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Nonlinear Hall effect driven by spin-charge-coupled motive force
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Parity-time-reversal symmetric (P7-symmetric) magnets have garnered much attention due to
their spin-charge coupled dynamics enriched by the parity-symmetry breaking. By real-time simu-
lations, we study how localized spin dynamics can affect the nonlinear Hall effect in P7T-symmetric
magnets. To identify the leading-order term, we derive analytical expressions for the second-order
optical response and classify the contributions by considering their transformation properties under
PT symmetry. Notably, our results reveal that the sizable contribution is attributed to the mixed
dipole effect, which is analogous to the Berry curvature dipole term.

I. INTRODUCTION

The nonlinear Hall effect (NHE) is a nonlinear trans-
verse current response induced by an electric field [1].
Several mechanisms underlying the NHE have been pro-
posed, exhibiting distinct behaviors depending on system
parameters, particularly the relaxation time. In time-
reversal symmetric (7-symmetric) systems, the Berry
curvature dipole term is well known to play a crucial
role, which scales linearly with the relaxation time [2, 3].
The Berry curvature dipole reflects the intrinsic proper-
ties of the electronic band structure. In fact, the topol-
ogy of the electronic structure of nonmagnetic systems
has been explored by measuring the nonlinear Hall con-
ductivity experimentally [4-7]. In addition to the Berry
curvature dipole term, impurity effects also play a sig-
nificant role in the NHE [8-10]. On the other hand, in
T-breaking systems, the NHE can arise from the Drude
term, which scales quadratically with the relaxation time
[11-15]. Another contribution is the positional shift ef-
fect, which is independent of the relaxation time and can
dominate in dirty systems where the electron relaxation
time is short [12, 14, 16-20]. The NHE associated with
this term has also been experimentally observed [21, 22].
In these studies, the mechanisms of the NHE are pri-
marily limited to the effects of an electric field on the
electronic system.

In recent years, the nonlinear response generated by
the dynamics of order parameters has garnered signifi-
cant attention. The photocurrents arising from collective
excitations have been theoretically investigated through
perturbative analysis [23-26]. Several studies have also
examined the optical responses originating from the cou-
pled dynamics of the charge and order parameter by us-
ing real-time simulations for excitonic insulators [27, 28]
and magnetic insulators [29, 30]. Moreover, photocur-
rent responses driven by order parameter dynamics have
been experimentally observed in ferroelectric materials
[31], excitonic insulators [32, 33], and magnetic insula-
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tors [34]. The dynamics of order parameters enriches the
nonlinear optical response, offering new insights into the
mechanism underlying the NHE.

In this paper, we study the effect of localized spin dy-
namics on the NHE in P7T-symmetric collinear antifer-
romagnetic metals. This phenomenon is particularly in-
triguing due to recent developments in antiferromagnetic
spintronics [35-37]. In parity-breaking antiferromagnets,
the Néel vector can be manipulated by an electric field
or current via the Edelstein effect [38-41]. Experimen-
tally, electrical control of antiferromagnetic domains has
been demonstrated in PT-symmetric collinear antiferro-
magnetic metals such as CuMnAs [42, 43] and MnyAu
[44]. Since the Edelstein effect can arise from the Fermi
surface effect, spin-charge coupled dynamics can be in-
duced by an external electric field in these magnets, par-
ticularly at low frequencies. Given these considerations,
collinear antiferromagnetic metals represent a promising
platform for uncovering new mechanisms underlying the
NHE driven by localized spin dynamics.

To clarify the role of the Edelstein effect in the NHE,
we adopt a simple model representing a two-sublattice
collinear antiferromagnet. We explore the impact of the
localized spin dynamics on the NHE by calculating the
time evolution of the charge and spin degrees of free-
dom simultaneously. We employ the real-time simulation
scheme for spin-charge coupled systems developed in the
previous works [29, 30, 45, 46]. This approach allows
us to examine the effects of localized spin dynamics on
current responses, providing a clear understanding of the
NHE from the perspective of spin dynamics.

Using symmetry analysis, we identify an optically ac-
tive mode in the localized spin system and investigate its
role in both the linear response function and the NHE.
In the NHE spectrum, we observe an enhancement of the
peak in the low-frequency regime and the emergence of a
new resonant peak associated with collective spin excita-
tions. To further elucidate the mechanism of the NHE;,
we analytically decompose the NHE into several compo-
nents. Through symmetry analysis and this decomposi-
tion, we identify a significant contribution, which we call
the mixed dipole term analogous to the Berry curvature
dipole term.
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic representation of the band structure
€(k) colored by the distribution of Im[¢*, By,]. The dipolar
distribution of Im[€¥, By, ] along the k. direction indicates the
mixed dipole D};””. (b) Illustration of the nonlinear Hall
effect induced by localized spin dynamics. The blue and cyan
arrows represent localized spins perturbed by the irradiating
light (yellow curve), while the red arrow indicates the electric
current J. When D" # 0, the nonlinear Hall effect emerges

from localized spin dynamics through the mixed dipole D!**.

The Berry curvature dipole term is described as
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where w denotes the frequency of the external light field,
&ap is the Berry connection, d, represents the partial
derivative with respect to the v-axis in k-space, and

fa denotes the Fermi-Dirac distribution for the eigenen-
JTHZ2N

ergy €q labeled by k and band index a. Here, opcp
(Uggg;c) is induced by linearly (circularly) polarized

light. This term is characterized by the Berry curvature
dipole expressed as
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where Q4" = —2%,, Im[¢/; ¢} ] is the Berry curvature

for the band a. The Berry curvature dipole represents
the dipole moment of the Berry curvature in momentum
space and determines the amplitude of the NHE.

On the other hand, the mixed dipole term is expressed
as

> O Im[EfBylfa. (4)
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Here, J represents the exchange coupling between the
spin moment of the itinerant electrons and the localized
spin moment, and By is the spin operator. This term is
obtained by replacing the Berry connection &, with the
spin operator By, in the Berry curvature dipole term.
This term is proportional to the dipole moment of the
imaginary component of the product of the Berry con-
nection and the spin operator over the occupied states
as
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We define this physical quantity as the mixed dipole. The
mechanism of the NHE driven by the mixed dipole closely
resembles that of the NHE induced by the Berry curva-
ture dipole. A schematic illustration of the NHE origi-
nating from the mixed dipole is presented in FIG. 1. The
electron trajectory is bent by the localized spin dynamics
through the mixed dipole. These findings highlight the
importance of localized spin dynamics in understanding
and engineering nonlinear current responses in complex
magnetic systems.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Sec. II, we
explain the details of the model and the computational
scheme for the spin-charge coupled system. Section 11T A
discusses the symmetry classification of the localized spin
dynamics coupled to the electric field. We elucidate the
linear electromagnetic susceptibility of the localized spin
systems in Sec. III B. Sec. ITII C, Sec. I[II D, and Sec. IIT E
discuss the effects of localized spin dynamics on the NHE.
Specifically, in Sec. IITE, we decompose the NHE into
several components and identify the dominant contribu-
tion: the mixed dipole term arising from the interference
between the electric field and localized spin dynamics.
Finally, we summarize this work in Sec. IV.
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FIG. 2. (a) Square lattice model with collinear antiferro-

magnetic order. The P7T center is marked by the black
dot. (b) Band dispersion of the system with the parame-
ters t1 = 1.0,t2 = 0.08, A\ = 0.8, J = 1.0, K, = 0.05 along the
high-symmetry path I'-X-M-Y-I". We set the chemical poten-
tial 4 = —0.6 at the horizontal dashed line.

