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Université de Montpellier, 34000, Montpellier, France
9Institute of Experimental Physics, Faculty of Physics,

University of Warsaw, ul. Pasteura 5, 02-093 Warszawa, Poland
10Charles University, Faculty of Mathematics and Physics,

Institute of Physics, Ke Karlovu 5, 121 16 Prague 2, Czech Republic
(Dated: November 8, 2021)

Optical response of crystalline solids is to a large extent driven by excitations that promote elec-
trons among individual bands. This allows one to apply optical and magneto-optical methods to
determine experimentally the energy band gap – a fundamental property crucial to our understand-
ing of any solid – with a great precision. Here we show that such conventional methods, applied
with great success to many materials in the past, do not work in topological Dirac semimetals with
a dispersive nodal line. There, the optically deduced band gap depends on how the magnetic field
is oriented with respect to the crystal axes. Such highly unusual behaviour is explained in terms of
band-gap renormalization driven by Lorentz boosts.

I. INTRODUCTION

Ever since the advent of graphene and topological ma-
terials, relativistic physics has become an integral part
of condensed-matter sciences [1–3]. While emergent, it is
important to stress that this type of relativity is pertinent
beyond the dispersion of the low-energy excitations in
many different solids. Klein tunneling [4–6] and the chi-
ral anomaly [7–14] represent well-known examples. One
of the salient aspects of relativity is the particular depen-
dence of energy on the frame of reference: for a particle
of mass m moving at a speed u lower than the speed of
light c, a Lorentz boost to the comoving frame of refer-
ence changes the particle’s energy from E to E/γ = mc2,

in terms of the Lorentz factor γ = 1/
√

1− β2 and the ra-
pidity β = u/c. A natural question that one may now ask
is the following: can one observe this relativistic renor-
malization equally in topological materials governed by
the Dirac Hamiltonian or a variant of it, upon the re-
placement of c by a characteristic velocity v?

While the effects of Lorentz covariance have been
theoretically studied, namely in the framework of sys-
tems with tilted conical bands, both in two [15–17]
and three [18–20] dimensions, an experimental verifica-
tion is yet lacking. The key finding of this paper is
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that Lorentz boosts have important experimental conse-
quences in Dirac materials. Most notably and unexpect-
edly, we find that the optical band gap extracted from
magneto-optical measurements in the dispersive nodal-
line Dirac semimetal niobium diarsenide (NbAs2) de-
pends on the orientation of the explored crystal. As we
show below, this orientation defines a particular Lorentz
boost by fixing the angle between the applied magnetic
field and the direction of the spectroscopically relevant
part of the nodal line.

To appreciate the link between magnetic-field and
Lorentz boosts in tilted cones, let us first consider a 2D
conical band, characterized by a gap 2∆ and an asymp-
totic velocity v, which is tilted by an additional velocity
parameter u (in Fig. 1a, u ‖ x̂). Such a system is de-
scribed by the following variant of a 2D massive Dirac
Hamiltonian:

Ĥ2D = ~u · k 1 +

[
∆ ~v(kx − iky)

~v(kx + iky) −∆

]
. (1)

In an out-of-plane magnetic field, B ⊥ u, the tilt can
be formally viewed as a drift velocity of electrons in the
crossed magnetic and effective electric field, E = uB.
This drift is in the direction perpendicular to both the
tilt and the magnetic field.

In this specific case, the problem of the electron motion
in a tilted cone becomes mathematically equivalent to the
dynamics of a relativistic charge carrier in the crossed
electric and magnetic fields [16, 19, 22]. This motion is
therefore governed by fully Lorentz-covariant Dirac and
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic sketch of a hyperbolic dispersion for massive Dirac electrons with an additional tilt: E(k) = −~ukx ±√
∆2 + ~2v2k2. The dashed lines correspond to asymptotic dispersions. (b) Brillouin zone of NbAs2 with the crossings of

the nodal lines with the Fermi level and selected high-symmetry points marked by red a green spots. The blue lines show
approximate position of two nodal lines, reflecting the DFT calculations and overall conclusions in Ref. [21]. (c) Schematic
view of the nodal-line dispersion over a half of the Brillouin zone along the direction of propagation. The band gaps at the
crossing points with the Fermi energy, in the dispersive and the (approximately) flat parts of the nodal line, are 2∆D and 2∆F ,
respectively. (d) Infrared reflectivity, and the extracted optical conductivity, measured on (001)-oriented facet of NbAs2, using
light polarized along the a and b crystallographic axes.

Maxwell equations. This covariant formulation, and thus
the use of Lorentz transformations, allows us to calculate
the energy spectrum in a reference frame where the (ef-
fective) electric field vanishes, meaning u = 0 [16, 17, 22].
A similar relativistic-like approach has been invoked in
the past, in order to understand behaviour of narrow-
gap semiconductors [23–25] in real crossed electric and
magnetic fields.

The impact of the tilt u – or in the sense of reasoning
above, the impact of the Lorentz boost – on the Landau
quatization is profound. We obtain the Landau level (LL)
spectrum that is typical of 2D massive Dirac electrons,
but whose energy band gap and velocity parameter are
renormalized by the Lorentz factor, γ = 1/

√
1− u2/v2:

En = ±
√

(∆/γ)2 + 2eBn~v2/γ3, n = 0, 1, 2 . . . (2)

For large tilts, u ≥ v, the spectrum collapses and
marks transitions between regimes referred to as mag-
netic and electric [19, 26]. In the semi-classical picture,
this crossover corresponds to transitions from closed to-
wards open cyclotron orbits in type-I and type-II conical
bands (Figs. 1a).

II. OPTICAL AND MAGNETO-OPTICAL
RESPONSE OF NBAS2

Let us now discuss how a Lorentz boost allows us to un-
derstand the magneto-optical response of NbAs2 which is
a nearly compensated 3D nodal-line semimetal [27] with a
monoclinic crystal lattice and the space group C2/m [28].
Theory and experimental studies performed so far [21, 27]
indicate the existence of two nodal lines in this material.
Mathematically, these are 1D objects (curves) in momen-
tum space, kline, along which the gap vanishes or reaches
its local minimum. In NbAs2, the nodal lines are open,
propagating through the Brillouin zone, approximately
along the a crystallographic axis, and located symmetri-
cally with respect to the Γ-Y-Z mirror plane (Fig. 1b).

