for magnetization along
[0 0 1]. Out of the five apparent band crossings marked
in Fig. 3] (c), two are now visibly split. Those, (2) and
(4), are marked in parentheses in Fig. [3[ (d). Moreover,
six new apparent crossings manifest themselves, marked
with letters a to f.

C. WEYL POINTS

We are now going to scrutinize the character of the
apparent band crossings found in the previous section
and to investigate their dependence on the direction
of magnetization. For this aim, sets of Weyl points
were searched using the Wannier presentation of the
DFT band structure among all bands n and n + 1,
n = {129,130,131}. For comparison, or if the visible
crossing was not detected as a Weyl point while using the
search algorithm, additional checks using the DFT band
structure were performed. Tab. [V]shows the results for
the ground state with M]|| [1 0 0]. For this orientation
of M, the magnetic point group includes a simple (i.e.,
without time reversal) Cy(z) rotation axis. All five ap-
parent crossings lie on this axis, including points 4 and 5
which can be shifted to a position with k, = k, = 0 by
subtracting a reciprocal lattice vector. Along any simple
Cs axis, crossings between bands belonging to the two
different irreps are always WPs. [61] 62] All five points

are indeed confirmed as WPs with chiralities x of 1 or -1.
Their energies and k,-positions obtained from the Wan-
nier Hamiltonian are close to the related DFT results.

TABLE IV. Characteristics of points in the low-energy elec-
tronic structure of Cs2Co3S4, if the magnetization points
along the [1 0 0] direction. “P” denotes the specific points
as defined in Fig. |3| (c); E is the energy relative to the Fermi
level; ki, (i = z,y, z) are the coordinates of one representative
position of the point set; “M” is the symmetry-determined
multiplicity of the positions; “I"” is the type of the node (WP:
confirmed Weyl point); x is the chirality. Energies and posi-
tions obtained from the DFT calculation are given in paren-
theses.

P E[meV] ki2r/a] ky[27/b] k.[27/c] M T x
1 -6 0.118 0 0 2 WP 1
(8 (0119 © (0
2 32 0.153 0 0 2 WP -1
(28) (0.154) (0) (0)
3 123 0.236 0 0 2 WP 1
(120)  (0.238) (0) © 2 WP
4 179 0.399 0 1 2 WP -1
(173)  (0.400) (0) 1) 2 WP
5 33 0.132 0 1 2 WP 1
(28) (0.129) (0) (1)

If the magnetization is rotated away from the easy [1
0 0] axis, the electronic structure changes. As a conse-
quence, the Weyl points move both in energy and posi-
tion. [44], [6I] Tab. [V| and Tab. show, how the angle
¢ of magnetization, varied in steps of 15 degrees from [1
0 0] toward [0 0 1], affects point 2 and point 5, respec-
tively. We note, that the band energy F and k, are only
marginally shifted. However, the WPs move strongly in
the direction of k, in both cases. For M|| [M, 0 M,],
M, # 0, the m/, plane (mirror plane with time reversal)
is not contained in the magnetic point group, in distinc-
tion to M|| [1 0 0]. Thus, for ¢ # 0, the multiplicity of
the WPs does not depend on k.. Especially, k, = 0 is
not a plane with a symmetry different from k, # 0. Vice
versa, a set of WPs with multiplicity 2 and coordinates
(kz, 0, k, # 0) for the case of M|| [M, 0 M,], M, # 0,
has to move toward the plane k, = 0 if M rotates toward
[1 0 0] in order to keep its multiplicity. If ¢ exceeds 45
degrees, none of the WP pairs can be detected. Obvi-
ously, they are annihilated before ¢ reaches the value of
60 degrees.

The magnetic point group changes again, if the mag-
netization direction reaches [0 0 1]. In this case, m(z)
becomes a simple mirror plane. Such a plane cannot
host WPs, since the chiral charge is odd under reflection,
and the generic degeneracies are nodal lines. [61] Indeed,
we found only one WP among the apparent degeneracies
(point e), see Tab. Another WP (point g) was found
during the general search. This point is not situated on
a symmetry line. As required by symmetry, these two
WPs have coordinates k, # 0. All other apparent degen-
eracies are situated on the plane k, = 0 or can be moved



TABLE V. Impact of magnetization direction on the WP
number 2. ¢ denotes the deflection of the magnetization di-
rection from [1 0 0] toward [0 0 1], in degree; E is the energy
relative to the Fermi level; k;, (i = z,y,2) are the coordi-
nates of one representative position of the WP set; “M” is
the symmetry-determined multiplicity of the positions. Note,
the data for ¢ = 0 are the same as given in Tab. [[V]

TABLE VII. Characteristics of points in the low-energy elec-
tronic structure of Cs2Co3S4, if the magnetization points
along the [0 0 1] direction. “P” denotes the specific points
as defined in Fig. [3| (d) and one more point, g, which is not
situated on a symmetry line; E is the energy relative to the
Fermi level; k;, (i = z,y,z) are the coordinates of one rep-
resentative position of the point set; “M” is the symmetry-
determined multiplicity of the positions; “T” is the type of
the point (WP: confirmed Weyl point; NL?: likely a point