II. METHOD

A. Model

This study focuses on a P7T-symmetric system in two
dimensions, where conduction electrons are coupled to
localized spin moments arranged in a collinear antiferro-
magnetic structure (see FIG. 2). This model is minimal
to consider the PT-symmetric collinear antiferromagnet,
as introduced in [47].

The Hamiltonian of the model reads

/ILA[ = 7‘2919 + ﬁexc + Hspin + 7:[E (6)

The first term,
ele Z CT ele

is the Hamiltonian of the electronic system, where & =
(éar(k),eay(k), epr(k), ey (k)T is a vector representa-
tion of annihilation operators. &l (k) (éao(k)) is the
creation (annihilation) operator of the electron on sub-
lattice a (o = A, B) having spin ¢ (0 =7,/ ), and k is the

wave vector. The matrix of the Hamiltonian is expressed
as
co(k) +ga(k)-o Vap(k)
Hee(k) = , (8
to(k) ( Vap(k) co(k) +gp(k)-o ®)

where o are the Pauli matrices representing the spin de-
gree of freedom. The components are defined as

60(’{3) = 7t2(COSkI + COSky); (9)
Vap(k) = —2t1cos%cos%, (10)
ga(k) = A (—sink, sink, 0), (11)

and gg(k) = —ga(k). This Hamiltonian consists of the
nearest neighbor hopping ¢;, the next-nearest neighbor
hopping ¢, and the sublattice dependent antisymmet-
ric spin-orbit coupling A (sASOC). sASOC is essential
for enhancing magnetoelectric coupling [40, 41, 48]. The
second term
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corresponds to the interaction between the electronic sys-
tem and the localized spin system. Here, we assume that
the localized spins S, are classical spins with a fixed mag-
nitude, |S,| = 1. In Eq. (12), we consider a uniform spin
dynamics across the unit cells. This assumption is consis-
tent with the dipole approximation, which we will employ
in the following. In FIG. 2(b), we show the band disper-
sion of the electronic system along the high-symmetry
path I'-X-M-Y-I". The energy levels of the electronic sys-
tem exhibit double degeneracy due to the PT symmetry.
The third term

Hepin = — ZK s2)? (13)

describes the Hamiltonian for the localized spins. To
stabilize the antiferromagnetic order along the = axis, we
consider the easy-axial anisotropy K.

The last term

ZZZ {15 k— k:)]ck(mck/w (14)
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represents the light-matter coupling in the length gauge
[49], where E(t) is a time-dependent electric field. Here,
we set lattice constant @ = 1 and elementary charge
e = 1. In Eq. (14), we assume that the Wannier state
of a conducting electron is well-localized at a given site,
neglecting the light-matter coupling arising from its spa-
tial dispersion. This light-matter coupling corresponds to
the celebrated Peierls substitution in the dipolar gauge
[50, 51]. However, in numerical calculations, the relax-
ation term in the velocity gauge violates the charge con-
servation law in a metallic system at zero temperature.
To avoid this issue, we employ the length gauge in our
calculation rather than the velocity gauge. The chal-
lenge associated with handling the k-derivative of the
delta function in Eq. (14) is addressed in the following
subsection.



B. Calculation scheme

Following Ref.[29], here we introduce the calculation
scheme of real-time simulation. To investigate the spin-
charge coupled system, we solve the von Neumann equa-
tion and Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert (LLG) equation simul-
taneously. Firstly, the time evolution of the itinerant
electrons can be described by the single-particle density

matrix (SPDM) pZ5 (k) = <a;a,(k)éa,,(k)>. SPDM sat-

isfies the von Neumann equation [52] expressed as,

w = ~ilH k1), plk, t)] = B(1) - % (15)
_%(P(kvt) — peq(k)).

Secondly, the time evolution of the localized spin system
is governed by the LLG equation described as

dSOt _ 1 eff eff
@ 14l (B xS +aaSa x (S0 x ).
(16)
O Hspi
heff = — —spin 1
a J{oa) + 5. (17)

In Eq. (15), H(k,t) represents the time-dependent elec-
tronic Hamiltonian at each k point defined as follows
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The k-derivative of the delta function in Eq. (14) is han-
dled as the k-derivative of the SPDM, making it compu-
tationally feasible. In the LLG equation Eq. (17), (o4)
represents the sublattice-resolved spin density of itiner-
ant electrons, which can be calculated from SPDM. This
method enables us to capture the dynamics of both itin-
erant electrons and localized spins. We set the chemical
potential 4 = —0.6, placing it below the bandgap, as in-
dicated by the horizontal dashed line in FIG. 2. For the
parameters t; = 1.0, to = 0.08, A = 0.8, J = 1.0, and
K, = 0.05, the collinear antiferromagnetic order charac-
terized by Sa4 = (1,0,0) and S = (—1,0,0) is stable.

In real materials, excited carriers undergo relaxation
processes due to electron-electron correlations, electron-
phonon interactions, and impurity scattering. To model
a physically realistic response to light, we incorporate
these effects phenomenologically. Specifically, we apply
the relaxation time approximation in the von Neumann
equation as 1/7(p(k,t) — peq(k)) in Eq. (15), and intro-
duce the Gilbert damping term a¢ in Eq. (16). Here,
Peq(k) denotes the SPDM at equilibrium for a tempera-
ture of T' = 0, as shown below.

The SPDM in equilibrium peq(k) denotes the SPDM

in the initial state at zero temperature (7' = 0). SPDM
in the band basis p,, (k) is given by
[i)eq(k)}nn/ = O/ Ol — €kn), (19)

where O(p — €gy) represents the occupation number,
where €k, being the eigenvalue of the Hamiltonian H (k).
By using this expression, we can calculate the SPDM in
the original basis peq(k) as

Peq(k) =

with U is a unitary matrix which diagonalizes the Hamil-
tonian as,

U (k)peq(k)U' (k) (20)

U'(k)H (k)U (k) = €(k), (21)
We can evaluate the current density from SPDM in

each time step, as follows. The current operator in the
length gauge is described as

k:
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It is noted that since the f{exc term in the Hamiltonian
is independent of the momentum k, the current operator
does not depend on the dynamics of the localized spins.
We solve the coupled equations of motion Eq. (15) and
Eq. (16) by using the fourth-order Runge-Kutta method.
In each time step, we evaluate the sublattice-resolved
spin density (o) using the SPDM and update the ex-
change Hamiltonian based on the newly determined spin
configurations. Furthermore, we can evaluate the expec-
tation value of the current operator using SPDM as

= Tr[J(k)p(k,1)]. (25)
k
To obtain the dp(k,t)/0k in the von Neumann equation

Eq. (15), we use symmetric derivative

dp(k,t) _ plk +dk,t) — p(k — dk,1)
ok 2|dk| ’

(26)

where |dk| = 27 /N, with N = 1000.

Based on this calculation scheme, we evaluate the non-
linear Hall conductivity from the calculated current re-
sponse, which will be discussed in the next section. In the
following calculations, we use the parameters ag = 0.05
and 7 = 25.0, otherwise explicitly mentioned.

