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We investigate the nature of the linear-response tensors in planar Hall and planar thermal Hall
setups, where we subject a Rarita-Schwinger-Weyl (RSW) semimetal to the combined influence of an
electric field E (and/or temperature gradient V,T') and a weak (i.e., non-quantizing) magnetic field
B. For computing the in-plane transport components, we have added an elastic deformation which
gives rise to a chirality-dependent effective magnetic field B** = B + x Bs, where x is the chirality
of an RSW node. We have included the effects of orbital magnetic moment (OMM), in conjunction
with the Berry curvature (BC), both of which appear as a consequence of nontrivial topology of the
bandstructure. Due to the presence of four bands, RSW semimetals provide a richer structure for
obtaining the linear-response coefficients, compared to the Weyl semimetals. In particular, we have
found that the OMM-contributed terms may oppose or add up to the BC-only parts, depending
on which band we are considering. We have also considered the response arising from internode
scatterings. Last, but not the least, we have determined the out-of-plane response comprising the
intrinsic anomalous Hall and the Lorentz-force-contributed currents, whose nature corroborates the
findings of some recent experimental results.

CONTENTS

Introduction

Model

A. Topological quantities
B. Linear-response coeflicients ignoring internode scaterrings

Magnetoelectric conductivity

A. Total and axial in-plane currents without internode scatterings
B. Longitudinal magnetoelectric conductivity (LMC)

C. Transverse magnetoelectric conductivity (PHC)

Magnetothermoelectric conductivity and magnetothermal coefficient
A. Magnetothermoelectric conductivity

B. Magnetothermal coefficient

C. Mott relation and Wiedemann-Franz law

Inclusion of internode scatterings

Summary and future perspectives

Linear response from semiclassical Boltzmann equations
1. Ignoring internode scattering

2. Solution in the presence of internode scattering

3. Expansion in B

Sommerfeld expansion

Magnetoelectric conductivity

1.
2.

w

Intrinsic anomalous Hall part

Non-anomalous-Hall contribution with intranode-only scatterings

a. Drude part

b. BC-only part (no OMM)

c. Part with the integrand proportional to nonzero powers of OMM
. Lorentz-force contribution

. Part arising from internode scatterings

References

T >

— © 00

12
13
13

14

14

15
17
17
19

20

21
21
21
22
22
22
23
24

24



I. INTRODUCTION

There has been an overwhelming amount of research activities involving the transport characteristics of semimetals,
which are materials containing band-crossing points in the Brillouin zone (BZ) near the Fermi level, determined and
protected by some symmetry. The terminology of “semimetals” originates from the fact that the density-of-states go
exactly to zero at these nodal points, showcasing a feature which is neither like insulators (as there is no gap) nor like
conventional metals — it lies somewhere in the middle of the two opposites. The simplest and the most well-known three-
dimensional (3d) example is the Weyl semimetal (WSM) [1, 2], which harbours an isotropic linear-in-momentum dispersion
in the vicinity of twofold band-crossings. The most straightforward generalization of the WSM is a semimetal with multifold
band-crossings, where each band exhibits an isotropic linear dispersion. The low-energy effective Hamiltonian of a system,
with (2¢+1) bands touching at a point, can be expressed as ~ k-8, where 8 represents the three components of the angular
momentum operator in the spin-¢ representation of the SO(3) group. This gives rise to emergent quasiparticles carrying
pseudospin values equal to . We use the nomenclature “pseudospin” in order to clearly distinguish this quantum number
from the relativistic spin (arising from the spacetime Lorentz invariance). Examples of multiband semimetals, featuring
¢ > 1/2, include the pseudospin-3/2 Rarita-Schwinger-Weyl (RSW) semimetals [3-15] with fourfold band-crossings.

In the realm of high-energy physics, the Rarita-Schwinger (RS) equation describes the field equation for elementary
particles carrying the relativistic spin of 3/2, postulated in various supergravity models [16]. However, they neither
appear in the standard model, nor has been detected experimentally. On the other hand, in nonrelativistic condensed
matter systems, we find that there are 230 space groups, paving the way for the emergence of a rich variety of uncon-
ventional excitations. In fact, for each one of these space groups, there exist pseudospin quantum numbers dictated by
the irreducible representations of the little group of lattice symmetries at the high-symmetry points (in the BZ) [3]. The
RSW semimetals represent one such possibility, mimicking the relativistic spin-3/2 fermions, because of the quasiparticles
carrying pseudospin-3/2. Their nomenclature thus mirrors the elusive high-energy RS fermions.

To investigate the so-called topological properties of a solid state material, we consider the BZ as a closed manifold. When
a nodal-point semimetal is said to possess a BZ endowed with a nontrivial topology, the nodes represent zero-dimensional
topological defects, which thus carry nontrivial topological charges in the form of Berry curvature (BC) monopoles [17, 18].
The sign of the monopole charge gives us the chirality x of the node, leading to the nomenclature of right-moving and
left-moving chiral quasiparticles, corresponding to y = 1 and x = —1, respectively. The nodes are constrained to appear
in pairs, with each pair having opposite chiralities, which is easily explained by invoking the Nielson-Ninomiya theorem
[19]. We will adopt the convention that x refers to the sign of the monopole charges (or, equivalently, the Chern numbers)
of the negative-energy bands (i.e., the valence bands) — thus a positive(negative) sign indicates that the node acts as a
source(sink) for the flux lines of the BC vector field. For a given band, the monopole charge is obtained by integrating
the BC flux over a closed two-dimensional (2d) surface enclosing the nodal point. The combined Chern number of all
the bands corresponds to the wrapping of a generalized Bloch sphere S™ (generalized to an n-level quantum system),
representing the manifold of the quantum states. On the other hand, if we project on to the bands of a given pseudospin
value (thus giving us a two-level system), the Chern number represents a wrapping number of the map from the 2d closed
surface (topologically equivalent to S?) to the Bloch sphere (52), given by the elements of the second homotopy group
[13(S?) = Z. The WSM belongs to this category, with Chern numbers £1. This explains why the monopole charges,
represnting point defects, can be interpreted as Chern numbers as well.

Analogous to the WSMs, the RSW nodes carry nonzero values of the BC monopoles. The four bands at a single
RSW node have Chern numbers +1 and +3, which indicates a net monopole charge of magnitude 4. The indications of
the existence of RSW quasiparticles have been linked to the large values of the topological charges detected in a range
of materials, such as CoSi [20], RhSi [21], AlPt [22], and PdBiSe [23]. The chiral anomaly, a signature property of the
relativistic Weyl fermions, explained by Adler-Bell-Jackiw [24, 25], continue to hold in the nonrelativistic settings involving
WSMs [26]. In the context of the condensed matter systems, the anomaly refers to the phenomenon of charge pumping
from one node to its conjugate, under the combined influence of applied electric (E) and magnetic (B) fields, with a rate
o E-B. Thus, for E-B # 0, the number of quasiparticless of each chirality is not independently conserved in the vicinity
of an individual node, and is known as the electrical chiral anomaly (ECA). Nevertheless, the net chiral charge for the
conjugate pairs of nodes in the entire BZ yields zero, thus conserving the total electric charge. An analogous imbalance in
chiral charge can be caused by adding (or replacing the external electric field by) an external temperature gradient VT,
manifesting itself as the thermal chiral anomaly (TCA), being proportional to V,T - B [27]. A nonzero V,T - B # 0 also
results in an imbalance in chiral energy (i.e., the energy carried by the quasiparticles of same chirality), which is sometimes
referred to as the gravitational chiral anomaly (GCA) [27-29], and it contributes to the energy current.

In this paper, we consider planar Hall setups consisting of E (and/or V,T) and B fields [c¢f. Fig. 1] and involving
RSW semimetals. We choose E and B to lie in the zy-plane, with E (or V,T) applied along the z-axis. In other
words, B = B (cos#,sin6,0) (where B = |B|), such that § # 7/2 or 37/2 in general. In the linear response regime
(with respect to E and V,T'), the node-dependent transport coefficients, relating the electric current to E and V, T, are
the magnetoelectric conductivity tensor (¢X) and the magnetothermoelectric conductivity tensor (aX), respectively. A
third response tensor, which we denote by £X, is the linear response tensor relating the heat current to the temperature
gradient at a vanishing electric field. Since ¢X contributes to the magnetothermal conductivity tensor xX, we will often

loosely refer to ¢X itself as the magnetothermal coefficient. The longitudinal components, X, and «aX,, are known



FIG. 1. Schematics of the planar Hall (or planar thermal Hall) setup, where an RSW is subjected to a static electric field
Ex (or temperature gradient 9,7 %X). An external magnetic field B is applied at an angle 6 with respect to the electric field
(temperature gradient). Additionally, the semimetallic slab is subjected to a mechanical strain, whose effect is captured via an
artificial pseudomagnetic field Bs, making an angle 05 with the z-axis. The in-plane voltage generated parallel and perpendicular
to Ex (or 9,1 %X) are indicated by Vic and Vpu, respectively. The subscripts indicate their association with the longitudinal and
Hall components of the resulting currents.

as the longitudinal magnetoconductivity (LMC) and the longitudinal thermoelectric coefficient (LTEC), respectively.
The transverse components, o, and «),, are referred to as the planar Hall conductivity (PHC) and the transverse

thermoelectric coefficient (TTEC), respectively. In recent times, there has been a surge of theoretical and experimental
efforts to investigate various aspects of these response tensors [15, 27, 30-47].