The low-energy electronic excitations around the nodal
line can be described using a model for 2D massive Dirac
electrons in the plane perpendicular to the local nodal-
line direction τ (left panel of Fig. 1a). The corresponding
velocity parameter v and the spin-orbit gap 2∆, typical
of all currently studied nodal-line or nodal-loop semimet-
als [29–31], may vary along the line (see Fig. 1c). Essen-
tially for this work, the nodal lines in NbAs2 disperse
with momentum and each approaches the Fermi energy
four times within the Brillouin zone (Fig. 1b,c). The
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crossings come in pairs of two different types, one of
which is associated with a dispersive and the other one
with a flat part [21]. They are located at kD

line and kF
line,

respectively, and characterized by the local directions τD
and τF (Fig. 1c).

In the absence of a magnetic field, the case we examine
first, the optical response of NbAs2 at low photon ener-
gies comprises direct signatures of nodal lines [21, 32, 33].
Two steps are clearly visible at the onset of interband ab-
sorption in the optical conductivity (Fig. 1d down). They
correspond to the local band gaps: 2∆D = (88± 2) meV
and 2∆F = (113 ± 2) meV, at the dispersive and flat
parts, respectively. Above this onset, the optical conduc-
tivity increases linearly in ω. While such behavior resem-
bles systems with 3D conical bands [34–36], in NbAs2,
it is due to the occupation effect (Pauli-blocking) along
the dispersive part of the nodal line [21, 32, 37, 38].
The anisotropy of the optical response (Fig. 1d) reflects
the orientation of the nodal lines, implying significantly
higher Drude-type and interband absorption strength for
the radiation polarized along the b axis which is approxi-
mately perpendicular to τ [21]. Strong anisotropy, imply-
ing notably elongated Fermi surfaces, was also observed
in magneto-transport experiments [33, 39–41].

To explore the magneto-optical response, we have
identified a number of crystallographic facets on sev-
eral NbAs2 monocrystals using the standard x-ray tech-
nique [33]. Then, a series of infrared reflectivity measure-
ments has been carried out, using non-polarized radiation
and the Faraday configuration. The magnetic field was
applied perpendicular to chosen crystallographic planes.
In this way, we probed electrons undergoing cyclotron
motion in crystallographic planes with various orienta-
tions with respect to the local nodal-line directions τD
and τF . To keep the geometry as simple as possible, we
selected facets with a zero middle index (n 0m). Thus
the vector B always lied in the mirror plane of the NbAs2

crystals and forms identical angles θF and θD with the
local directions, τF and τD, of the two mirror-symmetric
nodal lines at the flat and dispersive parts, respectively,
where the Fermi level is crossed.

The relative magneto-reflectivity of NbAs2, RB/R0,
measured with B applied perpendicular to the (101),
(201), (201̄) and (001) crystallographic planes is plot-
ted in Fig. 2. Data measured on other facets are shown
in Supplementary Materials [33]. The observed response
contains a series of well-defined resonances with a weakly
sublinear dependence on B that can be directly associ-
ated with interband inter-Landau-level (inter-LL) exci-
tations. The observed response – in position, spacing
and relative/absolute intensity of inter-LL transitions –
strongly varies with the explored facet. Across the board,
this response includes two characteristic sets of interband
inter-LL excitations: (i) the upper set, with transitions
that always extrapolate to the energy of 2∆F in the zero-
field limit and are thus clearly associated with the flat
crossing of the nodal line and (ii) the lower set of transi-
tions that extrapolate, depending on the particular facet,

to the energy equal to or lower than 2∆D (see B = 0 ex-
trapolations using yellow dashed lines in Fig. 2).

This observation – an orientation-dependent gap – is
the main finding of this work and it ventures beyond
the common knowledge in LL spectroscopy of solids [42].
In conventional materials, the slope d(~ω)/dB, and the
spacing of inter-LL excitations may depend on the orien-
tation of the crystal with respect to the magnetic field,
as well as on the experimental configuration (e.g., Fara-
day versus Voigt). Nevertheless, the apparent band gap
obtained from the zero-field extrapolation of interband
inter-LL excitations is widely used as an unambiguous es-
timate of the separation between electronic bands. Quite
unexpectedly, such an apparently evident approach fails
in our case here.

III. THEORETICAL MODEL

To show that this orientation-dependent gap is a signa-
ture of the relativistic properties in the present material,
let us consider the following minimal Hamiltonian for a
dispersive nodal line:

Ĥ = (ε0+~w qline)1+

[
∆ ~v(qx − iqy)

~v(qx + iqy) −∆

]
, (3)

where the wave vector q = (qx, qy, qline) = k − kline is
defined with respect to any point kline on the nodal line.
The midgap energy is denoted as ε0 and the gap as 2∆.
The velocity parameter w describes the slope of the dis-
persing nodal line. In the plane (qx, qy) perpendicular to
the local direction τ , the Hamiltonian (3) becomes that
of a 2D massive Dirac electron, with the gap 2∆ and the
asymptotic velocity v. In contrast, when the band dis-
persion is cut in a plane that is not perpendicular to τ ,
the corresponding dispersion shows the tilt described by
(1) and schematically shown in Fig. 1a.