III. RESULTS

We present the result of the spin-charge coupled dy-
namics of the system under the external light field. Start-
ing with the symmetry analysis, we identify the optically
active collective modes in IIT A. Secondly, in 11 B, we in-
vestigate the linear electromagnetic susceptibility of the
localized spin system. In IIIC, IIID, and IIT E, we study
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FIG. 3. Collecive mode of collinear antiferromagnetic mo-
ment, which is coupled to the electric field along the z-axis
linearly. The blue (cyan) arrow indicates the spin moment in
the A (B) sublattice. (a) Picture of the symmetry adapted
basis LY. (b) Picture of the symmetry adapeted basis M*.

TABLE I. Parity under symmetry operations of the magnetic
point group G. The symmetry operators listed in the first
row are G, = {Mz‘%()()}, g. = {MZ|%%O}, S, = {Czy‘O%O},
and PT. E® is the light field along the z direction, and
J# is the electric current along the u direction, respectively.
M® means spin magnetization along the a direction, while
L% means staggered spin moments along the a direction. +
means the observable does not change its sign, while — means
the observable flip its sign under the operation.
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the effect of localized spin dynamics on photocurrent con-
ductivity. Here, we decompose the photocurrent into dif-
ferent processes, where the linear coupling between spin
and light obtained in ITI B plays a crucial role. Especially
in IIT E, we discuss the relaxation time dependence of the
NHE driven by the spin-motive force.

A. Symmetry analysis

In this subsection, we analyze the symmetry-adapted
basis of the localized spins that is linearly coupled to the
external light field. Owing to the stringent constraints
on the photocurrent response by the symmetry of the
system and the external field, the symmetry analysis of
localized spin dynamics plays a crucial role in this study.

The system has the following symmetries and belongs
to the magnetic point group G, explicitly given by

G=H o PTH, (27)
H = {7, gI,gz,Sy}. (28)

Here, G represents the combined symmetry group com-
prising H and PT7TH. The group H consists of four
symmetry operators: the identity Z, the nonsymmorphic
glide operation G, = {MII%OO} and G, = {MZ’%%O},
and the screw operation S, = {ng}O%O}. The oper-
ator G, combines the mirror symmetry M,, which re-
flects across the (100) plane, with a half-unit-cell transla-
tion along the [100] direction. The operator G, combines
the mirror symmetry M, which reflects across the (001)
plane, with a half-unit-cell translation along the [%30] di-
rection. The operator S, combines the two-fold rotation
symmetry Cs, about the [010] axis with a half-unit-cell
translation along the [030] direction.

Let us identify the optically-active modes in collinear
antiferromagnetic moments. In this discussion, we re-
strict our consideration to & = 0 magnons or antiferro-
magnetic resonance modes. To clarify which mode is op-
tically active, we analyze the parity of observables under
a symmetry operation of {G,,G.,S,, PT }. For example,
the G, operation is explicitly described as !

G, = (_io'x) & 7o, (29)

where o and 7 are Pauli matrices representing the spin
and sublattice degrees of freedom and 79 = 1. The trans-
formation property of the staggered spin moment along
the x direction o, ® 7, under G, is described as

G0, @T)G =0, @ T (30)
Therefore, 0, ® 7, remains invariant under the G, opera-
tion. In TABLE I, we summarize the parity of the phys-
ical quantities under the operation in {G,,G.,S,,PT}.
Here, E* is the light field along the x direction, and
J# is the electric current along the p direction, respec-
tively. M® represents ferroic configurations of spin mo-
ment along the a direction, while L* denotes staggered
spin moments along the a direction. Owing to the in-
compatibility of the modes M®, L, MY, L* with the exter-
nal light field £%, under G,, G. and S, operation, these
modes are not linearly excited by the light field. Al-
though the symmetry of LY and E* differ under the PT
operation, LY can be linearly coupled to the electric cur-
rent J”. This is because, in non-equilibrium conditions,
the dissipation process effectively breaks time-reversal
symmetry. This can be interpreted as an extension of the
dynamical response associated with the magnetoelectric
effect and the Edelstein effect [53-57]. As a result, only
the components associated with LY and M? can be lin-
early excited by light. The symmetry argument can be
applied to the case with the low-frequency light and with
the high-frequency light as large as it induces interband
transitions.

L Here, G. = (—i0.)®7:, Sy = (—ioy)®T: and PT = (—ioyK)R7s
hold, where ogp = 1 and K is the anti-unitary operator.



(a) 30t T=25

10
2 A - Tm
i
\
—20
30
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
w
©) )
60 = — 17=25
sofi 23 —=- T=50
vOETN. ] e =75
18y =
0 F - —— =100
0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15

FIG. 4. (a), (b) Linear electromagnetic susceptibility of the
LY and M* modes to an external light field for 7 = 25. The
blue solid lines and orange dashed lines represent the real
and imaginary parts of the linear electromagnetic suscepti-
bility, respectively. (c) Relaxation time dependence of the
linear electromagnetic susceptibility for the LY mode. The
inset shows the electromagnetic susceptibility normalized by
the value with 7 = 25. This inset demonstrates that the elec-
tromagnetic susceptibility is proportional to 7% in the limit
w — 0.

B. Linear response functions

Before we investigate the nonlinear optical response,
we examine the linear optical response. We investigate

the electromagnetic susceptibility, which offers direct in-
sights into the localized spin dynamics induced by the
external light field. Electromagnetic susceptibility of lo-
calized spin system is defined as

e ) = . (1)
s () = . (32)

Here, we define AM®(w) and AL%(w) as the Fourier com-
ponents of the modulation of the localized spins, given by

AMU(1) = J(AS5 (1) + ASH(1)) (33)
AL (1) = S(ASY() ~ ASH().  (34)

We define the localized spin dynamics and linear elec-
tromagnetic susceptibilities related to the optically active
modes as

AS(w) = (ALY (w), AM*(w)), (35)

Xsmn (W) = (xume (@), xmepn (@) (36)

Using these quantities, we can express spin dynamics lin-
early coupled to the light field as

AS(w) = xsge(w)E* (w). (37)

To calculate these response functions, we apply a light
field with a Gaussian profile described as

\/53? exp <(t2;2°)2> (38)

We can calculate the linear response functions by the
Fourier transform of the resulting response in the time
domain. For example, the linear electromagnetic suscep-
tibility is obtained as

1

Xsen(w) = B

EA(t) =

02w2/2eiwt0 / ei‘”tAS(t)dt. (39)
0

In this calculation, we use Eg = 1.0 x 1072, ¢y = 0.2, and
o =0.03.

In FIG. 4, we show the frequency dependence of the
linear response functions xsg=(w). Specifically, we plot
the electromagnetic susceptibility xsg=(w) for the op-
tically active modes LY and M?. The electromagnetic
susceptibility of the localized spin system is computed
by simultaneously solving the time evolution of both the
electronic and localized spin systems. The xnzpg= shows
the peak structure only at w = 0.25 corresponding to
the collective excitations of the localized spin system. In
contrast, the peak structure of xpvp- at w = 0 is at-
tributed to the Edelstein effect. This behavior of xpv g«
is consistent with the results obtained from the symme-
try analysis. In FIG. 4, we also illustrate the dependence
of the peak structure of Re xpvg= at w = 0 on the relax-
ation time 7. The 7 dependence is consistent with the
mechanism of the Edelstein effect [53-56].