All the linear-response coeflicients invariably contain the information about nontrivial band topology via the inclusion
of the BC. In addition, the orbital magnetic moment (OMM) [48, 49], which is another artifact of a nontrivial topology
in the bandstructures, also affects the behaviour of the response tensors [42, 43, 47]. Hence, in this paper, we include
the effects of both the BC and the OMM, which constitutes a complete description conveying the role of topology. It
is worth mentioning here that complementary evidence of nontrivial topology in bandstructures, extensively explored
in the literature, include intrinsic anomalous Hall effect [50-52], magneto-optical conductivity when Landau levels are
relevant [53-55], Magnus Hall effect [12, 56, 57], circular dichroism [10, 58], circular photogalvanic effect [59-62], and
transmission of quasiparticles across potential barriers/wells [13, 63-65].

In addition to the action of the externally-applied magnetic field, we consider the case when the semimetal is subjected
to a mechanical strain, thus undergoing elastic deformations. The effects of these deformations on the chiral quasiparticles
can be modelled as pseudogauge fields [43, 66-72], with the matter-gauge-field coupling constant being proportional to x
[43, 69-71, 73, 74]. Due to the chiral nature of the coupling between the emergent vector fields and the itinerant fermionic
particles, it provides a platform to study the interactions of matter with axial vector fields in three dimensions. This
property differs from the case of the actual electromagnetic fields, where the coupling constant is independent of x. It has
been shown theoretically that a uniform pseudomagnetic field B5 can be generated when a semimetallic nanowire is put
under torsion [71]. Some direct experimental evidence for the generation of such pseudoomagnetic fields is also available
[75].

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we outline the form of the low-energy effective Hamiltonian in the vicinity
of an RSW node, and the resulting expressions for the BC and OMM. In Sec. A, we review the steps to compute the
conductivity tensor using the semiclassical Boltzmann formalism, without considering internode scattering. Secs. III andI'V
are devoted to demonstrating the explicit expressions for the longitudinal and transverse components of oX, X, and £X,
respectively. The last subsection of Sec. I1I also illustrates their behaviour in some relevant parameter regimes. In Sec. V,
we discuss the outcome of the inclusion of internode scatterings. Here, we also consider the effects of the so-called Lorentz
force parts, which show up in the out-of-plane components of the response coefficients, and compare it with some recent
experimental observations. Finally, we conclude with a summary and outlook in Sec. VI. The appendices are devoted
to elaborating on some the details of the intermediate steps, necessary to derive the final expressions shown in the main
text. In all our expressions, we resort to using the natural units, which implies that the reduced Planck’s constant (h),
the speed of light (¢), and the Boltzmann constant (kg) are set to unity.
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FIG. 2. (a) The dispersion of a pair of conjugate RSW nodes, against the k;ky-plane. The chemical potentials, u4 and p—, cut
the conduction bands with chiralitties +1 and —1, respectively. (b) Schematics of the Fermi surfaces at the node with chirality +1,
without and with the OMM-correction for the effective energy dispersion. Here, we have taken the net effective magnetic field to
be directed purely along the x-axis.

II. MODEL

With the help of group-theoretic symmetry analysis and first principles calculations, it has been shown that seven space
groups may host fourfold band-crossing points [3] at high symmetry points of the BZ. Nearly 40 candidate materials have
also been identified that can host the resulting RSW quasiparticles. The usual method of linearizing the k - p Hamiltonian
about such a degeneracy point provides us with the low-energy effective continuum Hamiltonian, valid in the vicinity of
the node. The explicit form of this Hamiltonian, for a single node with chirality ¥, is given by

H(k> = o (ka: jx+kyu7y+xkz jz)a (1)

where J = {J, Jy, J-} represents the vector operator whose three components comprise the the angular momentum
operators in the spin-3/2 representation of the SO(3) group. We choose the commonly-used representation where
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Our convention is such that the pair of conjugate nodes are separated along the k.-direction. The energy eigenvalues are
found to be

1 3
es(k) =svok, sedt—-,+=7, (3)
2" 2
where k = | /k2 + k2 + k2. Hence, each of four bands has an isotropic linear-in-momentum dispersion [cf. Fig. 2(a)]. The

7

signs of “+” and “—” give us the dispersion relations for the conduction and valence bands, respectively. The corresponding
group velocities of the quasiparticles are given by
svo k

vs(k) = Vies(k) = . (4)

A. Topological quantities

Due to a nontrivial topology of the bandstructure, we need to compute the BC and the OMM, using the starting
expressions of [48]

Qi(k) =i (Vicpr (k)| x [V (k)) and m (k) = — g Im [(Viegr¥| X (H(k) — es(k)) [VicF)] (5)

respectively. Here, |¢X(k)) denotes the eigenfunction for the s band at the node with chirality x, and e denotes the
magnitude of the charge of a single electron. Evaluating these expressions for the RSW node described by H(k), we get
[76]

exvoGsk
-

Q) = — XK d my () = G. = g. (6)
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Parameter SI Units Natural Units
vo from Ref. [77] 1.4x10° ms * 0.005
7 from Ref. [15] 10755 151.72 eV *
T from Refs. [78, 79] 0— 100K 0—8.617 x 10 %eV
B from Ref. [15] [0.033 — 0.421 Tesla 2 —25eV?
iy from Ref. [80] 0.1—-1eV 0.1—-1eV

TABLE I. The ranges of values for the various parameters, used in the plots of the linear-response coefficients, are tabulated here.
While using the natural units, we need to set h =c = kp = 1.

Since 2%(k) and mX(k) are the intrinsic properties of the bandstructure, they depend only on the wavefunctions. Clearly,
they are related as

= 09 E oy ™)

We observe that, unlike the BC, the OMM does not depend on the sign of the energy dispersion.
The coupling between the OMM with the magnetic field gives rise to a Zeeman-like correction to the dispersion,
quantified by

n?(k)=—m§(k)~B=exvogs%. (8)

Therefore, we have

(k) =esk) + k),  wi(k)=vs(k)+ulk),
B -2k (k-B)

W) = Vi (k) = exv0 Go ———, o)
where £X(k) and wX(k) are the OMM-modified energy and band velocity of the quasiparticles, respectively. With the
usual usage of notations, k is the unit vector along k. The full rotational isotropy of the Fermi surface, for each band of

the RSW node, is broken by the inclusion of the OMM corrections. This is depicted schematically in Fig. 2(b) for the
case when B is applied along the z-axis.

B. Linear-response coefficients ignoring internode scaterrings

Let us investigate the transport properties in a planar Hall setup with an external magnetic field applied in the zy-plane,
such that B = B (cosf% + sin€ §). An electric field E = E'& and/or a temperature gradient V,.T = 0, T & is/are applied
in a configuration co-planar with B. In the following three sections, we will compute the resulting three linear-response
coefficients, X, aX, and £X, whose technical definitions can be found in Eq. (A7). We will consider a positive chemical
potential j,, being applied to the node, such that the Fermi level cuts the two conduction bands, which take part in
transport. Consequently, we have here

1 3
UX:ZJ%(, ax:Zo/;, gX:Z£§,with§e{+2,+2}. (10)

The steps to obtain the forms of linear-response coefficients have been reviewed in Sec. A. Here, we assume that only
the intranode scatterings are relevant, with a relaxation time 7, and ignore any internode/interband scattering processes.
The neglect of interband scatterings is justified if only pseuduspin-conserving processes are allowed. From the solutions
obtained in Appendix A 2, and setting g, = 1 (ignoring the degeneracy due to electron’s spin), we arrive at the following
expressions for a single band of chirality y and index 3:

A3k
R N ]| @y @) ),
) Pk (DY)? 2 ,
(73F),, = —ewretrtated [ s s e r 0 [ = 2] Brou fo(ed).
d3k
00y = =7 [ s DX + W)y + (W3] 55(€2). (1)



Here,

1

Jo(€206), e, T(x)) = EET (12)
1+ exp [WX]
is the equilibrium Fermi-Dirac distribution of the quasiparticles at temperature T,
Wi =e(wi-Q5)B, (13)
and
0 =cospsiny® +singsinyg+cosyz, A¥= ﬂZQiBi, v =2xedGsv], (14)

The variables ¢ and ~ refer to the azimuthal and polar angles of the spherical polar coordinates, which the components
of k are transformed to, as shown in Appendix B. For the uncluttering of notations, we have suppressed the p,- and
T-dependence of fy. The “prime” superscript denotes differentiation with the respect to the variable shown within the
brackets [for example, f{(u) = 9y fo(u)]. The three parts of o represent the following:

1. o3 AH gives the “intrinsic anomalous Hall effect” [50-52], with its longitudinal component being zero. This part

is completely independent of the scattering rate 7. If OMM is set to zero, O'g’AH is independent of B, and ¢AH

vanishes identically. We also note that, for our configuration with the applied fields and temperature gradient
confined to the zy-plane, the in-plane components (i.e., za- and yz-components) are zero, and only the transverse
out-of-plane component with zz-indices is nonzero.