When a magnetic field is applied, making an angle θ
with the local direction τ , it is the conventional Lorentz
force and the particular profile of the dispersion which
govern the motion of electrons in the plane perpendicular
to B. Thus, for non-zero angles θ, we study the magneto-
optical response of electrons in tilted anisotropic conical
bands, for details see Supplementary Materials [33]. The
corresponding LL spectrum then gets the Lorentz-boost-
renormalized form of Eq. 2, amended by the dispersive
term ~wqB/ cos θ, where qB is the wave vector along the
applied magnetic field. The rapidity determining the
Lorentz factor is calculated as the ratio of the tilt and
asymptotic velocities, w sin θ and v cos θ, respectively, so
that β = (w/v) tan θ [33]. Hence, depending on the ori-
entation of the magnetic field with respect to the nodal
line, we expect a pseudo-relativistic decrease of the band
gap and the velocity parameter:

2∆→ 2∆eff =
2∆

γ
and v → veff =

v
√

cos θ

γ3/2
, (4)
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FIG. 2. Relative magneto-reflectivity
of NbAs2, RB/R0, in the magnetic
field applied along four different recip-
rocal space directions: (101), (201),
(201̄) and (001), which make angles
62◦, 51◦, -7◦ and 90◦ with the a crys-
tallographic axis, respectively. Hori-
zontal gray bars correspond to posi-
tions of the two steps in the onset
of interband excitations at 2∆D and
2∆F at B = 0, cf. Fig. 1d. The yel-
low values indicate the apparent band
gap, 2∆eff

D , deduced using a simple lin-
ear zero-field extrapolation of inter-LL
resonances belonging to the lower set
(yellow dashed lines).

in terms of the effective Lorentz factor:

γ =
1√

1− w2

v2 cos θ
. (5)

For angles exceeding the critical value of tan−1(v/w),
the quantization into LLs is expected to collapse in a
way analogous to overtilted 3D conical bands [19]. Com-
pared to 2D Dirac systems, Eq. (5) clearly shows that
the Lorentz factor γ is now tunable by the angle θ. This
allows us to continuously monitor, using the angle θ, the
band gap renormalization until the extinction of discrete
LLs (see Fig. 2).

IV. DATA ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION

To analyze our experimental data quantitatively in
view of the above theoretical picture, we focus on the
lowest observed line in both sets and assign it to the
inter-LL excitation 0 ↔ 1. Even though the pseudo-
relativistic renormalization may profoundly alter the se-
lection rules [17, 33], this transition is theoretically [33]
expected to remain strong for any β < 1 and its energy
reads:

~ω0↔1 = ∆eff +
√

(∆eff)2 + 2e~B(veff)2. (6)

This expression, as well as Eqs. (4) and (5) are valid for
both optically active parts of the nodal line. In the flat
part around kF

line, we have w = 0, i.e., γ = 1, so that one
does not expect any facet dependence of the associated

optical gap. In contrast, one expects a facet-dependent
pseudo-relativistic decrease of the optical gap associated
with the dispersive part around kD

line.

These expectations are indeed corroborated by our
magneto-optical measurements. In our data analysis, we
associate the maxima in RB/R0 spectra with positions
of inter-LL excitations, a solid assumption in the vicinity
of the plasma edge (cf. Fig. 1d and [33]). The effective
values of the band gap and velocity parameter derived
for all explored facets are presented in Figs. 3a-d. The
response of the flat part matches perfectly the expecta-
tions for a Landau-quantized 2D massive Dirac system.
The effective band gap 2∆eff

F = (113± 2) meV stays con-
stant within the experimental error (Fig. 3a). The vari-
ation of the effective velocity (Fig. 3b) with the facet

reflects the geometrical factor, veff
F = vF

√
cos θ, where

vF = (6.3 ± 0.3) × 105 m/s, due to mutual orientation
of B and τF . This allows us to deduce the local direc-
tion of the flat part. The best agreement has been found
for τF in the mirror a-c plane, (0 ± 2)◦, but inclined by
(−23 ± 2)◦ from the (a-b) plane, in perfect agreement
with conclusions reached by Shao et al. [21].

In contrast, the effective gap 2∆eff
D deduced for the dis-

persive part spreads over an interval greater than 10 meV
(Fig. 3c). To compare this behaviour with our Lorentz-
boost-induced gap renormalization (4), we have mini-
mized the difference between the theoretical expections
and experimental values of the effective gap and veloc-
ity, deduced for all facets, by varying parameters ∆D,
vD, w as well as the local direction τD. A very good
agreement was obtained (dashed lines in Figs. 3c,d) for
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FIG. 3. Effective band gap and velocity parameter obtained by a fit of the massive-Dirac model to the lowest inter-LL transition
in sets belonging to the flat and dispersive crossings with the Fermi energy: (a),(b) and (c),(d), respectively. (e) Absolute
values of matrix elements (the darker color, the stronger the transition) for electric-dipole inter-LL interband excitations (for
LLs n = 0 . . . 6 in both conduction and valence bands) calculated for 2∆D = 89 meV, vD = 5.3× 105 m/s, w = 1.5× 105 m/s
and for two different angles θD = 61◦ and 28◦ between τD and B. These two angles correspond to the configuration with B
perpendicular to the crystalographic planes (101) and (201̄), respectively, for which the experimental RB/R0 traces are plotted
in (f) in a form of false-color plots. The dotted lines show selected inter-LL excitations from the dispersive part of the nodal line,
assumed to be electric-dipole active based on the matrix elements presented in (e). We use the same color-framing/coding in
(e) and (f) to facilitate the identification of individual transitions. For instance, the lowest (red-dotted) line in (f) corresponds
to the 0 ↔ 1 transitions. The gray dashed lines show the expected transitions in the flat part (selection rules n → n ± 1, for
vF = 6.3× 105 m/s and ∆F = 113 meV).

the following parameters: vD = (5.3 ± 0.5) × 105 m/s,
w = (1.5 ± 0.5) × 105 m/s, 2∆D = (89 ± 2) meV, and
the local direction τD that deviates by (25 ± 10)◦ from
the mirror (a-c) plane and by (−5 ± 2)◦ from the a-b
plane. These parameters agree well with the previous es-
timates given by Shao et al. [21]. Slightly larger values
were found for w and the angle of τD with respect to the
a-c plane. Importantly, the angle θD reaches large values
for certain explored facets, thus implying a rapidity that
exceeds unity. In such cases, the lower set of inter-LL ex-

citations disappears entirely from the magneto-optical re-
sponse, suggesting the complete collapse of the LL spec-
trum. This happens for the data collected on the (001)-
oriented facet (θD ≈ 85◦) presented in Fig. 2d, and also
the (203̄)-oriented facet (θD ≈ 64◦), see Supplementary
Materials [33].