C. Photocurrent Spectra

We show the result of NHE spectra, revealing the ef-
fect of localized spin dynamics. We focus on the nonlinear
Hall current under the electric field along the x-direction.
J, is transformed in the same manner as (E)? under the
symmetry operators of the magnetic point group G. Con-
sequently, the nonlinear Hall conductivity, ¢¥**, can be
nonzero in this system. The longitudinal photocurrent
conductivity o®** vanishes owing to the mirror symme-
try G,. Thus, the photocurrent is transverse to the polar-
ization direction of the applied light field, implying the
nonlinear Hall response. The second-order photocurrent
can be described as

JYE (w = 0,wp) = ¥*%(0;wp, —wp) E* (wp) E* (—w))
+a¥*(0; —Wp, ""’p)Em(_Wp)Eglc (Wp)-
(40)

Here, JY(w = 0,w,) is the DC component of current
response along the y-direction induced by the light field
with frequency w,. To calculate the NHE spectra, we
apply the continuous light field E®(t) = Eysinw,t. Here,
we define the nonlinear Hall conductivity o¥**(0;w,) as

1
oV (w = O?“’p) = 5(0ym(0§ Wp, _wp> + ¥ (0; _Wpawp))-

(41)

In this definition, the nonlinear Hall conductivity is cal-
culated by the following formula [27, 29]

¥ (w = 0;wp) (42)

9 tsat+NTp
= = JY(t)dt
EgNTp/ (B)dt,

tsat

where T, = 27/w, is the period of the external light
field. We choose ts5t to be sufficiently large to ensure
that the system reaches the steady state and use N > 20
to calculate the average.

In FIG. 5(a), we present the NHE spectra with and
without contributions from localized spin dynamics, de-
noted as oy (w = 0;wp) and owo(w = 0;wp), respectively.
The blue solid line represents the photocurrent spec-
trum, including the effects of spin dynamics, while the or-
ange dashed line corresponds to the calculation based on
the independent particle approximation. A pronounced
NHE peak is observed at w, = 0, which corresponds to
the NHE originating from the Fermi surface contribu-
tion. Additionally, in the spectrum incorporating local-
ized spin dynamics, a peak emerges around w, = 0.25.
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FIG. 5. (a) Photocurrent spectra for 7 = 25. The orange
dashed and blue solid lines indicate the independent particle
approximation calculation and calculation including the spin-
dynamics effect, respectively. (b) Relaxation time dependence
of the nonlinear Hall conductivity owo(w = 0;w,) without
the effect of the localized spin dynamics. The inset shows
Owo(w = 0;wp) normalized by the value with for 7 = 25. This
inset demonstrates that owo(w = 0;w,) is proportional to 72
in the limit w, — 0. (c) Relaxation time dependence of the
nonlinear Hall conductivity ow(w = 0;wp) — owo(w = 0;wp).
The inset shows 0w (w = 0; wp) —Owo(w = 0; wp) normalized by
the value with 7 = 25. This inset demonstrates that ow(w =
0; wp) — Owo(w = 0;w,) is proportional to 72 in the limit w, —

This peak arises from the collective excitations of the



localized spin system and is absent in oye.

In FIG. 5(b), we illustrate the relaxation-time depen-
dence of the photocurrent spectrum, owe(w = 0;wp), in
the absence of localized spin dynamics. The photocur-
rent response at w, = 0 exhibits a quadratic dependence
on the relaxation time, scaled with 72. This result indi-
cates that the leading contributions to the photocurrent
response, driven by the external electric field, are pro-
portional to 72 We find that the Drude term, which is
proportional to 72, is dominant in oye(w = O,wp). In
FIG. 5(c), we show the relaxation-time dependence of
the photocurrent spectrum difference, oyw(w = 0;wp,) —
Owo(w = 0;w,), which includes the effect of localized spin
dynamics. This term also exhibits a 72 dependence in the
low-frequency regime. ow(w = 0;wp) — Owo(w = 0;wp)
has a sub-leading contribution to the Drude term for
larger 7. In the next subsection, we investigate the origin
of the relaxation time dependence of the NHE induced
by localized spin dynamics.

D. Decomposition of Photocurrent

To gain deeper insight into the effect of spin dynam-
ics on the NHE, we decompose the photocurrent con-
tributions into three processes. First, as illustrated in
FIG. 6(a), the photocurrent response arises from three
contributing processes, described as

Jy(w = 07 wp) = Jg (wlﬂ) + Jcol E(wp) —+ chol—col(wp)7
(43)
where
Jg (wp) = U%%x((); —wp, wp) E¥ (—wp) B (wp)
+05p 05wy, —wp) B (wp) B (—wp),  (44)

']g:/ol-E(Wp) = Zay M(O wp,wp)Ez(—wp)AS)‘(wp)

+ ZUW (03 wp, —wp) B (wy) ASM (—w,)

+ZUW 0; —wp, wp) AS” (—w,) E¥ (wp)
+ Zoy’” 0; wp, —wp)AS” (wp) E* (—wp),
(45)
col col Zay % 0 _WPVWP)ASV(_WP)ASA(WP)

+ Zoy X (05 wpy —wp) ASY (wy ) ASH (—w,).

(46)

In this study, we use the spin dynamics AS(w), as de-
fined in Eq. (35), with indices v and A representing the
components of AS(w). The first contribution, Jy, repre-
sents the photocurrent in the absence of collective spin
dynamics and is described by the photocurrent conduc-
tivity ogpp. This term arises in the independent particle

approximation. The second contribution, J...g, origi-
nates from the synergistic interaction between the ex-
ternal light field and light-induced spin dynamics, char-
acterized by opg. This term can be interpreted as the
interference between the external light field and the col-
lective spin dynamics. The third contribution, Jeolcol,
involves photocurrent generation mediated by the light-
induced spin motive force and is characterized by osg.
Since the spin dynamics are linearly coupled to the light
field, as demonstrated in this study, all these components
represent second-order responses to the light field.

In linear response theory, the total current response
to multiple external fields, such as an electric field and
localized spin dynamics, can be expressed as the super-
position of the response to each field. However, in nonlin-
ear response, the total output is affected by interference
between different fields. Using the photocurrent classifi-
cation outlined in Eq. (44), Eq. (45), and Eq. (46), we
can define the photocurrent conductivity in the presence
of collective spin dynamics as

Ji (wp) = 200(0; wp) E* (wp) E* (—wp), (47)
Jorp(Wp) = 20c01m(0;wp) E¥ (wp) E¥(—wp),  (48)
Jgol—col(wp> = 20col-col (0; wp) E* (wp) B (—wp), (49)
where
1 xTrxr T
00(0;wp) = D) S(05E (05 —wp,wp) + ogg (05wp, —wp)),
(50)

A
Zay $7 (0 —wp, wp) X2 1= ()

y; T)\
+ 5 Z (0; wp, —wp

T35 Z §p (05 —wp, wp)Xsv e (—wp)

i1 Zgvaowp,f

Ocol- E 0 wp

)Xs> pe (—wp)

wp)Xsv E= (Wp),

fz (oD (03 —wp, wp) + 58" (05 —wp, wp))

X XS”ET(_WP)
+ = Z oV (0; wp, —
X stEw (wp), (51)

Ocol- col 0 wp

A
T3 Z 085" (05 wp, —wp) Xsv pe (Wp) Xsr = (—

(52)

We employ electromagnetic susceptibilities defined in
Eq. (36) to analyze the system. We summarize the

wp) + 685 (0;wp, —wp))

A
Zay" 0; —wp,wp)stEz(—Wp)XsAEw (wp)