2. The second part is the so-called Lorentz-force part, and it arises from the current density

= ot [P w20 1€ (e x B) B (15)

S

The name has been coined to reflect the fact that it includes the classical Hall effect due to the Lorentz force. The
derivation for this part is quite tedious, but it has been detailed in Appendix C3. The resulting o3 LE contains

XAH

only odd powers of B. Analogous to o3'"", its in-plane components are zero, and only the Hall component with

zx-indices is nonzero.

3. The third part arises from the current density

3
== [ s Dy + W2} + WII-E A, (16)

and gives rise to the ¥ which contains only even powers of B.

For the magnetothermoelectric conductivity, we only consider the in-plane current density given by

VT)

- d3k ,
B =er [ DHE - m wl + W) |wd + w0 e, a7)
which gives rise to nonzero in-plane components. This leads to the tensor components of
=X d’k X [ ()X X X (§X Fix) X
(ag )ij =€T (2m)3 DY [(w3)i + (Wil [(w3); + (W);] == fo(&5) - (18)

Similarly, for the magnetothermal coefficient, we consider the in-plane thermal current density given by

3
B [ D - w4 W) [k + W) S ). (19)

which leads to the nonzero in-plane components expressed as

3 X _ ,,x\2
2, =7 [ s P S () (0] )y + (920] (€. 20)
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FIG. 3. The plots show the variation of the total and axial combination of the transverse zz-componets of the magnetoelctric
conductivity (in the units of eV) with the angle 6 (upper panel) and the magnitude B in the units of eV? (lower panel). We have
used the superscript £ to indicate that, along the vertical axis, we have plotted the anomalous-Hall-only, Lorentz-force-part-only,
and the combined parts, with the colour-coding shown in the plotlegends. While the left subfigures show the behaviour for p = 0.6
eV and p— = 0.4 eV, the right ones have uy = 0.4 eV and p— = 0.6 eV. The values of the fixed parameters are indicated in each
plotlabel. For obtaining all the curves, we have set vo = 0.005, 7 = 151 eV ™!, and T' = 10 eV. &%, and ng are defined in the same
way as done for the in-plane components in Eq. (30), indicating the total and the axial parts, respectively, for the two conjugate
nodes.

III. MAGNETOELECTRIC CONDUCTIVITY

The derivation of the various parts of the magnetoelectric conductivity tensor, as explained in Sec. II B, has been
detailed in Appendix C. Here, we will specifically focus only on the parts involving intranode-only scatterings.
For the intrinsic anomalous Hall part, following the treatment in Appendix C 1, the application of the Sommerfeld
expansion yields
3 ~
e’ SvygGs B de -
o), = - ST [ (102 fi(es) + 5 0l G2 B £y ()]
3 ~
e’Sv9G; B -
- Tiy (5T 1 (i, T) + 6 B2 * 5% v GE T 5y, T)]

n 72 T?%n(n—1
) =g [t TR0 ]
X

(21)

The Lorentz-force contribution, derived in Appendix C 3, gives rise to only a nonzero zx-component for ag’LF. Using
Eq. egsigLF, the final expression is captured by

3z-2
(ogﬁLF)m = % By [51(iy, T) + €2 5 v (337 — 8Gs) BT _s(uy, T)] - (22)

We find a couple of similarities between the intrinsic anomalous Hall part and the Lorentz-force contribution: they both
have only odd powers of B, and only their out-of-plane Hall components survive. In Fig. 3, we have shown the nature
of both these contributions, by choosing some representative parameter values. In a recent experimental investigation

[15], the authors have showed the importance of the cubic-in-B terms for multifold semimetals, arising in (eX-*) and

(oXIF) . They have fitted their data using a semiclassical Boltzmann theory, similar to our treatment. Their findings
demonstrate that a negative magnetoresistance originates from the chiral anomaly, despite a sizable and detrimental OMM



contribution, which was previously unaccounted for. However, a major drawback of their theoretical modelling is that
they have simply multiplied the result for a WSM with a factor four in front of the squared brackets, in order to take into
account the existence of the two conduction bands of the RSW node.

For the intranode-only in-plane parts, we will consider discuss the inclusion of the pseudomagnetic fields, in addition to
the actual magnetic fields. This is because, we are interested in investigating how the strain can affect the linear response.
For this purpuse, we subject the sample to elastic deformations [44, 47] such that the net effective magnetic field at a
single node is given by

B™'(x) =B+ xB;s, Bj;= B;(cosf;%X+sins3), (23)

where By is the emergent pseudomagnetic field due to strain (cf. Fig. 1). A pseudoelectric field E;, the counterpart
of Bs, can also be generated on dynamically stretching and compressing the crystal along an axis [71] (for instance, by
driving longitudinal sound waves). Then the net effective electric field is E*°'(y) = E + x E5. We note that, while the
physical electromagnetic fields couple to all the quasiparticles in the same way (irrespective of their chirality), the sign of
the coupling of the pseudoelectromagnetic depends on y, which reflects their axial nature. For this part, we limit ourselves
to terms upto O(|B![?).

Let us discuss the possibility of the presence of linear-in-B terms in the diagonal components. When the system
is subjected purely to homogeneous external fields (without any strain applied on the system), the Onsager-Casimir
reciprocity relation [81-83] for the diagonal components, viz. (5%);;(B) = (%):;i(—B) , is applicable — it forbids any
term in the LMC which has an odd power of B, unless the change of sign in B is compensated for by a change of sign in
another parameter in the system [45, 84]. The pseudomagnetic field provides us with such a sign-compensating parameter,
leading to

(63)i(B,Bs) = (67)ii(—B, —Bs), (24)

thus fulfilling the Onsager-Casimir constraints. This suggests that, in the presence of a nonzero Bj, a term linearly
dependent on B is possible.

The derivation of the non-anomalous-Hall contribution with intranode-only scatterings (without the Lorentz-force part)
has been detailed in Appendices C 2. To analyze the presence of various topological features, we divide up ¥ into three
parts as follows:

C_TL)E( _ O_;(,Drude + O_;(,BC + Ug(,m ) (25)
Here, (1) the first part is the one which is independent of B, also known as the Drude contribution; (2) the second part
arises solely due to the effect of the BC and survives when OMM is set to zero; and (3) the third part is the one which
goes to zero if OMM is ignored.

A. Total and axial in-plane currents without internode scatterings
For the quasiparticles moving in the band §, in the vicinity of the node with chirality y, the in-plane electric current
density is
(73), = (@);; B (), (26)

where (5§)ij is given by Eq. (11). For a pair of conjugate nodes with chemical potential values p, and p_ [as shown

schematically in Fig. 2(a)], we define the total and axial current densities as

Iy, p Z JX¥(py) and J5(py, p Z JX(p (27)
x==1, x==1,
=13 =13
respectively. The corresponding conductivity tensors are then defined as
T ZU i) and &5 (g, pi ZXU i) - (28)

X8

Using Eq. (28), we find

Jilpry, p-) = Z {(5;(,‘4))” Eyj+ (557(/17))” E—g} = 0ij (it p—) Ej + 05 (4, p—) Es;

S

and Jai (i) = 30|03 (1), Brs = (05 (1)), Bos| = 0sig (1) By + G5 ) By (29)

S
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FIG. 4. The plots show the variation of the total and axial LMC (in the units of ¢V) with the angle 6 between B and E, after
subtracting off the Drude part. The superscript “BC” indicates that, for those curves, the OMM contributions have been set to
zero. We have used the superscript £ to indicate that, along the vertical axis, we have plotted the BC-only and OMM-added parts,
with the colour-coding shown in the plotlegends. Here, we have included the effects of strain in the form Bs. While the upper panel
shows the behaviour for 4 = 0.6 eV and py— = 0.4 eV, the lower panel has uy = 0.4 eV and u— = 0.6 eV. The values of B and Bs
(in eV2) are indicated in each plotlabel, along with the value of 65. For obtaining all the curves, we have set vo = 0.005, 7 = 151
eVl and T =10 eV.

Henceforth, we deal with the cases where E5 = 0.

From the above expressions for the total and axial currents, we now discuss the behaviour of the total and axial LMC
and PHC as functions of 6, which is the angle between E and B. For plotting the nature of the in-plane components of
the conductivity tensor, we define

Yii(By) = 0ij(p, ) — 03 (pig, p—) B_B.—0 and X5 (By) = 0545 (pg, i) — 0535 (poy, p1—) BB —0 (30)

for the total and axial conductivity tensor components, respectively. Here, we have subtracted off the Drude contributions
(which refer to the Bt°t-independent parts), so that we can focus on the dependence controlled by applied magnetic (and
pseudomagnetic) fields. The ranges of the values of the parameters in some realistic scenarios have been shown in Table
I, which we have used in our plots.