In addition to the Lorentz-boost renormalization of the
spectrum, our model for the dispersive nodal line implies
a departure from the conventional electric-dipole selec-
tion rules, n → n ± 1, which are generally valid for
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all isotropic systems [42]. To illustrate this, we have
numerically evaluated the matrix elements for electric-
dipole interband excitations between different pairs of
LLs (n = 0 . . . 6) and visualized them graphically in
Fig. 3e. We have chosen two particular angles, θD = 61◦

and 28◦, which correspond to the magnetic field ori-
ented perpendicular to the (101) and (201̄) planes, re-
spectively. For small angles θD, the magneto-optical re-
sponse is dominated by n → n± 1 transitions, although
other excitations emerge as well (e.g., n→ n±2). In con-
trast, for larger angles θD, one finds a plethora of optical
transitions. The dominant ones follow the rule-of-thumb
selection rules n→ αn and n→ n/α, where α is an inte-
ger (α = 4− 6 in the left panel of Fig. 3e), in agreement
with preceding works on tilted 3D cones [17, 19]. This
result may be viewed in a broader context of materials
which do not have a full rotational symmetry along the
direction of the applied magnetic field and in which inter-
LL excitations beyond the basic selection rules n→ n±1
become electric-dipole active [43, 44].

As seen in Fig. 3e, the lowest energy transitions 1↔ 0
stay strong as long as β < 1 and were used to deduce
the effective parameters 2∆eff

D and veff
D . These param-

eters may now, in turn, be used to identify excitations
between LLs with higher indices and thus get experi-
mental insights into the selection rules. To this end,
we compare in Fig. 3f the experimental data collected
with B perpendicular to the (101) and (201̄) crystallo-
graphic planes, with the expected positions of selected
interband inter-LL excitations (dotted lines) calculated
using the corresponding effective gap and velocity pa-
rameters. To facilitate the comparison, we use the color-
framing/coding introduced in Fig. 3e. In line with our
expectations, we identify n→ n± 1 and n→ n± 2 exci-
tations in the response on the (201̄)-oriented facet which
implies a relatively small angle θD (Fig. 3f right). In
contrast, when the magnetic field is applied perpendic-
ularly to the (101) crystallographic plane (Fig. 3f left),
we identify transitions with a greater change of the LL
index, such as 1→ 4 or 1→ 3, and no line following the
standard n → n ± 1 selection rule is found, except for
the lowest one, 0 ↔ 1. In both cases, the gray dashed
lines show the expected response of the flat part of the
nodal line that follow the standard n → n ± 1 selection
rules and no additional excitations emerge, unlike in the
dispersive part.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have found that the optical band gap of the nodal-
line semimetal NbAs2 measured via magneto-optical
spectroscopy depends on the facet explored in the ex-
periment. This observation is understood as a conse-
quence of the pseudo-relativistic renormalization of the
band gap within a Lorentz boost determined by the slope
of the dispersive nodal line. The slope defines, together
with the direction of the applied magnetic field, the tilt
of the conical dispersion of a massive 2D Dirac electron
in the plane perpendicular to the applied magnetic field.
Our findings show that the emergent relativistic descrip-
tion of topological quantum materials in terms of Dirac
Hamiltonians, or its variants, as well as the use of Lorentz
transformations can be pushed surprisingly far. The ob-
served Lorentz-boost-driven renormalization can be also
viewed as an analogue of the well-known Franz-Keldysh
effect in the magnetic field [23, 45], nevertheless, in our
case, with no real electric field applied.
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I. SAMPLE GROWTH AND X-RAY CHARACTERIZATION

NbAs2 single crystals explored in this work were grown using a chemical vapor transport method. The as-grown
crystals usually have a several facets with different crystalographic orientations with shiny surfaces suitable for infrared
reflectivity experiments. In total, four NbAs2 single crystal samples (No. 1 . . . 4) were used to collect the magneto-
optical data presented in this work and characterized using standard x-ray technique. To this end, Bragg-Brentano
diffractometer equipped with Cu x-ray tube, channel-cut germanium monochromator and scintillation detector were
employed. The x-ray diffraction patterns of each explored sample and facet are presented in Fig. S1. For the purpose
of optical experiments on the (001) facet at B = 0, the orientation a and b crystallographic axes was determined using
pole diagrams. The magneto-reflectivity data with B oriented perpendicular to the (101) and (607) crystallographic
planes were collected using the nearby (403) facet on Sample 1 rotated respectively by 5 and 7◦ in the (a-c) plane.

∗ milan.orlita@lncmi.cnrs.fr
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FIG. S1. Normalized diffraction patterns of all facets studied in our magneto-optical experiments. The (001)-oriented facet of
Sample 1 was also used for reflectance measurements at B = 0.

II. OPTICAL RESPONSE OF NBAS2 AT B = 0

To characterize the optical response of NbAs2 at B = 0, infrared reflectivity was measured on the (001)-oriented
facet using radiation polarized linearly along the a and b crystallographic axes. To this end, the Vertex 70v FTIR
spectrometer was used, equipped with custom-built in situ gold evaporation. At high photon energies, the phase was
fixed by ellipsometry. Then, the standard Kramers-Kronig analysis was employed to obtain the frequency-dependent
complex optical conductivity. The measured reflectivity and the deduced optical conductivity are presented in Fig. 1d
in the main part of the manuscript and in Figs. S3a,c,e.

To describe the optical response of NbAs2 at B = 0 theoretically, we use the simple model for electronic states in
a nodal-line semimetal proposed in the main text. The proposed Hamiltonian, now with both line index ξ = ±1 and
spin included, reads:

Ĥ = (ε0 + ~wqline)1 + ~v(ξqxσx + qyσy) + ξ∆σzτz, (S1)

where σi (i = x, y, z) and τz are standard Pauli matrices for orbital and spin degrees of freedom, respectively. This
Hamiltonian describes electronic states in the vicinity of any point at the nodal line, k = kline+q. The used orthogonal
coordinate system, q = (qx, qy, qline ≡ qz), has the third component always aligned with the local direction of the
nodal line τ (see Fig. S2) which is roughly parallel with the a crystallographic axis [1]. The other nodal line is located
symmetrically in momentum space with respect to the Γ-Y-Z mirror plane. Similar to the local direction τ , the
Hamiltonian parameters ε0, v, ∆ and w also vary, smoothly and weakly along the nodal line, and therefore, can be
viewed as a function of qline.