Wp)-



TABLE II. Classification of photocurrent responses. The mechanisms With the superscript ”+” originate from the Fermi

surface effect. Each term of the photocurrent conductivity is expressed as o> f dk/(2m)4TH¥> | where the integrand Z+**
is listed in the “Integrand” column. The generalized quantum metric is defined as g%, = Re[X ", Y}], and the generalized Berry
curvature as Q4 = —2Im[X",Y}/], where X* and Y correspond to the interband component of the Berry connection A* or
spin operator S* in the U(2) gauge. Owing to the double degeneracy of the electronic bands, we introduce the U(2) gauge
description of the photocurrent response (see Appendix B). When X =Y = FE, the generalized quantum metric and Berry
curvature are the conventional quantum metric and Berry curvature, respectively [58]. The quantities A"} ge
APV = [[D*X¥]ab Yy — [P*Y MpaX2,]. The “Intra/Inter” column 1ndlcates whether each photocurrent response arises from
the intraband or interband component of the output current. In the “€” column, the symbol { marks photocurrents induced
by the non-circularly polarized light, and © denotes circularly polarized light-induced photocurrents. The “7” column specifies
the dependence on the relaxation time in the low-frequency regime, while the “Field” column classifies the external fields that
induce each photocurrent response.

are defined as

Mechanism Integrand Intra/Inter e T Field
Drude* TE = 1/(Q2 + 1/72) %, 0,00 0xeka f (€ka) Intra § O(r?) EFE
Berry curvature dipole™ (L) Th = L =—1/27(9 +1/7%)) D (03U + Q"N fa  Inter § O(r') EE
Berry curvature dipole™ (C) I]‘BL’C"S o= —iQ/2(Q* +1/77) Dz (0N — Oy Q) fa Inter O O(r°) EE
Mixed dipole* (L) Iﬁ'gt = —1/(21(Q* +1/72)) > ass Ny fa Inter 3 O(r') SE
Mixed dipole® (C) I“/I’EAC = —iQ/2(Q* +1/7%) > ans AUy fa Inter O O(r°) SE
Intrinsic Fermi surface I* (electric) II"Fgf\E —1/23 0,4 Q4 Fab0uP(1/(Q — €ba)) Intra O O(r°) Al
Intrinsic Fermi surface II* (electric) Il"Fgﬁ B =—1/230,4 QL fabP(1/(2 — €a)) Inter O O(r°) Al
Intrinsic Fermi surface I* (magnetic) I{;gf‘M =1/23,. gl fav0uP(1/(Q — €ba)) Intra § O(r°) Al
Intrinsic Fermi surface II" (magnetic) I{”F;ﬁ M =1/237, 4, Ougis 2 farP(1/(92 — €ba)) Inter 3 O(r%) Al
Injection current (electric) II“nJl’g = —(in7/2) 30y Al Q4 Fan0( — €ba) Intra O O(t%) Al
Injection current (magnetic) If‘rfj”@[ =TT 0 AP, g4 Far(Q — €ba) Intra § O(r°) Al
Shift current THE = (1/2) D asb Im[A"?] fup8(Q — €ap) Inter T o(r™h Al
Gyration current THEY = —(im/2) D ah Re[A"] fabd (2 — €as) Inter O O(r™%) All

expressions for the photocurrent conductivities in these
terms in TABLE II. The detailed derivation of formulas
for these conductivities is provided in Appendix A and
Appendix B.

Our time-dependent calculations naturally decompose
the photocurrent response as follows. First, Jy(wp) is
determined from calculations where the spin configura-
tion is not updated. Second, Jeolcol(wp) is obtained
by turning off the external light field E*(¢) while up-
dating the Hamiltonian using the localized spin dynam-
ics S(t), which is derived from the simulations used to
compute the total photocurrent spectrum J(w,). Fi-
nally, Jeol.g(wp) is obtained by subtracting Jy(wp) and
Jeol-col (Wp) from J(wy).

Using this approach, we decompose the photocurrent
response into three components. The spectrum of each
term is shown in FIG. 6(b). The o¢(w) component corre-
sponds to the orange dashed line in FIG. 5. o¢..g as well
as Ocol-col €xhibits a peak at w = 0.25, which corresponds
to the resonance frequency of the localized spin system.
At the w = 0, a significant contribution is obtained from
Ocol-E, While 0¢ol.col does not have a substantial effects.

Next, we can further decompose the photocurrent re-
sponse into two components by separating the current

operator at the output vertex into intraband and inter-
band components, expressed as

ng = Ugaab + ieabfgb- (53)

The intraband component of the current operator cor-
responds to the group velocity of the band electron
vY = O, €qa, While the interband component is associated
with the Berry connection &Y, and the energy difference
between the bands €,, = €46 — €pk. In numerical calcu-
lations, this decomposition is obtained by evaluating the
expectation values of the intraband and interband com-
ponents of the current operator at each time step. By
using this approach, the photocurrent responses can be
expressed as

0(0;wp) = a5 **(0; wp) + 5™ (05w, (54)
et (0;wp) = 0ealE (0 wp) + ot E (03 wp), (55)

Ucol—col(();wp) = ég%rgol(o Wp) + Uégfcrol(o;wp)v (56)

where o™ and o™ denote the intraband and inter-

band components of the nonlinear optical conductivity,
respectively.

The Drude term op, injection current term oi,j, and
parts of the intrinsic Fermi surface effect orpg; originate
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FIG. 6. (a) Diagrams of three different processes of the pho-
tocurrent in the presence of collective spin dynamics. The
wavy and dashed lines indicate the light field and interaction
J, respectively. ® represents the output photocurrent. The
solid triangles describe the photocurrent susceptibility con-
cerning only the electrons. AS is the light induced spin dy-
namics. (b) Photocurrent spectra originating from the three
different processes for 7 = 25.

from the intraband component of the current matrix. On
the other hand, the Berry curvature dipole term opcp,
shift current ogpifr, and the rest of contributions to the
intrinsic Fermi surface effect orpsp arise from the inter-
band component of the current matrix [59]. We sum-
marize the expressions for these photocurrent conductiv-
ities in TABLE II. Detailed discussions on whether each
photocurrent response arises from the intraband or in-
terband component of the output current are provided
in Appendix A and Appendix B.

It is important to note that the phase degrees of
freedom of the driving fields impose constraints on the
types of photocurrents that can be generated. As a
general case, let us consider the photocurrent induced
by two external fields X (wp) and Y (wp). This process
can be written by using the photocurrent conductivity

10
oxy (0;wp, —wp) as

Ixy (wp) = oxy (05 —wp, wp) X (—wp)Y (wp) (57)

+ oxyv (0;wp, —wp) X (wp)Y (—wp).
Owing to the fact that the time-domain external field is
real, the external field in the frequency domain satisfies
the relation

X(w)=X"(—w). (58)

Therefore, the product of the two external fields in
Eq. (57) is transformed as

X(~wp)Y (wp) = X*(wp)Y (wp),
= R*Y (wp) +iIY (wp).  (59)

Here, we decomposed the product of the external field
into real and imaginary parts defined by

R () = Re{[X (w,)]'Y ()}, (60)
Y () = Im{[X () 'Y ()}, (61)

which are related to the Stokes parameters [60] in the
case of X =Y = E. By using this method, we can
rewrite Eq. (57) as

Ixy (wp) = 2Re[oxy (0; —wp, wp) | R*Y (wp)
IXY(“’p)' (62

—2Im[oxy (0; —Wp, wp)]

In this formulation, the real part of the photocurrent
conductivity arises from the real part (in-phase part)
of the product of the external fields, whereas the imag-
inary part of the photocurrent conductivity originates
from the imaginary part (out-of-phase part) of the prod-
uct of the external fields. In this work, oxyp, 0xv,BcD;L,
O XY ,shifts OXY,Inj;M> and OXY,IFS;M (UXY,BCD;Ca OXY,gyro,
OXY,Inj;E> UXY71F5;E) represent the real (purely imagi-
nary) components characterizing the photocurrent in-
duced by the in-phase (out-of-phase) part of the product
of the external fields.