B. Longitudinal magnetoelectric conductivity (LMC)

Using the expressions derived in Appendix C 2, the longitudinal (or diagonal) in-plane component is given by

@) = (A7), + (25) , + @ (D
where
x,Drude 62 T x,BC 64 T ‘§5 Ug tot\2 tot\2
(737, = ey el D) (%), = g BB+ (B Toalin 7).
et 503 Gs . o _ o
(a§7m)x$ = 3077_‘_38 [(_ 982 + 5g§) (B;: t)2 - 352 (BZ t)Q] T—Q(,uva) . (32)

Adding up the three parts, the total gives us

e’r 647'5118’

Yol T) + =55 [3° (By)? (3% —=3Gs) + (B")? (85" =95 Gs +5G2) | Yoy, T) . (33)

672 svg

Let us define the functions

fRO(5) =85, f(5)=3Gs(—95%+5Gs), frC(3) =8, f3)=-35G;, (34)
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FIG. 5. The plots show the variation of the total and axial LMC (in the units of eV) with the magnitude B of the physical
magnetic field, after subtracting off the Drude part. The superscript “BC” indicates that, for those curves, the OMM contributions
have been set to zero. We have used the superscript £ to indicate that, along the vertical axis, we have plotted the BC-only and
OMM-added parts, with the colour-coding shown in the plotlegends. Here, we have included the effects of strain in the form Bs.
While the upper panel shows the behaviour for g+ = 0.6 eV and pu— = 0.4 eV, the lower panel has py = 0.4 eV and p— = 0.6 eV.
The value of Bs (in eV?) are indicated in each plotlabel, along with the values of # and 5. For obtaining all the curves, we have
set vo = 0.005, 7 = 151 eV™!, and T' = 10 eV.

which are the coefficients of the (B{°*)? and (Bj°*)* terms, when we consider the BC-only and OMM-effects separately.
The supercripts and the subscrtipts indicate which part of the response and which component of Bt they are referring to.
We find that fBC(1/2) = 0.25, f7(1/2) = 5.6875, f3(3/2) = 60.75, f7(3/2) = —18.5625, 3. fBC(3) =61, >, f(3) =
—12.875, f2C(1/2) = 0.03125, f"(1/2) = —1.3125, f2C(3/2) = 7.59375, f"(3/2) = —5.0625, > ; fEC(5) = 7.625, and
> s [ (8) = — 6.375. These results tell us that

1. Bftpart: (1) for § = 1/2, the OMM-part adds up to the BC-only term, thus increasing the overall response; (2)
for § = 3/2, the OMM-part acts in opposition to the BC-only term, thus decreasing the overall response. However,
after we sum over the two bands, the contribution from § = 3/2 dominates, leading to an overall detrimental effect
of nonzero OMM, compared to the scenario when we ignore it.

2. B;Ot—part: For each of § = 1/2 and § = 3/2, the OMM-part acts in opposition to the BC-only term, thus decreasing
the overall response. Hence, there is an overall detrimental effect of nonzero OMM compared to the scenario when
we ignore it.

We have illustrated the behaviour of B¢ %, E?ﬁ, and Y5, in Figs. 4 and 5, where the superscript “BC” indicates
that the contributions come from the BC-only parts. While the curves in Fig. 4 show the variation of the response as a
function of @, those in Fig. 5 capture the dependence on B. In each figure, we have considered cases corresponding to
both Ay > 0 and Ap < 0, where Ay = (ug — p—). In agreement with our comparison of the f-values, we find that a
nonzero OMM always reduces the response. In the leftmost subfigure in each panel of Fig. 4, we have the curves with
B; = 0. Comparing it with the remaining subfigures in the panel, we find that a nonzero Bs-part changes the periodicity
with respect to 6 from 7 to 2, which results from the emergence of terms linearly proportional to B, rather than just the
o B? ones (see Refs. [44, 47] for a similar behaviour in Weyl and multi-Weyl semimetals). Since B! is y-independent
for Bs = 0, it is also easy to understand the effect of sign-reversal of Ay from the leftmost subfigures. As expected,
while ¥, is unaffected by the sign of Au, the curves for Xs,, simply flip with-respect-to the horizontal axis, in tune with
the sign-change of Ap. For a nonzero Bs, the dependence on x (and, consequently, i, ) gets complicated, but an overall
change in sign is observed.
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FIG. 6. The plots show the variation of the total and axial PHC (in the units of eV) with the angle 6 between B and E. The
superscript “BC” indicates that, for those curves, the OMM contributions have been set to zero. We have used the superscript £
to indicate that, along the vertical axis, we have plotted the BC-only and OMM-added parts, with the colour-coding shown in the
plotlegends. Here, we have included the effects of strain in the form Bs. While the upper panel shows the behaviour for puy = 0.6
eV and p— = 0.4 eV, the lower panel has pu = 0.4 ¢V and - = 0.6 eV. The values of B and Bs (in eV?) are indicated in each
plotlabel, along with the value of f5. For obtaining all the curves, we have set vo = 0.005, 7 = 151 eV™*, and T = 10 eV.

C. Transverse magnetoelectric conductivity (PHC)

Using the expressions derived in Appendix C 2, the transverse in-plane component is given by

@), = (aX7™) +(XP) +(0x™),, - (35)

yx yx

where
Tetr 3
(Jg(,Drude) _ O, (O_%(,BC) _ 6337‘:2 Up B;ot B;ot T—Q(/u’xa T) ,
yx yx
xXsm 6475”8 G5 Lot ptot ~2

(0X™),0 = WBx By (=65 +5Gs) T _a(py, T). (36)

The addition of the two nonzero parts gives us the planar Hall conductivity (PHC) as

~x et TEU Lot ptot (- < ) 2
(Ug)yrsz‘” Byt (75" —65°Gs +5G2 ) Yoy, T) . (37)
Let us define the functions
g*(5) =75, ¢g"(5) =505 (-65 +5G;) , (38)
which are the coefficients of the BC-only and OMMe-effects separately. The supercripts indicate which part they are
referring to. We find that ¢B¢(1/2) = 0.21875, ¢™(1/2) = 6.34375, ¢gB¢(3/2) = 53.1563, ¢™(3/2) = —10.9688,

> :g%€(5) = 53.375, and >, g™ (5) = —4.625. These results tell us that (1) for § = 1/2, the OMM-part adds up to
the BC-only term, thus increasing the overall response; (2) for § = 3/2, the OMM-part acts in opposition to the BC-only
term, thus decreasing the overall response. However, after we sum over the two bands, the contribution of the § = 3/2-band
dominates, leading to an overall detrimental effect of nonzero OMM, compared to the scenario when we ignore it.

We have illustrated the behaviour of ZES, Yz E?y%, and Y5, in Figs. 6 and 7, where the superscript “BC” indicates
that the contributions come from the BC-only parts. While the curves in Fig. 6 show the variation of the response as
a function of 0, those in Fig. 7 capture the dependence on B. Analogous to the LMC plots, we have considered cases
corresponding to both py > p— and py < p—. In agreement with our comparison of the g-values, we find that a nonzero
OMM always reduces the response. In the leftmost subfigure in each panel of Fig. 6, we have the curves with B; = 0.
Comparing it with the remaining subfigures in the panel, we find that a nonzero Bjs-part changes the periodicity with
respect to 6 from 7 to 27, which results from the emergence of terms linearly proportional to B, rather than just the oc B?
ones (see Refs. [44, 47] for a similar behaviour in Weyl and multi-Weyl semimetals). The relation between the response
and the sign of Ay follows the same trend as discussed for the case of the LMC curves.
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FIG. 7. The plots show the variation of the total and axial PHC (in the units of e¢V) with the magnitude B of the physical
magnetic field. The superscript “BC” indicates that, for those curves, the OMM contributions have been set to zero. We have
used the superscript £ to indicate that, along the vertical axis, we have plotted the BC-only and OMM-added parts, with the
colour-coding shown in the plotlegends. Here, we have included the effects of strain in the form Bs. While the upper panel shows
the behaviour for uy = 0.6 eV and p— = 0.4 eV, the lower panel has y; = 0.4 ¢V and g— = 0.6 eV. The value of Bs (in eV?) are
indicated in each plotlabel, along with the values of # and 5. For obtaining all the curves, we have set vg = 0.005, 7 = 151 eV,
and T'=10 eV.

IV. MAGNETOTHERMOELECTRIC CONDUCTIVITY AND MAGNETOTHERMAL COEFFICIENT

We divide up the expressions for @X and £X, shown in From Egs. (18) and (20), into three parts as
d)g( _ aé(,Drude + OC?BC + a?m and E%( _ g)g(,Drude + K%(,BC + E?’m ) (39)

Analogous to the case of 6%, (1) the first part stands for the Drude contribution; (2) the second part arises solely due to
the effect of the BC and survives when OMM is set to zero; and (3) the third part is the one which goes to zero if OMM
is ignored.