To simplify the problem at hand, we have divided the nodal line zone into four segments I, II, III and IV, which
approximately describe its propagation through a half of the Brillouin zone. The locations of these segments, as well
as their conduction/valence band energies (at kline), are shown in Figs. S3b,d,f. The suggested profile of the nodal
lines approach the results of DFT simulations and overall conclusions presented by Shao et al.[1]. In each segment,
the nodal line is reduced down to a straight line in momentum space – having the length of ki – and characterized
by a set of corresponding parameters: εi0, vi, ∆i and wi, where i = I, II, III and IV, and two angles θia and θib which
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FIG. S2. The position of two nodal lines in NbAs2 with respect to the real space crystal axes a, b, c and the corresponding
reciprocal space axes ka, kb, kc. The local axes along the nodal line: qline is parallel to the nodal line and qx,y is always
orthogonal to it.

encodes the local direction of the given segment τ i with respect to a and b crystallographic axes, cf. Figs. S3d,f.
Within each segment, these parameters are supposed to be constant except ∆III which we consider to vary linearly
with qline to ensure the continuity of the nodal line in energy.

With such simplifications, the diagonal component of optical conductivity is obtained by integration along the
chosen segment i, using the local basis of the Hamiltonian:

<
[
σixx(ω)

]
=
Ne2

8h

∫
dqline

(
1 +

4(∆i)2

(~ω)2

)
[f(εi0 + ~wiqline − ~ω/2)− f(εi0 + ~wiqline + ~ω/2)]Θ(~ω − 2∆i) (S2)

and, by the isotropy of the model, σixx(ω) = σiyy(ω). The other diagonal component reads:

<
[
σizz(ω)

]
=

Ne2

4h(vi)2

∫
dqline

(
∂∆i

∂qline

)2
[

1−
(

∆i

~ω

)2
]

[f(εi0 + ~wiqline − ~ω/2)− f(εi0 + ~wiqline + ~ω/2)]Θ(~ω − 2∆i). (S3)

In the equations above, N = 2 is the number of the nodal lines in the Brillouin zone (double degeneracy due to
spin already included), f is the Fermi-Dirac distribution and Θ is the Heaviside function. The main contribution to
the optical conductivity comes from Eq. (S2). Eq. (S3) leads to a non-zero contribution to optical conductivity only
when the gap parameter changes with qline. Such a possibility is not explicitly included in the Hamiltonian (S1),
nevertheless, as mentioned above, it is relevant in our approximation for the segment III (see Fig. S3b). Anyway, in
practice, the contribution from (S3) is negligible due to the small ratio between ~−1∂qline∆

i and vi.
In our reflectivity measurements atB = 0 (Fig. 1d top in the main text), the incident radiation was polarized linearly

along the a or b axes. So, to calculate the experimentally probed optical conductivities < [σaa(ω)] and < [σbb(ω)], one
has to make a corresponding projection for each segment (i =I, II, III and IV) and sum their contributions:

< [σaa(ω)] =
∑

i

(
cos2 θia<

[
σizz(ω)

]
+ sin2 θia<

[
σixx(ω)

])
(S4)

< [σbb(ω)] =
∑

i

(
cos2 θib<

[
σizz(ω)

]
+ sin2 θib<

[
σixx(ω)

])
. (S5)

Even though we use a relatively crude approximation for the profile of the nodal lines, there still remains a number
of free parameters to be tuned/set. For each segment, we have its length ki in momentum space, four Hamiltonian
parameters vi, ∆i, wi and εi0, two angles θa and θb. The Fermi energy is an additional parameter common to all
segments. To reduce this number, let us consider the following points: (i) When the anisotropy of the dispersion
perpendicular to the nodal line is neglected (i.e., vix = viy), the main contribution to optical conductivity (S2) becomes

independent of the velocity parameter vi. (ii) For the parameters ∆i and wi as well as the corresponding angles, θia
and θib, for i =II and IV, we have solid estimates coming from the analysis of the magneto-optical response, due to
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FIG. S3. Parts (a),(c) and (e): Real part of optical conductivity (solid lines) deduced via Kramers-Kronig analysis of the NbAs2

reflectivity response measured on the (001)-oriented facet at T = 10 K using radiation polarized linearly along the a and b
crystallographic axes. The dashed and dotted lines lines show results of theoretical modelling described in the text. Parts (b),
(d) and (f): Energy (at kline) and momentum profiles of the nodal lines considered in the simplified (segment-based) model for
optical conductivity of NbAs2 at B = 0.

the dispersive and flat parts of the nodal line, respectively: e.g., ∆II = ∆D, ∆IV = ∆F , wII = w, wIV = 0. (iii)
Additional constraints on wi, ∆i, εi0 and ki, appear because the nodal lines are continuous in momentum as well as
in energy. For instance, the size of the Brillouin zone approximately fixes the sum of segments lengths and the gap
parameter ∆III has to evolve smoothly from ∆II = ∆F to ∆IV = ∆D. In the latter case, we choose the simplest linear
in qline approximation. (iv) The expected profile of the nodal line [1] allows us to neglect – due to Pauli occupation
effect – the contribution of interband excitations coming from the segment I. This is because we are only interested
in the optical response at relatively low photon energies (below ~ω ≈ 400 meV, see Fig. S3a).

Using the constraints (i) to (iv), the number of freely tunable parameters is strongly reduced, basically down to
the segments’ lengths. The theoretically calculated conductivity approaches fairly well the experimentally measured
curves, see Fig. S3a. The contributions of individual segments are shown using dotted lines and the corresponding
color coding in Figs. S3c,e. Notably, the agreement could be further improved by considering velocity anisotropy
(vix 6= viy) which alters the relative strength of individual segments. Such an approach has been successfully used by
Shao et al. [1], nevertheless, we prefer not introducing (three) additional tuning parameters which cannot be directly
determined from our magneto-optical experiments.