The symmetry of fields also imposes further constraints
on the types of photocurrent that can arise. In the
present case, the fields X (w,) and Y (w,) correspond to
the electric field of light, F(w,), and/or localized spin
dynamics, AS”(wp). For example, we observe that the
spin dynamics, specifically the product of the L¥(w,) and
M?(w,), exhibits both in-phase and out-of-phase com-
ponents. Moreover, their parity under the P7T trans-
formation differs, indicating the mechanism of the pho-
tocurrent generation, such as the shift current, electric
injection current, and the electric intrinsic Fermi sur-
face effect. These mechanisms are similar to those in
T-symmetric systems [59, 61-63]. A similar analysis ap-
plies to the photocurrent originating from the interfer-
ence between the light field and collective spin dynamics,
denoted by ogs. The classification of intraband and in-
terband components of the photocurrent is summarized



TABLE III. Photocurrent mechanism related to the intra-
band components induced by the light field and spin dy-
namics. The external fields listed in the first column cor-
respond to the index v in the nonlinear optical conductivity
%> while those listed in the first row correspond to the
index A in o¥"¥*. For instance, light field E® and spin dy-
namics along the y direction LY induces omje and orwrsik.
omj;e and orrsie are induced by out-of-phase component of
the product of E¥ and LY, while the omjm and orrsi;m are
induced by in-phase component. The detailed expressions
for op, Omj;E, OmjM, OrFsM, and orrsie are given in TA-
BLE II.

A B LY M?

E* 0D, OInj;M, OIFSI;M O1Inj;E, OIFS;E OInj;M, OTIFSI;M
LY O1nj;E, OIFSLE O1Inj;M; OIFSI;M O1nj;E, OIFSLE
M~ OInj;M, OTFSI;M O1Inj;E, OIFSLE OInj;M, OTIFSI;M

TABLE IV. Photocurrent mechanism related to the interband
components induced by the light field and spin dynamics. The
external fields listed in the first column correspond to the in-
dex v in the nonlinear optical conductivity o¥***, while those
listed in the first row correspond to the index A in o¥*. For
instance, light field E® and uniform spin dynamics along the
z direction M* induces ogyro and orrsmm. orrsmMm is induced
by in-phase component of the product of E¥ and M?, while
the ogyro is induced by out-of-phase component. The detailed
expressions for omp, Oshift, Ogyro, O1rsmM, and OFsmE are
given in TABLE II.

A E* LY M?

E* OIFSI;M OShift, OIFSI;E  Ogyro, OIFSI;M
LY OMD, OShift, OIFSILE OIFSI;M OShift, OIFSI;E
M~* Ogyro, OIFSI;M OShift, OIFSI;E OIFSI;M

in TABLE IIT and TABLE IV, respectively, based on
the symmetry analysis detailed in Appendix C. It is im-
portant to note that the spin operator does not include
derivative terms, such as Jg, and therefore does not give
rise to Fermi surface terms like op or opcp 10 Gcol-col-

E. Relaxation time dependence of nonlinear Hall
effect driven by spin-motive force

intra inter inter —
Let us focus on olo)'2,, ot | and oy near w = 0

and identify the dominant contributions in the clean limit
by considering the relaxation-time dependence. First, we
plot the spectra of oai"% | and o2i% ) in FIG. 7. We ob-

serve that both ¢ and oMt exhibit a 72 depen-
dence in the low-frequency regime. In Appendix D, we
demonstrate that o,j and orrg are proportional to 79 in
the low-frequency regime w < €4, where €, represents the

optical gap of the electronic system?. Therefore, we can

2 Note that the relaxation-time dependence of injection current
differs from that shown in TABLE II where the light frequency
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express the relaxation time dependence of the injection
current (intrinsic Fermi surface effect) ogg mjars) term
arising from the localized spin dynamics as

0ss,inj(1rs) (0; Fw, tw) oc 7°. (63)

As shown in FIG. 4, the real part of the linear electro-
magnetic susceptibility of the symmetry-adapted basis
LY is proportional to 7! in the low-frequency regime as

Re Ly p= (w) o 7. (64)

Consequently, the injection current (intrinsic Fermi sur-
face effect) a(‘f)]l(gls ) from the light-induced spin motive

force can exhibit a 72 dependence at w = 0 as

inj(IFS 1
Ucojlfcol )(0; w) = §USS,Inj(IFS)(O§ —w, W)Xy B (—w) XLy B> (W)

1
+ io'SS,Inj(IFS)(O; W, —w) XLy Ee (W) XLy Ee (—w),

=0(7?), (65)

using osg inj(1rs) X 70 and ygg= o< 7'. From TABLE III
and TABLE IV, the injection current and intrinsic Fermi
surface effects arising from two localized spin dynamics
LY are not forbidden by the symmetry. In contrast, we
find that the shift current term ogg ghife is proportional
to 77! in the low-frequency regime w < €g, as shown in
Appendix D. The shift current term arising from oce)-col
does not exhibit 72 dependence at w = 0, even when
combined with the linear electromagnetic susceptibility.
Thus, the shift mechanism plays a minor role in the clean

limit. These observations allow us to identify leading
: : intra inter
contributions from olo"2 | and o2 .

intra _ G X
The peak of ol2}"% | near w = 0 originates from omjm

and orpsi;m enhanced by the linear electromagnetic sus-
ceptibility xrvg=(w). Similarly, the peak of o | near
w = 0 arises from orrsp;m and the same susceptibility
XLvg=(w). In contrast to the NHE behavior near w = 0,
the NHE around w = 0.25 does not significantly depend
on 7. Instead, the 7 dependence of the NHE in this
regime is determined by the relaxation-time dependence
of xsge. This analysis shows that the NHE driven by
the spin-motive force at the low-frequency regime propor-
tional to 72 can result from 0ss:1nj and ogs;1rs when com-
bined with a linear electromagnetic susceptibility propor-
tional to 7!. Finally, we note that the leading term from
ogs includes a factor of 1/(w — €4), which produces a
resonant structure near the optical gap €;. In systems
with a large optical gap, these terms can be significantly
suppressed by this resonant factor at the low-frequency
regime.

Next, we discuss the NHE arising from oi™°Lwhich
contains the mixed dipole term. The 7-dependence of

inter

i ; i : inter
ooy is shown in FIG. 8, where it is evident that o0,

is as large as that producing particle-hole pairs.
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FIG. 7. (a) Relaxation time dependence of ¢! . The inset

shows o2 normalized by the value with 7 = 25. This

inset demonstrates that o™ is proportional to 72 in the

limit w, — 0. (b) Relaxation time dependence of ginter
The inset shows ¢'2i°* | normalized by the value with 7 = 25.