A. Magnetothermoelectric conductivity

The longitudinal (or diagonal) in-plane component of @¥, also known as the longitudinal thermoelectric coefficient
(LTEQ), is given by

(d%()ww _ (a?Drude) + (Ck?BC> + (a)gc)m)g:w 7 (40)
where

T 33503 T
(axPrmde) =S (aXPC) = SN 8B + (B

95 s 45 3
3 - 343 =T
(057, = SO (e (05 4 565) - 3% (B, “
Hx
The total expression of the LTEC reads
T 3 -z 3T
(d%‘)ww _ €T [y €e" T SV I:(B;Ot)Q (854—952 g§+5gsg) +§2 (B?t/ot)Q (52_3g§)] . (42)

95 45 13

The transverse in-plane component of @¥, also known as the transverse thermoelectric coefficient (TTEC), is given by

((j?)yz = <a2~(,Drude) + (O%(,BC)Wc + (ai_c,m

. o (43)
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where

3 -35,,3 T 3 T
XDrude) —0 ( XBC) _ 7e’ T8 vy RBtot pgtot xmy ¢ T5vp Btot Btot 6352G: 1+ 5G2) . 44
(O‘ o 0\ ya 45 i3y 2 B (ag), 45 3 (F65°6: +567). (49

The total expression of the TTEC reads

e3Tsv3T

(03)se = g, B By (75— 65°G5 +565) (45)
X

B. Magnetothermal coefficient

The longitudinal (or diagonal) in-plane component of Z’g‘ is given by

(B),, = (6P%) + (&%) + @™, . (46)
where
(EX,Drude) —0, (M,BC) _ e?s° Ty (7r2T2 _ 6,u2) [8 (B2 + (Bltot)ﬂ ’
s xx s zx 9072 piT X v v
(X ae = 7‘5257; Z%QT [35° {(By")? (32 —37°T%) + (By")? (7 T? —4p3) } +5Gs {(BY*)* («* T? — 9 pu3) + 313 (By™*)?}] -
' (47)
The sum of all the parts reads
. 25Tl
(%), . = W =35 G {(BY")? (3mT? = 3243) + (B (72 T% — 4pi2) }

+5g§{(B;ot)2 (772112_9@()_’_3!13< (B;0t>2}+§4 (7T2T2—6u>2<) {S(B;ot)2+(B:Zot)2} . (48)

The transverse in-plane component of £ is given by

(Z%() — (z?Drude) + (€§7BC> + (g)g(m) L (49)
s/ yx E gz E gz E Yy
where
(aPme) =0, (7)) = 7e? 8 Tug By B (w12 — 643)
* yx 7 3 yx 0m2p: T ’
pomy e? 5703 Gs Bt Biet [—63% (72 T% — 14 42) +5Gs (w2 T? — 12 42| 50
( s )yz - 90 72 ,U/Q T . ( )

The sum of all the parts reads

. e?§Tuf B Biet [— 652 Gs (72 T? — 14p2) +5G2 (72 T? —1242) + 75* (72 T? — 6 12|
(&), = 02T . (51)
X

C. Mott relation and Wiedemann-Franz law

From the explicit expressions of 6% and a¥ that we have demonstrated, we can immediately spot the relation

3 e

w2 T
being satisfied. This is equivalent to satisfying the Mott relation, which holds in the limit 7" — 0 [85]. In particular, we
find that the Mott relation continues to hold in the presence of OMM, agreeing with the results of Ref. [86], where generic

settings for the linear response have been considered. From the explicit expressions of o and ¢¥, we find another relation
relation, namely,

Oy (05)ij =

(a3);; +0(T?) (52)

(29, +0(1?) (53)
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FIG. 8. The variation of the intranode-only (dark blue) and internode-only (dotted orange) contributions to the LMC (in the units
of eV) with (a) the angle 6 between B and E; (b) B, after subtracting off the Drude part. Here, we have considered a single node of
chirality +1. The values of the fixed parameters are indicated in the plotlabels. For obtaining all the curves, we have set vo = 0.005,
7=151 eV~ and T =10 eV.

being satisfied. This is equivalent to satisfying the Wiedemann-Franz law, which again holds in the limit 7 — 0 [85].
Therefore, we find that the Wiedemann-Franz law also continues to be valid in the presence of OMM. Due to the Mott
relation and the Wiedemann-Franz law, the behaviour of (&Y);; and (f%‘)ij can be readily inferred from that of (5Y);;.

Hence, we do not provide separate plots and discussions for the @¥ and tg‘ tensors.

V. INCLUSION OF INTERNODE SCATTERINGS

Till now, we have focussed only on intranode scattering, ignoring any internode processes. This section will be dedicated
to understanding how the internode scatterings affect the magnetoconductivity tensor. We will not discuss the correspond-
ing influence on the magnetothermoelectric and magnetothermal coefficients because, as we have seen, the Mott relation
and the Wiedemann-Franz law ensure that their nature can be derived from that of the magnetoconductivity tensor.

Since the survival of the internode part solely depends on the presence of a nonzero B - E, there is no Drude part. Using
the derivations of Appendix C 4, we find that

xetvd (ry — 1)

(5 e == ya g p B2 (95 - 987G 4260),
eq

- etvd Ty — T - N
(03 = = T BB, (05 - 032 e+ 268), 54
eq

where fteq = (4 + p1—) /2, and the results are now dependent on the internode-process relaxation time, 7,. Clearly, for
U4 = p—, we have (O’;’TU)Z’]’ = —(0;"™")ij, due to the overall proportionality to a x-factor. This is because the internode
processes are inherently connected to an imbalance of the values of the local chemical potential at the pair of conjugate
nodes, and the relaxation tries to bring about a global equilibrium value. When the global equilibrium is reached, no net
current flows from one node to the other.

In Figs. 8 and 9, we have illustrated the behaviour of the internode part of the LMC and the PHC, respectively. We
have considered the contribution from a single node of positive chirality, and have compared the internode-only-scattering
part with the intreanode-only-scattering part. We need to take a high value of 7, /7 satisfying the physical condition of
T, > 7. This is because, under these conditions, the system first reaches local equilibrium through intraband scattering
and, thereafter, achieves global equilibrium through interband scattering [87].

VI. SUMMARY AND FUTURE PERSPECTIVES

In this paper, we have considered planar Hall and planar thermal Hall setups, where an RSW semimetal is subjected
to the combined effects of an electric field E and/or temperature gradient V,T. The E and V,T fields are assumed to be
along the same direction. Since we have considered an isotropic RSW material, without any rotational-symmetry-breaking
term (e.g., the tilting of the nodes), the plane in which the fields are applied makes no difference. For computing the in-
plane components of the response tensors, we have added an elastic deformation which gives rise to a chirality-dependent
effective magnetic field B**? consisting of two parts — (1) the physical magnetic field B and (2) an emergent axial magnetic
field Bs. This is captured by defining Bt*°* = B + y B for the corresponding nodal point. Due to the chiral nature of Bs,
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FIG. 9. The variation of the intranode-only (dark blue) and internode-only (dotted orange) contributions to the PHC (in the units
of eV) with (a) the angle 6 between B and E; (b) B. Here, we have considered a single node of chirality +1. The values of the fixed
parameters are indicated in the plotlabels. For obtaining all the curves, we have set vg = 0.005, 7 = 151 eV ™!, and T = 10 eV.

its presence makes it possible to have linear-in-B terms in the linear-response coefficients, which otherwise is ruled out in
accordance of the Onsager-Casimir reciprocity relations. In all our calculations, the effects of the nontrivial topology of
the RSW bandstructure have been captured through the inclusion of both the BC and the OMM. In many earlier works,
the response in such nodal-point semimetals have been computed neglecting the OMM parts. However, following the
treatment of some recent papers [42, 43, 47, 88], here we have included the OMM terms in a systematic way, and have
emphasized on the importance of the consequence of a nonzero OMM, which anyway arises at the same footing as the BC.

The RSW semimetals provide a richer structure for obtaining the linear-response coefficients, compared to the WSMs,
because of the fact that the former consists of four bands (rather than just two). Although each band still shows a
linear-in-momentum dispersion, just like a WSM node, the constant of proportionality with k& changes from band to band.
Furthermore, needless to say, the bands have differing BC and OMM, which then provide unequal contributions to the net
response. We have clearly pointed out these aspects in our explicit derivations of the electric conductivity, thermoelectric
conductivity, and thermal coefficient tensors, in the presence of a non-quantizing magnetic field. In particular, we have
found that the OMM-contributed terms may oppose or add up to the BC-only parts, depending on which band we are
considering.

First, we have computed the response by only considering collisions arising from intranode processes, assuming a
momentum-independent relaxation time 7. After analyzing their characteristics, we have proceeded to include new terms
which arise on having internode scatterings of nonzero amplitudes, characterized by another relaxation time 7,. Through
this procedure, we have been able to compare the roles of the two kinds of terms.