¢ E[meV]  ke[2m/a]  ky[2m/b]  k.2m/c] M . . L
0 32 0.153 0 0 5 on a nodal line; G: gapped); x is the chirality in case of a
15 31 0.153 0 0.076 9 confirmed Weyl point. Energies and positions obtained from
30 31 0.154 0 0.179 9 the DFT calculation are given in parentheses.
45 30 0.155 0 0.339 2 P E[meV] k.[27/a] ky[27/b] k.27/d M T x
a (89) (0.047)  (0.001) (0) 4 NL?
1 (-10) (0.121) (0) (0) 2 NL?
TABLE VI. Impact of magnetization direction on the WP 3 (121) (0.239) 0) (0) 2 G
number 5. ¢ denotes the deflection of the magnetization di- b (-104) (0.526) (0.003) (0) 4 NL?
rection from [1 0 0] toward [0 0 1], in degree; E is the energy c (-108) (0.563)  (0.255) (0) 4 NL?
relative to the Fermi level; k;, (i = z,y,2) are the coordi- d_ (-39) (0.511)  (0.456) (0) 4 NL?
nates of one representative position of the WP set; “M” is € -36 0.5 0.5 0.140 4 WP -1
the symmetry-determined multiplicity of the positions. Note, (-38) (0.5) (0.5) (0.176)
the data for ¢ = 0 are the same as given in Tab. [[V] 3] (31) (0.133) (0) (1) 2 G
f (90) (0.080) (0) (1) 2 NL?
¢ EmeV]  ke[2m/a]  ky[2n/b]  k:[2m/c] M g 35 0.863 0 0.112 4 WP -1
0 33 0.132 0 1 2 (35) (0.865) (0) (0.141)
15 31 0.134 0 0.898 2
30 31 0.135 0 0.851 2
45 30 0.142 0 0.691 2

to that plane by subtracting a reciprocal lattice vector.
Two of them are found to be gapped (point 3, point 5).
The others are not gapped but do not carry any chiral
charge. Therefore, we denote them to be likely points
on nodal lines. A comparison between the Wannier data
and the DFT results for the two WPs shows, that the
related band energies almost agree. This holds as well
for the k, coordinates, while the values for k, deviate
somewhat stronger from each other.

D. ANOMALOUS HALL CONDUCTIVITY

The anomalous Hall effect (AHE) is a notable char-
acteristic of magnetic materials. Three particular con-
tributions to the anomalous Hall conductivity (AHC),
ogy are commonly distinguished: the intrinsic contribu-
tion, o®i" which arises solely from the material’s band
structure, the skew scattering contribution oK, and
the side jump contribution ¢®%. The latter two arise
from extrinsic mechanisms. [63] All three contributions
are additive, o?" = g®»? 4 gansk 4 zansi Here, we con-
sider only the intrinsic contribution to the AHC, which is
known to reach large values in magnetic WSMs. [41], [64-
67] This behavior is considered to be due to the non-
trivial band topology at WPs with related large Berry
curvature Q(k). As k—space analogy to magnetic dipoles,
pairs of WPs act as sources and drains of Berry cur-
vature which, in turn, generates the AHC. The Kubo-

formula linear-response approach was used to evaluate
the AHC from the Berry curvature, [68] based on the
available tight-binding Hamiltonian:

an,in 62 dsk c
ot = ——X, c€abe /BZ (QW)gfo(En(k))Qn(k), (1)

h

where €gp is the Levi-Civita tensor, fo(E,(k)) is the
equilibrium Fermi-Dirac distribution function, n is the
band index, E, (k) is the related eigenvalue at k, and QS
is the c-component of the Berry curvature.

Fig. [] shows the band-intrinsic contribution to the
AHC as a function of the chemical potential and the mag-
netization direction, obtained with a zero-temperature
Fermi-Dirac distribution function. For the two consid-
ered magnetization directions [100] and [001], 022 and
O’;;’in, respectively, were evaluated. In the ground state
with easy magnetization axis [100], the calculated AHC
is found to be nearly zero at Ew, but finite with ~ -
15 @ tem ™! around 30 meV above Ep, where four WPs
were found. However, this feature is much less prominent
than the extended regions of large |o22"| farther away
from the Fermi level. These regions may originate from
WPs that were not found in our limited search described
in the previous section. However, it is known that in gen-
eral the combination of broken time reversal symmetry
with spin-orbit coupling generates contributions to the
AHC also for bands with zero Chern number. [69] Thus,
the relation between AHC and Weyl points can be rel-
atively weak, as already observed, e.g., in Ref. |44l For
the [001] direction of magnetization, on the other hand,
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FIG. 4. Intrinsic anomalous Hall conductivity of Cs2Co3S4 as
a function of the chemical potential. The AHC oy. and o4y
were obtained for magnetization directions along [100] and
[001], respectively.

the calculated AHC at Ey amounts to -86 Q lem™!. At
around 30 meV above Eg, a prominent AHC peak is ob-
served with a magnitude of ~ 500 Q~'cm™!, appearing
at the position of the observed WP (point g). It is worth
noting that, with a small amount of electron doping, a
large value of AHC can be attained at Ep.

IV. SUMMARY

To summarize, we investigated the electronic structure,
the magnetic properties, and the intrinsic contributions
to the anomalous Hall effect of CsyCo3S4 by means of
density-functional theory calculations. We found a ferri-
magnetic ground state of the title compound, at variance
with the original experimental results that report an anti-
ferromagnetic low-temperature state. The energy differ-
ence between the two states is in the order of meV/atom.
Thus, a very small of-stoichiometry of the samples could
have influenced the experimental result; likewise, one

should keep in mind the limitations of the chosen approx-
imations to the density functional. We characterized the
theoretical ground state as a semi-metal that is very close
to a half-metallic state. Several Weyl points are situated
close to the Fermi level for the lowest-energy orientation
of magnetization along [1 0 0]. They move both in k£ and
energy if the magnetization is rotated and are eventually
annihilated. Related, we found the intrinsic anomalous
Hall conductivity to be very sensitive to the orientation of
the magnetization. It is relatively small for the easy-axis
orientation but reaches magnitudes up to 500 Q tecm™!
if the magnetization is oriented along [0 0 1]. Further
experimental efforts on this interesting, though scarcely
investigated system are encouraged.
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