The obtained values of the used tuning parameters – the lengths of the segments ki and the angles θIII
a and θIII

b
– are visualized graphically in Figs. S3d,f in which the nodal line location was projected to the (a-c) and (b-c)
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crystallographic planes, respectively. Let us remind that the vectors kb and kb × kc lies in the a-b plane while the
vectors kc, ka as well as kb × kc lie in the a-c crystallographic plane, see Fig. S2.

III. NODAL LINES IN MAGNETIC FIELD

To model a nodal line subjected to an externally applied magnetic field, we use the (zero-field) Hamiltonian
introduced, together with all its parameters, in the main text:

Ĥ = (ε0 + ~wqline)1 +

[
∆ ~v(qx − iqy)

~v(qx + iqy) −∆

]
, (S6)

where we consider only one spin sector (spin up) of one of the two nodal lines (ξ = +1) [cf. Eq. (S1)]. The calculations
for spin down or the other nodal line follow exactly the same procedure as we are about to show below.

A. Landau levels

The Hamiltonian (S6) is isotropic in the x-y plane, hence, we may set, with no loss of generality, that B =
B(cos θeline + sin θex) = BeB for 0 < θ < π/2 and define a new orthogonal basis with the third component aligned
with the magnetic field:

{ex′ , ey′ , ez′ ≡ eB} = {cos θex − sin θeline,−ey, cos θeline + sin θex}. (S7)

When this new basis is used, the Hamiltonian reads:

H = ~w (qB cos θ − qx′ sin θ) + ~v (qx′ cos θ + qB sin θ)σx − ~vqy′σy + ∆σz, (S8)

and our goal is to find the spectrum in the presence of a magnetic field.
Let us first illustrate the relativistic properties embedded in the above Hamiltonian, which will inspire the solution

of the problem. When the dispersion along the direction of the magnetic field is neglected (qB = 0), the Hamiltonian
becomes that of a tilted 2D massive Dirac electron

H = ~wqx′ sin θ + ~vqx′ cos θσx − ~vqy′σy + ∆σz, (S9)

where the tilt velocity along the x′ direction is w sin θ and the Fermi velocity along the x′ and y′ directions are v cos θ
and −v, respectively. However, this Hamiltonian is not that for the Lorentz-invariant Dirac equation but a variant
of it due to the tilt term. The relativistic properties are revealed once the magnetic field is introduced using the
standard Landau gauge, A = −By′ex′ , so that

H − ~wqx′ sin θ = −~w sin θeBy′ + ~v cos θ(qx′ − eBy′)σx − ~vqy′σy + ∆σz, (S10)

where one can identify an effective electric field Bw sin θ in the y′ direction. Most importantly, the right hand side is
now that of the standard Lorentz invariant Dirac equation except the anisotropy of the speed of light in the x′ and y′

directions. Therefore, one encounters now the problem of a relativistic 2D massive Dirac electron in the presence of
an electric field of Bw sin θ in the y′ direction and a magnetic field of B in the z′ direction, thus moving with a drift
velocity of w sin θ in the x′ direction assuming a small drift velocity. Remark that the speed of light in the x′ direction
is replaced by v cos θ, so the rapidity is defined as β = w tan θ/v. It is well-known in the theory of special relativity
that one can always shut down the electric field in the co-moving frame of an electron subjected to a crossed electric
and magnetic field if the drift velocity is smaller than the speed of light, i.e, β < 1 [2, 3]. Working in the co-moving
frame, with the drift velocity, and using a Lorentz boost, the problem is thus simplified to that of an electron subjected
only to magnetic field, i.e., the usual Landau quantization problem. Once one finds the Landau levels (LL) in the
co-moving frame, the spectrum in the lab frame, i.e., the original frame of reference, follows immediately by doing
the inverse Lorentz boost from the co-moving frame back to the lab frame. Technically, this can be conveniently
accomplished using hyperbolic transformation, which is the 2D representation of Lorentz boost in the Lorentz group.
In our case, the hyperbolic transformation of the aforementioned Lorentz boost reads M = exp(φσx/2), with the
rapidity β = tanhφ = ω tan θ/v.

Now we are ready to solve the problem described the Hamiltonian below

H = ~w [qB cos θ − (qx′ − eBy′) sin θ] + ~v [(qx′ − eBy′) cos θ + qB sin θ]σx

− ~vqy′σy + ∆σz, (S11)
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FIG. S4. Relative strength of inter-band transitions between different pairs of Landau levels (for n = 0 . . . 6) plotted for angles
θD = 0, 20, 40, 60◦, and parameters (w, vD and ∆D) deduced experimentally for the dispersive part of the nodal line in NbAs2.
For θD = 0◦, we obtain standard selection rules n→ n± 1 for electric-dipole transitions, typical of all isotropic systems. With
increasing θD, gradually, additional transitions become allowed (n → n ± 2,±3 . . .). For large angles θD, but still for β < 1,
one finds a plethora of optically active transitions. The dominant ones follow the rule-of-thumb selection rules n → αn and
n→ n/α, where α is an integer (α = 2− 4 for θD = 60◦).

where the magnetic field is already incorporated by the above Landau gauge. Using the same hyperbolic transforma-
tion, M = exp(φσx/2), with the rapidity β = tanhφ = w tan θ/v, we obtain the Hamiltonian

HT = MHM

= ~
wv

v∗
qB + ~

w2 + v2

v∗
qB sin θ cos θσx + ~v∗(qx′ − eBy′)σx − ~vqy′σy + ∆σz (S12)

where the velocity v∗ is defined as

v∗2 = v2 cos2 θ − w2 sin2 θ with γ =
1√

1− β2
= coshφ =

v cos θ

v∗
(S13)

where γ > 1 is the relativistic Lorentz factor.
Note that HT does not have the same spectrum as H for the reason that we are now working in the co-moving frame.