Last, but not the least, we have determined the out-of-plane response comprising the intrinsic anomalous Hall and the
Lorentz-force-contributed currents. These terms inherently consist of only odd powers of B, giving rise to linear-in-B and
linear-in-B? dependence when we limit ourselves to expanding the expressions upto order B3. These terms corroborate
the findings of some recent experimental results [15], which have found clear signature of the importance of the O(B3)
terms in multifold semimetals. We have also pointed out some limitations of the theoretical modelling they have used to
fit their data.

In our calculations, we have assumed the same relaxation times to be applicable for all the bands. In the future,
we would like to improve our calculations by going beyond the relaxation-time approximation, which involves actually
computing the collision integrals for all relevant scattering processes [42], rather than just using phenomenological values
of momentum-independent relaxation times.

Other directions worthwhile to be pursued are repeating our calculations for tilted RSW nodes [42, 45, 88], as tilting is
expected in generic materials. Furthermore, although we have considered the limit of weak non-quantizing magnetic field
in this paper, we would like to study the influence of a strong quantizing magnetic field. This would involve incorporating
the formation of the discrete Landau levels [38, 54, 55, 89]. Lastly, if we want to move into the realm of linear and nonlinear
response in the presence of strong disorder and /or strong interactions, we need to consider many-body techniques applicable
for strongly-correlated systems [62, 90-96].

Appendix A: Linear response from semiclassical Boltzmann equations

In this appendix, we review the semiclassical Boltzmann formalism [44, 46, 85], which is the used to determine the
transport coefficients in the regime of linear response. There exists an externally applied magnetic field B, which we
assume to be small in magnitude, leading to a small cyclotron frequency w, = e B/(m* ¢) [where m* is the effective mass
with the magnitude ~ 0.11m, [97], with m. denoting the electron mass|. This allows us to ignore quantized Landau
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levels, with the regime of validity of our approximations given by hw. < p, where p is the Fermi level [i.e., the energy
at which the chemical potential cuts the energy band(s)]. Furthermore, we will derive the expressions following from a
relaxation-time approximation for the collision integral, which involves using a momentum-independent relaxation time,
which implies that we treated it as a phenomenological parameter.

To start with, we assume that only internode scatterings matter in the collision integral, such that we consider only the
corresponding relaxation time 7. In particular, we focus on the transport for a single node of chirality x. The derivation
here closely follows the arguments outlined in Refs. [44, 46, 47]

For a 3d system, we define the Fermi-Dirac distribution function fX(r,k,t¢) for the quasiparticles occupying a Bloch
band labelled by the index s, with the crystal momentum k and dispersion €4(k), such that

Pk 5
dNs = gs fs(r, k, 1) @ d’r (A1)
is the number of particles occupying an infinitesimal phase space volume of dV,, = (2‘13% d®r, centered at {r,k} at time
t. Here, g; denotes the degeneracy of the band. In the presence of a nontrivial topology in the bandstructure, a nonzero
orbital magnetic moment (OMM) is induced, and there appears a Zeeman-like correction to the energy due to the OMM,
which we denote by nX (k). Hence, we define the OMM-corrected dispersion and the corresponding modified Bloch velocity
as

§¥(k) = es(k) + ni(k), and  wi(k) = Vies(k) + Ving(k), (A2)

respectively. The Hamilton’s equations of motion for the quasiparticles, under the influence of static electric (E) and
magnetic (B) fields, are given by [49, 85, 98]

F=Vi&X+k x Q¥andk=¢(E + ¢ x B)
=1 =DX[wX+e(ExQX) +e(QX-wX)B] and k=eDX [E+ (wX x B) +¢(E-B)QY]. (A3)

where — e is the charge carried by each quasiparticle. Furthermore,

1

DX=
1+ e(B-OY)

(A4)

is the factor which modifies the phase volume element from dV,, to (DX)~!dV,, such that the Liouville’s theorem (in the
absence of collisions) continues to hold in the presence of a nonzero BC [99-102].
Incorporating all these ingredients, the kinetic equation of the quasiparticles is finally given by [34, 103]

DY [0 + {wX + e B X QX + ¢ () - wX) B} -V, — ¢ (E+ w) X B) - Vi — € (B-B) QX - V] £X = Lon. (A5)

which results from the Liouville’s equation in the presence of scattering events. On the right-hand side, I.o; denotes the
collision integral, which corrects the Liouville’s equation, taking into account the collisions of the quasiparticles.

Let the contributions to the average DC electric and thermal current densities from the quasiparticles, associated with
the band s at the node with chirality y, be JX and JX  respectively. The linear-response matrix, which relates the
resulting generalized current densities to the driving electric potential gradient and temperature gradient, is expressed as

(Jsx)i (U;()ij (O‘?)ij
l(Jﬁh’X) 1 2

; j T(Oéx)ij (g?;()ij

7 S

E;

) A6
o (A6)

where {i,j} € {z, y, 2z} indicates the Cartesian components of the current density vectors and the response tensors in 3d.
Using the explicit forms of [32, 34] and the thermal current density [103, 104] are captured by the following:

d3k d*k
I = —egs/w (DY)~ ' i fX(r,k) and I = QS/W (DX)7H 1 (&X = py) fX(x,K)

d’k
ST = e [ s wd e (B X0+ e() - w)) B XK

and J{X = g, / (Qdil{)g [wi +e(E X QF) +e(QF - wl) B} (£ — py) f3(r, k) [using Eq. (A3)]. (A7)

Comparing with Eq. (AG), we extract the final expressions for the linear-response coefficients. The notations ¢X and
aX represents the magnetoelectric conductivity and the magnetothermoelectric conductivity tensors, respectively. The

latter determines the Peltier (IIX), Seebeck (SX), and Nernst coefficients. The third tensor ¢X represents the linear
response relating the thermal current density to the temperature gradient, at a vanishing electric field. SX | IIX, and the



17

magnetothermal coefficient tensor kX (which provides the coefficients between the heat current density and the temperature
gradient at vanishing electric current) are related as [46, 85]:

(59)i5 = 22 (@N)iar (@X)iy (M) =T D ()it () (W05 = ()i =T D (@d)iir (02)y150 (aX) 5 - (AS)

Z'/
Since £X determines the first term in the magnetothermal coefficient tensor xX, here we will loosely refer to £X itself as the
magnetothermal coefficient.

1. Ignoring internode scattering

To start with, we use the relaxation-time approximation, with only intranode and intraband scattering processes taken
into account. The neglect of interband scatterings is justified if only pseudospin-conserving processes are allowed. Under
these approximations/assumptions, the collision integral takes the form of

(0)
s ryk — SXI',k,t
P (R ) "

where the time-independent distribution function

1

1+ exp {455(7{‘()6%} ’

FRUrX) = fo(&X(K), iy T(x)) = (A10)

describes a local equilibrium situation at the subsystem centred at position r, at the local temperature T'(r), and with a
spatially uniform chemical potential p, .

In order to obtain a solution to the full Boltzmann equation for small time-independent values of E and V,T, we
assume a small deviation, ¢ fX(r,k), from the equilibrium distribution of the quasiparticles. We have not included any
explicit time-dependence in it since the applied fields and gradients are static. Hence, the nonequilibrium time-independent
distribution function can be expressed as

fX(r,k,t) = fX(r,k) = fo+0fX(r, k), (A11)

where we have suppressed showing explicitly the dependence of fy on £X(k), 1y, and T'(r). At this point, the magnetic
field is not assumed to be small, except for the fact that it should not be so large that the energy levels of the systems
get modified by the formation of discrete Landau levels.

The gradients of the equilibrium distribution function f,(LO) evaluate to

Vefo = Sl V. T ( afo) and Vi fo = wX 0o (A12)

T X S 9ex”

We assume that 0 fX is of the same order of smallness as the external perturbations E and V,T’, and work in the linearized
approximation (i.e., we keep terms upto the linear order in the “smallness parameter”). Since the spatial gradient of f
is parallel to the V,T', and we limit ourselves to the situations where E and V,T are applied along the same direction,
the term e (E X QX) - V. fo in Eq. (A5) vanishes. The term e (E X QX) - V0 fX from Eq. (A5) also does not contribute,
as it is of second order in smallness. Finally, we can write 6 f(r, k) ~ § f(k) for spatially uniform E and V,T. This leads
to the linearized Boltzmann equation, given by

dfo
233

+eDXB - (wX x Vi) 6fX(k) = Jsf%(k) (A13)

X _—
— DX | {wX + e (X - wX) B} - (ST“X VrTJreE)}

We want to solve the above equation for our planar Hall configurations by using an appropriate ansatz for § fX(k). In the
next subsection, we obtain the solution including the contributions from internode scattering, which actually captures the
part when the internode part is turned off.

2. Solution in the presence of internode scattering

We now discuss how to include internode scatterings in a relaxation-time approximation, where we treat the internode
scattering time 7, as a phenomenological constant (analogous to 7). We follow the treatment outlined in Refs. [34, 87, 105]
to find fX for this case. Here, we will set the V,T part to zero for the sake of brevity. The effect of a nonzero and uniform
VT can be easily inferred from the final solution for this case.
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Imtra

In the presence of nonzero amplitudes for internode processes, the collision integral will now have an extra part I, .