This inset demonstrates that ¢! | is proportional to 72 in
the limit w, — 0.

near w = 0 is proportional to 72, As detailed in Ap-
pendix B, o™ contains a mixed dipole term onp ex-

pressed as

. Jiw dk
yvxr o __ y v
IMD.C T 2 (1/7)2 / 2m) QZ#& Im[ A, S50 fas
(66)
. J/T dk
y,vxr o __ Yy v
OMD,L = w? + (1/7)2 / (2m)d ;)696 Im[AabSba]fa-
(67)

Here, the Ay is the U(2) gauge Berry connection and
the 8, is the interband spin operator in the U(2) gauge.
Considering the double degeneracy, we introduce the
U(2) gauge description of the photocurrent response (see
Appendix B). This term originates from the second-order
response perturbed by one photon and one localized spin
dynamics, LY, as summarized in TABLE IV. The former
term, owmp,c, is induced by the out-of-phase component
of E® and LY and vanishes at w = 0. In contrast, the lat-
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FIG. 8. Relaxation time dependence of ¢!™{®5,. The inset

shows ollter normalized by the value with 7 = 25. This inset
demonstrates that oL is proportional to 72 in the limit

wp — 0.

ter term, omp 1, arises from the in-phase component of
E? and LY and shows 7'-dependence in the low-frequency
regime. As discussed earlier, the linear electromagnetic
susceptibility of the collective spin mode, Re xpvg=, is
proportional to 7. Consequently, the mixed dipole term
owMD,1, is proportional to 72 as

oole(0;w) = onp.r (0;w) Re xLvps (—w),
o T2, (68)

In comparison, other terms in ogg and ogsg are at most
proportional to 79, leading to an NHE with a linear de-
pendence on 7 in the highest order. These contributions
are, therefore, negligible compared to the mixed dipole
term. Unlike the NHE contributions from ogg, the mixed
dipole term oyp;1, does not include a suppression factor
that reduces its amplitude o< 1/(w—¢4). As aresult, even
in systems with a large optical gap, the contribution from
the mixed dipole term can be significant.

IV. SUMMARY

In this study, we investigated the effect of localized
spin dynamics on NHE in a P7T-symmetric collinear an-
tiferromagnet by using real-time simulations. First, we
identified the optically active mode of the localized spin
system and identified the significant role of the Edel-
stein effect in the low-frequency regime. Our findings re-
veal that collective spin dynamics significantly enhance
the NHE near w = 0. To clarify the role of localized
spin dynamics in the NHE, we decomposed the NHE
into three components and found that oo and ocol-col
contribute significantly. Furthermore, to determine the
dominant terms in the interference contributions o¢.. g,
we decomposed the NHE into intraband and interband
components. Through symmetry analysis, we classified



the photocurrent response originating from the interplay
of the external light field and localized spin dynamics.
Our results show that the mixed dipole term is dominant
for the interference contributions and is proportional to
7!, This is consistent with the analytical formulas. This
term is further enhanced by the Edelstein effect, making
its contribution to the NHE substantial as large as 72 in
the clean limit. Experimental identification of the NHE
induced by the Edelstein effect is an important challenge.
The NHE from localized spin dynamics could be signif-
icant in electrically switchable antiferromagnets such as
CuMnAs and MngyAu. Our findings reveal another av-
enue for understanding the mechanisms of the NHE and
suggest a promising direction for future research in this
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area.
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Appendix A: Nonlinear optical response functions based on density matrix formalism

In this section, we formulate the perturbative expansion of the von Neumann equation Eq. (15) incorporating both
the light field and light-induced spin dynamics. The electronic Hamiltonian is expressed as

H(t) = Ho + AH(D). (A1)

AH(t) represents the perturbative Hamiltonian, comprising an external light field and the light-induced spin dynamics,
defined as

AH(t) = AHp(t) + AHspin(t), (A2)
AMp = —r"EX, (A3)
AHopin(t) = —TBFASK(t), (A4)
AS(t) = (ALY(t), AM*(1))", (A5)

B = (0,7, O'ZT())T. (A6)

Here, o# and 7" denote the Pauli matrices representing the spin and sublattice degrees of freedom, respectively. H
is the nonperturbative Hamiltonian expressed as

dk ;
HO :/W%:ekackacka.

Here, cJ,[m (ckq) represents the creation (annihilation) operator for the Bloch state |gq) = exp(ik - r) |ugq), where
|uga) is the cell-periodic part of the Bloch state and satisfies the equation

HO(k:) |uka> = €kq |uka> .
According to [64], in the infinite volume limit, the position operator in Eq. (A3) is expressed in the Bloch basis as

(A9)

(A7)

(A8)

[,r‘k:}ab = ivk(sab + €ab~

Here, €4y = i (Uka|Vi|ugp) is the Berry connection. In the following calculation, k-dependence is omitted unless
explicitly mentioned.
As we explained in the main text, we can write the von Neumann equation of SPDM p,;, = <CLbCka> as

. Opan(t
Zprt() = [H, plap = [Hos plap + [AH(), plap- (A10)
We define the Fourier transformation as
ft) = / Zﬁf(w)e*i(w+in)t’ "
™



14

and we obtain the frequency representation of the von Neumann equation,

dw1

(-4 10— capun(e) = [ SIAH 1), o0 = 1) (A12)

Here, the infinitesimal parameter 7 is introduced to describe the adiabatic application of the external field and
€ab = €ka — €kp. We can perform a perturbative expansion of this equation by introducing p(™, which represents the
n-th order term with respect to the external field.

. d
(-t in = ol ™) = [ G [AHw). oM w - w0)] . (A13)
2 ab
We introduce the matrix d(w) as
dop(w) = ——— —p L g ) (A14)
abw_w+i77_€ab_ W— eup 1To\w €ab),

and by using the Hadamard product (A @ B)ap = AapBap [65], we can rewrite the von Neumann equation Eq. (A13)
as

Py () = / T (dw) @ [AH @), oM @ —w1)]) . (A15)
In the following calculation, we solve this equation with the condition of pé%) (w) = 270(w) fapdab-
Since we focus on the second-order current response to the perturbation, we solve the equation
dw
P ) = [ Gt () © (MM (). oD = )
™ ab
(A16)

— [ (1) © [AH (), dw = 1) © [AH (), 1O = 1~ w2)])

(2m)?
Since we consider the perturbation to involve both the light field and the spin dynamics, we can devide p((j)) (w) into
three components as,

P((fb) (W) = pEE,a(W) + pES,ab(W) + pss,ab (W), (A17)
where
pEE,ab(w) = % / dﬁ(*;ﬁd)‘f;? Eu(wl)Ek(wg) (d(w) O dw—w)® [r>‘7 p(O) (w—wy — OJQ)]])ab + [(v,w1) & (A wa)l,
(A18)
pES.ab(w) = % / déf)‘;’z E” (w1)8* (wa) (d(w) O [, dw —w) © [BY o (w - wi - WQ)]])ab, (A19)
psE,ab(W) = % / d((,‘;;d)c;g SMw1)E” (w2) <d(w) O [B* d(w —w) © [r", p(o)(w —wy — wg)]])ab, (A20)
pusan(e) = 5 [ B2 08 () (d0) © 1B, o — n) © (B, 90— — )] + () # Orn)]

(A21)

Based on this decomposition, we formulate the photocurrent formula in the presence of spin dynamics.