In the basis of |ψT 〉 = γ−1/2M−1|ψ〉 given the eigenstate |ψ〉 of H, one can construct from HT another Hamiltonian
HE = (HT − E sinhφσx)/ coshφ with the same spectrum as H

HE =
~wqB
cos θ

+
1

γ

[
∆ ~

√
2vv∗
`B

a†E
~
√

2vv∗
`B

aE −∆

]
(S14)

where `B =
√
~/(eB) is the magnetic length and a pair of energy-dependent ladder operators is defined as:

aE = − 1√
2vv∗

(
v∗

`B
(y′ − 〈y′〉E) + i`Bvqy′

)

a†E = − 1√
2vv∗

(
v∗

`B
(y′ − 〈y′〉E)− i`Bvqy′

)

〈y′〉E =
`2B
v∗

(
v∗qx′ + qB

w2 + v2

v∗
sin θ cos θ − Ew sin θ

~v∗

)
(S15)

with [aE , a
†
E ] = 1. The subscript E indicates the dependence on energy E. In particular, the center of cyclotron 〈y′〉E

shifts with energy.
Since the energy-dependent term in HE is absorbed in the definition of the ladder operators, the energy spectrum

is self-consistently found in the eigenstates of energy Eλn in the form

|ψT,n,λ〉 =

(
cos ζn,λ|n,Eλn〉

sin ζn,λ|n− 1, Eλn〉

)
(S16)
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FIG. S5. Parts (a-f): Relative magneto-reflectivity of NbAs2, RB/R0, in the magnetic field applied perpendicular to six
different crystallographic planes: (401̄), (100), (101̄), (403), (607) and (203̄), which make angles 12, 29, 39, 58, 65 and 56◦ with
the a crystallographic axis, respectively. Horizontal gray bars correspond to positions of two steps in the onset of interband
excitations at 2∆D and 2∆F at B = 0, cf. Fig. 1d in the main text or Fig. S3. The yellow values indicate the apparent band
gap, 2∆eff

D , deduced using a linear zero-field extrapolation of inter-LL resonance belonging to the lower set (yellow dashed lines).
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where ζn,λ is an angle depending on n and the sign of energy λ = ±, |n′, Eλn〉 is the wave function of the one-
dimensional quantum harmonic oscillator defined by the previous ladder operators. Given the Landau level index n,
n′ = n or n− 1.

Finally, we obtain the LL spectrum:

E±n = ~w qB/ cos θ ±
√

(∆/γ)2 + 2n~eBv2 cos θ/γ3 for n > 0

E0 = ~w qB/ cos θ +
∆

γ
for n = 0, (S17)

which has the form typical of massive Dirac electrons, nevertheless, with the gap and velocity renormalized by the
pseudo-relativistic Lorentz factor: 2∆→ 2∆/γ and v2 → v2/γ3. Importantly, for the other line index ξ = −1 or the
spin down we obtain an analogous LL spectrum replacing ∆ by −∆.

It is worth noting that the discussed Lorentz-boost-driven renormalization of the apparent band gap may, to certain
extent, resemble the well-known Franz-Keldysh effect [4, 5] which finds its practical use in electro-optical modulation,
see e.g. Ref. [6]. Even a closer analogy appears when the Franz-Keldysh effect is explored in crossed electric and
magnetic fields [7]. Nevertheless, in our case, there is no real electric field applied to the explored system. It only
appears in an effective way, in the pseudo-relativistic Dirac-type Hamiltonian, being proportional to the magnetic-field
component perpendicular to τD.

B. Velocity operators

To study the magneto-optical properties of NbAs2 theoretically, one has to evaluate the matrix element of the
corresponding velocity operators: 〈ψn|v̂k|ψm〉. In this case, it is more practical to work with the basis |ψT,n〉 already
in hands by remarking that

〈ψn|∇kH|ψn′〉 = γ〈ψT,n|∇kHT |ψT,n′〉 (S18)

thanks to the fact that M is k-independent. So, in the basis |ψT 〉, the velocity operators for HT are

v̂T,x = v∗σx (S19)

v̂T,y = −vσy (S20)

v̂T,z =
wv

v∗
+
w2 + v2

v∗
sin θ cos θ (S21)

where one notices an emergent anisotropy of the velocity parameter induced by the applied magnetic field.

C. Selection rules

With the velocity operators, one can a priori derive the selection rules for electric-dipole inter-LL transitions which
are active in the Faraday configuration (the configuration with the wave vector of light parallel to B). We proceed in a
way analogous Landau-quantized tilted 3D cones [3]. When calculating the matrix elements such as 〈ψT,n|v̂T,x|ψT,m〉,
one has to deal with terms such as 〈n′, En|m′, Em〉 which are no longer 0 or 1. This is due to the mismatch of their
energy-dependent orbital center [see Eq. (S15)]. Therefore, we do not obtain, in general, the selection rules, n→ n±1,
typical of isotropic solids [8]. Instead, all direct transitions become in principle possible, as long as the occupation of
states (Pauli principle) allows. The transitions stemming from the selection rule other than n→ n± 1 proliferates in
the optical conductivity. By the sum rule, this would dilute the prominent Landau fan which reflects the n→ n± 1
rule. Therefore, the usual clear-cut Landau fan is blurred.

To illustrate the evolution of electric-dipole selection rules with the angle θD between the magnetic field and the
local nodal-line direction of the dispersive part τ , we proceed in the way analogous to [3] and [9]. In Fig. S4, we plot
normalized squares of matrix elements, such as |〈ψT,n|v̂T,x/v∗|ψT,m〉|2, for different interband inter-LL excitations
(for indices n = 0 . . . 6) and parameters deduced for the dispersive part of the nodal line in NbAs2. As expected,
one obtains the standard selection rules in isotropic systems for θD = 0◦: n → n ± 1. This is because the energy-
dependence in the cyclotron center is canceled by sin θ [see in Eq. (S15)]. With increasing θD, additional inter-LL
excitations emerge and their relative strength gradually increases. At relatively large angles θD, the selection rules
differ significantly and transitions, n → n ± 1, originally dominating the response, effectively disappear, except the
transition 0→ 1 that stays well-defined and relatively strong (as long as β < 1).
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IV. INFRARED MAGNETO-REFLECTIVITY TECHNIQUE AND COMPLEMENTARY
MAGNETO-OPTICAL DATA