Therefore, the total correction to the right-hand side of the Liouville’s equation should be expressed as

Imtrd Imter Imtra _ st(k) B fo(é-;() _ fg( (k) - f;(, (5?’)

coll coll > coll — 788 7_55/ ss!

X(k) — & X(k) — fG, X (£X SX(ETX
I(ljr(ﬁler:_fs( ) ss fs( ) i ss , SGSI:fs(gs)+fs (ge ) (A14)
7'55 7'55 s#s’! 2

Icoll

)

I égffa is the elastic intraband scattering, which tries to relax the quasiparticle distribution (fX) of the Fermi pocket s at the
x-node towards the local equilibrium chemical potential of w,. On the other hand, the second term denotes the inelastic
processes (since the energies of the quasiparticles involved in the scattering are different), which try to relax fX towards
tt—. Here, we have included the possibilities of scatterings between bands with different s-indices. But, henceforth, we
will assume that 75" — oo and Tjs/ — oo for s # s. As mentioned earlier, this is a reasonable assumption if there are
no processes leading to the breaking of the pseudospin symmetry. Furthermore, we will assume that the scattering times
are the same for all the bands. Therefore, we use the simplified notations of 7°° = 7, 75 = 7,,, and f& = f&. With these
simplifications, we have now

G
pintra _ _ M , Iinter — _ jz@x(ki;f@ (A15)

While fo(&)) represents the local-equilibrium Fermi-Dirac distribution function, £ describes the global-equilibrium Fermi-
Dirac distribution function [87].
To derive the coeflicients of linear response, we parametrize the nonequilibrium distribution function as [87]

fX(k) = fo(6X) + 0fX(k),  ofX(k) = [-fo(&N)] g, (A16)

where gX describes a small deviation of fX(k) from fo(£X) due to the applied external fields (and/or temperature gradient),
which are assumed to be spatially uniform and time-independent. Let us define the average of a physical observable OX
as

J &k (- f(e0)) Ox
f (gil)(ez fO 58 )]

where the momentum-integrals run over all the quasiparticle-states at the Fermi level of band s for node x. Using these
notations, the collision-integral expression reduces to

: (A17)

Ox =

Ieon gX(k)—gX gXk)—g¢ o gr+a.x
__ 9 s _ 95 s _ 95 95" A18
_fé(é-;() 7_ TU b gs 2 ( )

For the emergence of the LMC, it is necessary that the contribution from intraband scatterings is stronger than that
from the interband scattering, implying that we must have 1/7 > 1/7,. Under these conditions, the system first reaches
local equilibrium through intraband scattering and, thereafter, achieves global equilibrium through interband scattering
[87]. This process takes place in the presence of a finite chemical potential difference between the two RSW nodes, leading
to the notion of the chiral chemical potential Aps/2, which will be determined self-consistently. Parametrizing gX as

gX = x Aus, the 7 < 7, regime allows us to safely approximate gX ~ gX in I, é’gffr This leads to

Teon g¥(k)—gX  gr¥—g.~ 9¥(k) —xAps  xAps 1 X T
~ 93 s _ 95 =9~ _ 9 _ — )+ (11— L) Al . Al
@D . 27 . e A ks ) xAw (A19)

Here, it is essential to use the band index s in Apu, because the density-of-states changes with the prefactor of the
linear-in-momentum dispersion profile of an RSW band.
We define the Lorentz operator as

L= (wX x B)- V. (A20)

Because of the inclusion of internode scattering, Eq. (A13) gets modified to

DX [(w} + W) B - DX L) = 7 |- ax09 + (1= ) x|

v

= (1 —e7‘D§ﬁ) g = —er DX [(wl + W) -E] + (1 — T) X Aps , (A21)

v
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where
Wi=e(wX Q)B=VX+UYX, Vi=eHWw} - QY)B, Uf=ec(u}l QYB. (A22)

By using the conservation of particle number (considering the pair of conjugate nodes), we get [105]

Ui Ty 1o 2 fig + pe
Aps = 12322, (35> = G,) (E-B), where jieq = — (A23)

Using the fact that the application of L on the Aj,-dependent term yields zero, Eq. (A21) is rewritten as

gX(k) - n 7 "%sXeTc ~ Ug (3 82 B gs)
0 DY) LM DX (wX + WX) B+ =X ® B) r=r o, Ry = 00 )
L= DD DY (kW) B4 P B B), mmn o R=

which we solve for gX(k) recursively. We note that for 7 <« 7,, 7. ~ 7,,. Furthermore, if we set 7. = 0, we get the solutions
involving only intranode scattering processes.

We can now expand the gX(k) upto any desired order in B, in the limit of weak magnetic field, and obtain the current
densities from Eq. (A7). In this paper, we are interested in terms upto cubic in B. We observe that ¢gX(k) consists of
two parts, which are of different origins. The first part, which includes the classical effect due to the Lorentz force, is
independent of the chemical potential. The second term, on the other hand, is dependent on the chemical potential and
it goes to zero if internode scattering is ignored.

3. Expansion in B

In order to obtain closed-form analytical expressions, we expand the B-dependent terms upto a given order in B,
assuming it has a small magnitude, which is anyway required to justify neglecting the formation of the Landau levels.
With this in mind, we expand the Fermi-Dirac distribution as [43]

(nX)?
6

Fol€9) = folen) +mx (e + T gy 4

5 J(es) +O(BY. (A25)

Analogously, DX will be expanded as

=3 |- ();B;| (A26)
n=0 J

such that the final expressions are correct upto (9(33).
Here, we show the explicit expression of Eq. (C26) expanded upto order B3. Let us start with

e 72 g UO 51 0, T4
(03)ij = —€jar —5 3 Z /d ! ”; for a € {v, u, V, U} and {v, ¢} € {0, Z"},

a,v,(

T

a,v. Dy 2 a,v Ala,v Xla,v 6C+1 S
Ii(r’ ¢) _ ( 5]) |:5;1 W,L( VHQ) 26? Wl( w+C) + Wl( w+C) 5 {3-(15 )
! Es
Wi(a,l/+1) _ 7];( W(a,u) , W(a w+1) )\X W(a 1/) Wi(a,l/—i-Q) ()\X) W(a l/) (AQ?)

3
Explicitly, we have

WY = @), WY = @), WP = (29, WP = 02, it = wit0 = w0 =W — o,
(A28)

needed for the final forms upto O(B3). Here, ¢ + v denotes that B¢t appears in that term. Keeping terms upto ¢ = 1
gives us the expressions upto order B3. We also need to use the series expansion

n—1

=N n|-e Y (@B : (A29)

ic{z,y,z}
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Putting all the pieces together, we finally get
STz =il 142 1Y + 0(BY),

a,v,(

tz(ﬁl-) = 5;1 Wi(uO) f(/) (es) By,

i) = 2> _(A)y Butl,) + { (W2 e ™) ~20 3 00 By Wﬁ”’o)} &2 fo(ed) = Yo (mN)y By et WY fl(e) | Br

51

J

3 _—eZZ 7+ By B/ t!! —Qez %)y By t1?) +

{ WO =203 0By 22 (WD W)

B,

+192291sz 105/ By W”O)}fo es) — > (m¥ { (W(“1 + W ) ~29 ouBy Wi(v’o)}ei Y (es)
i’ g’ 3’ 4
(A30)

where ¥ = 2y e 5Gz v3. Plugging this in into the integrand of Eq. (A27), it can be expanded in small 1/(3 i), using the
Sommerfeld expansion [cf. Appendix B], to get the final expression.

Appendix B: Sommerfeld expansion

Throughout this paper, we have to deal with integrals of the form:
d°k 9fo(£X)
I= X 5 B1
| e Pl i, (B1)

where £X = g,4(k) + nX (k). We focus on the conduction bands, such that only the positive values of s are relevant, which
we denote by §. Exploiting the spherical symmetry of the system, we introduce the spherical polar coordinates such that

€ oS ¢ sin €sin ¢ sin € CoS
kx = 4~¢ 2 5 ky = ~¢ g ) kz = = 1 . (BZ)
S Vg S Vg SV

The limits are: € € [0,00), ¢ € [0,27], and v € [0,7]. The Jacobian of the transformation is J(e,7y) = i;ivr‘s”. This leads
0
to

0 0o 27 T
X X(g) — X
/ﬂx)dkﬁ/ioode/o dqﬁ/o dy J(e,7v) and &5 (k) — &X(e) = e+ ni(e). (B3)
With the implementation of the above coordinate transformation, we have
°m b% 3f0(§§) X\ __ X
de dg dﬂ" &) “gex Iwhere F(6,6,%,65) = T(6,7) F(e, 6,7, 5)]
f0(§ ) 27 ™
(27r) /0 de K(x,¢€) X [where K(x, €) = /0 d¢ /0 dy F(e, ¢,7,E5)]. (B4)

This remaining part can be calculated using the Sommerfeld expansion [85] under the condition 1/(8 u) < 1. The integral
will turn out to consist of terms of the form

/ de €™ [-0f(€)] = Ty (p) for n € {0, Z1}, (B5)
0
which, upon using the Sommerfeld expansion, yields
7in(n—1) _3
To(p) =p" 1+ ————5=+0((Bu) : (B6)
6(8p)’ ( )

For higher-order derivatives we have
>~ M fole) n!
d A1 _ Y, ) B7
| deer oy Y - e (B7)
For the thermoelectric and thermal tensors, we need to use the identity

a1 M fo(e) (n+1)! n

[ deertem g (e S - Bt ) = Y ). (BS)
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Appendix C: Magnetoelectric conductivity

In this appendix, we outline the details of the steps to obtain the various parts of the magnetoelectric conductivity
tensor. This is determined by the electric current density expression shown in Eq. (A7) [after setting gs = 1], i.e

3
J;é——e/(;iﬂl;[e(EXQ§)+w§+6(Q§'w§)B] fX(r.k). (C)

1. Intrinsic anomalous Hall part

From the term proportional to (E X QYX) in the integrand of Eq. (C1), we get the linear-response current density as

3
T = — / <§l wl}s (B x Q)] fo(€), (C2)

which gives the intrinsic anomalous Hall term. The corresponding components of the conductivity are given by [cf.
Egs. (11)]

3
(0455 = = e [ s @) [oe) 4 fea) + 5 (09° Flen) +

2 ek a“<ss>+0(34)], (3)

6

whose diagonal components (i.e., the ii-components) are automatically zero because of the Levi-Civita function. A
nonzero OMM generates B-dependent terms. The first and the third terms will always vanish (for both the in-plane and
out-of-plane transverse components) because of the vanishing of the integrals (the integrand being odd in k). For our
configuration with E and B confined to the zy-plane, we have

(U?AH)y

e [T [ dysinycoss [t ffen) + § 9 £ =0 = (XA (€1

87’(31]0

Only the following out-of-plane component is nonzero:

(U;C’AH ZT

/ de /2”d¢ | s Vsmsb[ns Foe) + 1 ()’ 5”<ss>]. (C5)

871'37)0

This leads to the final expression shown in Eq. (21).

2. Non-anomalous-Hall contribution with intranode-only scatterings

The non-anomalous-Hall contribution (not including the Lorentz-force contribution) with intranode-only scatterings is
obtained by setting 7. = 0 and picking up the n = 0 term on the right-hand side of Eq. (A24), i.e., by using

0f¥(k) = e DY [(w} + W)X) - E] f5(£) - (C6)

We plug this in into the non-anomalous-Hall part of Eq. (C1) to obtain

3
Ty ==t [ s (e () w) B DX [(w) + W) B f(), ()
leading to
3
@) = =7 [ G DX s + (W) + (W] (€. (Cs)

This is the expression shown in Eq. (11) of the main text.
We want to compute here the gX-part, after dividing it up as

—XxX _ _X,Drude x,BC X, m
g¥ =0} + o +oX (C9)

where (1) the first part is the one which is independent of B, also known as the Drude contribution; (2) the second part
arises solely due to the effect of the BC and survives when OMM is set to zero; and (3) the third part is the one which
goes to zero if OMM is ignored.
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a. Drude part

Explicity, the Drude is expressed as

x,Drude 62 T 3 (0) ¢ (0) X X
(Us’ )ij = W d k‘cij foles), ‘Cz’j = (vX)i (v3); - (C10)
The isotropy of the RSW bands, in the vicinity of a node, ensures that the off-diagonal terms vanish, i.e., (a?*Dr“dC)ij o ;.
This leaves only the longitudinal components of the tensor, which are given by
x,Drude 62 T 3k xX\.12 ¢/ C
(O-s/ )ii = - (2 7T)3 d [(Us )'L} fO(ES)' ( 11)
b. BC-only part (no OMM)
The BC-only part is given by
e2r L(,Q) 1
(0279 = — 2P /d3kMij foles), My = ng{ {;J + (03): (V)5 + 5 (V)i (st)j} i gl - ‘CE?)? (C12)
which is symmetric in the indices ¢ and j. Here, we find that
e L9
Mij =[5 { = 200048y + e Y (200 (), By Br |+ (0)i{ Yo (02)4 ()4 By
q ar q
2
e o
— e ()0 ()4 (0, By By p+ 5 D (o) (6)y () (), Bi By | +i ¢
ar ar
=M+ MY +0(B%), (C13)
e oo
MG = | = 500 02); Y@ By +e (o) Y (02)g () By | +i 5, (C14)
q a
e
M =[S @) ()5 D () (), By By = ¢ (02): Y (1))q (), (), B, B,
ar ar
2
e o
+ 5 Y@ @) () (0 BiBy| +i . (C15)
q,T

The rotational symmetry of the system makes the part with ngl) vanish. In fact, in general, (0X°B€);; consists of terms
which contain only even powers of B. Therefore, the O(B3) term also vanishes, which implies that the above expression
is correct upto O(B3).

c.  Part with the integrand proportional to nonzero powers of OMM
The OMM shifts the dispersion by nX = —>".(mX); B; [cf. Eq. (8)]. Let us define
())i =Y _(UY)i; B (C16)
J
where

Ay Ay Agg
UF = |Az1 Az Aoz, (C17)
Az Aszy Ass
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sin? v cos(2¢) — cos? T
A11(€,7,¢):—X€QSS2U8 i (Ef) ,y? A22(6777¢>:A11(€a’77§_¢)7
sin” vy sin(2
A33(6773 ¢) = - All(evﬁya O) ) A12(6,"}/, ¢) = A21(67P)/7 ¢) = 7Xegs 82 'Ug 7672(@ )
A1 Ay
A =A - _fi N - X
13(6,77¢) 31(6777¢) tan~ysing’ 23(6,’}/,¢) 32(€,7, ®) P—— (C 8)

Here, we have used the spherical polar coordinates, defined in Eq. (B2), to write the matrix elements of UX in a compact
form.
We can now express the relevant part of conductivity as

d’k
(U?OMM)ij = _627/ @) [Sij fo(es) + (Pij + Qij + Riz) [ (e5)] (C19)
where
7)1]_ l_;Z(Ug)Z(Ug)J (ms) B +Z<—>.7a

e C
Qij = |5 Wi (v1); Y ()i (M) Bir By — e (wY)s y_(wX)ir ()i (m¥)yr By By | +i 43,

L i/j/ ilj/
Rij = 7(1};()1'2(1/0()37 ( ) Bl/B +Z<—>],
L i/jl
Sij = | (v3)i Z(ugc)ji’ Bir —e(v3)i Z(usx)ji’ By Z( By + 5 Z UX)iir )ijr Bir Bjr
4 i’ i’ il 5’
+e(v))i Y (UN)iy (0)y B; By —l—ez (QX); By B +i 5 j| +i ¢, (C20)
i/’j/

on keeping terms upto quadratic order in B. The isotropy of the system makes the parts with odd powers of B vanish.
As a result, in general, terms with only even powers of B survive. Therefore, the O(B3) term also vanishes, which implies
that the above expression is correct upto 0(33).

3. Lorentz-force contribution

The leading-order contribution from the Lorentz-force part is obtained by setting 7. = 0 and picking up the n = 1 term
on the right-hand side of Eq. (A24), i.e., by using

8fX(k) = €272 DX f3(€X) L[DX (w) + W) - E]. (C21)

Plugging it in into the non-anomalous-Hall part of Eq. (C1), we obtain the current density

3 ~
T ==t [ D e o} + e (- ) B (DX {(w} + W) B, (C22)

This is the classical Hall current density due to the Lorentz force.
Using various vector identities, we get

L(WX.-E)=0, LDX=o0, z(wg-E):s;O(§—A§)2(12:><B)-E, (C23)
where
A;‘:ﬁZQqu, 0 = cos psiny & +sinpsiny g +cosyE, ¥ =2yesG,vl. (C24)

Furthermore, ¢ and - refer to the azimuthal and polar angles of the spherical polar coordinates, which the components of

k are transformed to, as shown in Appendix B. This leads to the simplification of Eq. (C22) into

(kxB)-E
k )

Jy LE — 37243 US/ @’k (D§)2 (wX + WY) [(%)2 - /\gr fé(f;()

PTaEI: (025)
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leading to the conductivity components of

P’k (DY)?
(U?LF)ij = — €jgr 775" US/ 273 &

)2 Br kq fé(é?s() )

() + (W] (2= w)" ==

(C26)

Clearly, the Lorentz-force contribution starts with a linear-in-B term. One can also check that (agaLF)ii =0.

4. Part arising from internode scatterings

The non-anomalous-Hall contribution arising only from the internode scatterings is obtained by using

P2 /(¢X 3 3 2 _ .
5f§(k):_%0(58)%(]3.3)7 Te =Ty —T, RSZW' (C27)
eq

We plug this in into the non-anomalous-Hall part of Eq. (C1) to obtain the current density

xe3 vS’ (T —T) (3 52— Qs)
125 p2,

3
em = [ e e WO BB R, (C28)

leading to the conductivity components of

o, X 1) 35 6)
s Jij 96 73 s ugq

/ K [(w); + (W) B; f(£Y). (C29)
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