The magneto-reflectivity of NbAs2 was explored in the Faraday configuration, with B applied perpendicular to the
chosen crystallographic plane. During experiments, a macroscopic area of the sample (typically a few mm2), placed in
a superconducting coil and kept at T = 4.2 K in the helium exchange gas, was exposed to radiation of a globar, which
was analyzed by the Vertex 80v Fourier-transform spectrometer and delivered to the sample via light-pipe optics.
The reflected light was detected by a liquid-helium-cooled bolometer placed outside the magnet. The reflectivity RB
recorded at a given magnetic field B was normalized by RB=0. To facilitate the data analysis, we assumed that the
maxima in relative magneto-reflectivity, RB/R0, directly correspond to the positions of inter-LL resonances. This is
justified when the imaginary part of the dielectric function exceeds the absolute value of the real part – a condition
fulfilled at photon energies around and slightly above the plasma edge (Fig. 1d). A more detailed analysis indicates
that, in this way, we slightly overestimate/underestimate the positions of resonances at lower/higher part of the
explored range.

In total, we have explored the magneto-optical response of NbAs2 with B applied perpendicular to ten different
crystallographic planes. The results for (101), (201), (201̄) and (001) planes are presented in the main part of the
manuscript (Fig. 2), the rest of our data has been plotted, again in a form of false-color plots of relative magneto-
reflectivity, RB/R0, in Fig. S5. Notably, the explored NbAs2 monocrystals did not have sufficiently large (101) and
(607) facets that would allow us to collect magneto-optical data with a sufficiently high quality. Therefore, we used
a larger-in-size (403) facet on Sample 1 rotated respectively by 5◦ and 7◦.

To analyze the magneto-reflectivity data quantitatively, we used the procedure described in the main text. We
have focused on the lowest observed line in both sets and assign it to the inter-LL excitation 0↔ 1 and extracted the
effective value of the gap 2∆eff and velocity veff using the formula:

~ω0↔1 = ∆eff +
√

(∆eff)2 + 2e~B(veff)2. (S22)

The extracted values of 2∆eff and velocity veff were then plotted for flat and dispersive parts/crossings in Figs. 3a,b
and c,d, respectively, in the main part of the manuscript. Notably, for certain facets, inter-LL transitions belonging
only to one of two sets are observed. For the upper set, originating in the flat part of the nodal line, this happens
for angles θF approaching π/2 and nearly vanishing perpendicular field component B cos θF . This is the case, for
instance of the (607) crystallographic plane (Fig. S5e) with θF ≈ 90◦. In contrast, the lower set of inter-LL excitations
– stemming from the dispersive part of the nodal line – vanishes at significantly lower angles θD, due to Lorentz-boost-
driven collapse of the LL spectrum. For instance, the lower set of excitations of completely missing in the response
measured with B applied perpendicular to the (203̄) plane, see Fig. S5f, for which θD ≈ 64◦.

V. MAGNETO-TRANSPORT EXPERIMENTS

Magneto-transport experiments provided us with another, complementary characterization of the explored NbAs2

crystals. To this end, we have chosen a monocrystal from the same batch as Sample 1. The electrical contacts
were deposited using silver paint in the corners of the (001)-oriented facet of a rectangular shape. The current
was always applied along b axis of the sample and the longitudinal magneto-resistance Rxx measured at selected
(low) temperatures. Two sets of experiments were performed, with the magnetic field applied perpendicular to the
a-b plane and along the a axis, see Figs. S6a and b, respectively. In both cases, a pronounced magneto-resistance
Rxx(B) was observed [10]. Shubnikov-de Haas oscillations became visible in the background removed data ∆Rxx. The
corresponding fast Fourier-transform applied to ∆Rxx(1/B) implies several characteristic oscillation frequencies and
harmonics, see Figs. S6c and d. While the frequency Fa ≈ 300 T seems to be rather independent of the magnetic field
direction, other frequencies, Fb and Fc, indicate a large degree of anisotropy and correspondingly non-spherical Fermi
surfaces. The damping of oscillations with temperature has been used to get estimates of the effective (cyclotron)
masses m∗. The damping of the most prominent frequencies, i.e., Fa = 276 T and Fc = 120 T for the magnetic
field applied perpendicular to the (001) plane and Fa = 280 T with B parallel to the a axis, was analyzed using
Lifshitz-Kosevich formula:

∆0/∆(T0) =
αTm∗/B̄

sinh(αTm∗/B̄)
, (S23)

where B̄ stands for the mean magnetic field, T0 is the lowest measured temperature and α = 2π2kBm0/(e~) = 14.69
T/K. The fitted effective masses are similar for all three frequencies m∗ = (0.25 ± 0.05)m0 where m0 is the bare
electron mass. This result is in agreement with values reported in the literature [10–13].
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FIG. S6. Parts (a) and (b): Longitudinal magneto-resistance, Rxx and ∆Rxx(B), measured at indicated temperatures. The
corresponding Fourier-transform applied ∆Rxx(1/B) are plotted in parts (c) and (d): together with insets showing the directions
of the magnetic field and current. Parts (e) and (f): Sh-dH oscillation frequencies measured at T = 1.5 K as a function of the
angle θ between the magnetic field and the b and a axes, respectively, see insets.

To explore this (an)isotropy in greater detail, we followed the longitudinal magneto-resistance of NbAs2 as a
function of the magnetic-field direction with respect to the crystal, while keeping the current flowing along the b axis.
In Figs. S6e,f, the magnetic field was applied perpendicular to the a and b axes and the sample rotated around the a
and b crystallographic axes, respectively. In the latter case, the frequencies Fb and Fc exhibit a fairly pronounced angle
dependence, with the maximum appearing roughly at θB,a ≈ 90◦ (i.e., B ⊥ a) and with the maximum-to-minimum
ratio reaching nearly 10. This indicates strongly elongated, cigar-like, Fermi surfaces oriented approximately along
the a axis. In contrast, the frequencies Fb and Fc remain nearly constant when rotating the sample around the a axis.
Such behavior agrees with conclusions of the preceding magneto-transport studies [10–13], and importantly, also with
the presence of the nodal lines propagating roughly parallel to the a crystallographic axis.
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