1. Light field induced photocurrent

Here, we derive the photocurrent induced by the light field based on pgg. To facilitate the analysis, the position
operator in Eq. (A9) is decomposed into intra-band (r;) and inter-band (r.) component as

(ri)ab = 6ab(ivk + €aa)a

(re)ab = (1 - 6ab)£ab. (A22)
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Based on this decomposition, we can classify pgg(w) into the following four component,

PEE.a(W) = Pl oy + p(é}?,ab + PS5 ap + PSR ab (A23)

where each term is explicitly written as,

p(Ei,iE),ﬂb _ 1/ dwydws Ey(wl)E/\(WQ)(d(w) ® [,,,;/’d(w _ Wl) ® [ri)\’p(o) (w —wy — UJZ)]]) + [(V7 wl) s ()\,WQ)]

2] 2n)p ab
= 7% / dz‘;l;l)ﬁ;@ E”(wl)E)‘(wg)dab(w)dab(w — wl)aya,\f(fka)éab2ﬂ'5(w — w1 — w2) + [(V’ wl) e (/\’ WQ)L

(A24)

=5 [ Tt B ) B wa) () © [t dle = 0) © b2, 00 =1 = ]+ [(1) € ()]

_ ! / DAL o 01) B ()l () O (a0 — 01)EDy Fa) — (€% — €0 )l (0 — 00)EN ] + [(mr01) > (\ym)]

2 /) (2m)?
(A25)
(ei) _ 1 dwy dws v A v A (0)
Wb =5 | Gy BB ) () © [t dlew =) © [, 00w —n —wa)l]) |+ () 0 ()]
=5 | T B ) P ) ()dan o0 — 6n a0 20 =1 = ) + (1) € ()],
(A26)
() _ 1 [dwidws A v A (0)
pEE,ab - 5/ (27’()2 E (wl)E (wQ) (d(w) © [’I"e,d((.d - OJ1) © [Te » P (w — w1 — W2)]]>ab + [(V7 wl) A ()‘7(‘}2)]
- % Z/ dé;d;f EY (w1) EN(w2)dap(w) [dep (w0 — w1)E4:E0 fre — dac(w — w1)E5Ene fea] 2T (w — w1 — w2)
+ [(vyw1) & (A w2)].
(A27)
Using prE.q», we can obtain the second-order current response as
dk
Jpp(w) = / W Z JipPEE ba(W)
abe (A28)

dw1d v v
- / élﬁ)b;Q UgE/\(w,wthJQ)E (w1) BN (w2)270(w — w1 — wa).

As the SPDM can be divided into four contributions, we can also decompose a%;g/\ (w,w1,ws) into the corresponding

four components, defined as

VA v A VA VA VA
OBE = Okp. (i)t OB (i) T OBE (ei) T OFE (co): (A29)
We can obtain the photocurrent conductivity by setting
w=0,w; = —Q,ws = . (A30)

In the following calculation, we will derive the Drude term, Berry curvature dipole term, injection current term,
injection current term, and intrinsic Fermi surface term.

)
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2. Fermi surface effect I: Drude term

: ITH2N
Firstly, we focus on o' B (i) 88

aﬁigf\(m) (0; —02,Q) = / G Z vfl‘adgadgaa Orfera) + [(v, =) & (N, Q)], (A31)
1 1 1
=—— [ — 2
2in / (2m)d ;vaa <Q+i77 R +i77> 0,0 f(€ka)s (A32)
1 dk
= 02 + 772 / (Qﬂ)d Z Ugaaua/\f(eka)~ (A33)

By replacing 1 with 1/7 phenomenologically, we can obtain the Drude term formula as

, dk
009 = 17 [ ey 2 kS eha) (A34)

This term shows the 72-dependence at the peak w = 0. In 7-symmetric system, U]’S;”’\(O; —Q, Q) vanishes because
0,0, 0x€ka f (€ka) is odd function of k. On the other hand, the breaking of the P and 7-symmetries allows the band
dispersion to be antisymmetric between k, therefore UD’”’\
part of the current operator in the output vertex.

can be finite. The Drude term comes from the diagonal

3. Fermi surface effect II: Berry curvature dipole

Secondly, we derive the Berry curvature dipole term from ag;g)‘(ei).
JTHION . 1 dk L oev
UEE ,(e1) (0’ _Q’ Q) = Q(Q 4 ”}) (27T)d Zgabgbaa)\fba + [(VV _Q) A ()‘79)} )
a#b
Sp— / daw S — € ) fa + (v, — Q) & (A, Q)]
@ i) J (ot 2 Chatis ~ i)t (1 )
i1+ n dk 5
=g | i SO +[(1:-0) 0 O]

1)
= QQZ+ 772 / d Z 8/\ Im f fba 81’ Im[ggbgli\a])fa

+ QQ_|_77 / dz 6)‘Im£ gba +a Im[§ gl;\a])fw (A35)

In the PT-symmetric system, the Berry curvature dipole term vanishes because the Berry curvature vanishes at every
wave vector. By replacing the n with 1/7, we can obtain the formula for the Berry curvature dipole term as

” )

UgCS C(O -Q Q) 02 _:_ 1/7_2 / d Z O\ Img gba -0y Im[é gba])fav (A?’G)
v dk

a0 -0.9) = s [ o (0 Inleeh] + 0, Il (A37)

The former term can be induced by circularly polarized light, while the latter term can be induced by non-circularly
polarized light and exhibits 7-dependence when 2 = 0. The Berry curvature dipole term originates from the off-
diagonal component of the current operator J* in the output vertex.



17

4. Interband effect I: Injection current

Here, we focus on Ug};)‘(ee) with the diagonal component of the current operator in the band basis denoted as
VA
U%E ,(ee; d)
O—g};‘)\(ee ;d) (w w1, WQ)
1
= / @i Z Tt aa () [dea(w = 01)€0E0 fae — dae(w — w1)E€acfer] + (1 01) & (A wn)]
1 / A\
- aa ('(' (w - wl)ggcgcafac + [(Vv wl) A (A7w2)}
2w+ in ) Z J (A38)
1 1
= §m/ )i - JE)E & Facldea(w — w1) + dac(w — w)]

1 1 dk
= —-— A - -
Yot / ) E P EY EN Facldea(w — w1) + dae(w — wo)].

Here, A¥, = Jt — J! = 8Heka — Oué€ry is the velocity difference matrix. In the w — 0 limit, the expression diverges
because of the factor of 1/(w + in). To eliminate this unphysical divergence, we introduce the finite sum frequency
w1 + ws = § and will take the limit § — 0.

VA 1 v
TR (0.0 = lim 5 [ dZ B Fas 5o (52) + o (— )], (A39)

11 1 1
= lim - —— rfa + :
6%025+w7/ d(; atSaptia ot Q+3+in—a. —Q+3+inten

Here, we perform the Taylor expansion,
1 1 _ 1 0/2

+ =2Im ‘ —2Re —————— + O(5?). A40
Q-I—%—H'n—eba —Q+%+in—|—eba Q+in — epq (+1in — €pa)? (0%) ( )

By using this method and replacing the n with 1/7, we can obtain the formulation of the injection current and intrinsic
Fermi surface effect as

aég/\(ee d) (O’ -0, Q) - U%‘E‘)\mj( =Y, Q) %}Z“>\IFSI (O) -, Q)? (A41)
here,
,u VA dk IO
OEE,inj (07 -, Q) =TT d Z AGelac CafaC(S(Q - 6Ca)> (A42)
a#c
8% 1 dk 1
aﬁEEAIFSI(O -0,Q) = / ) Zg afacaupﬁ~ (A43)
Here, we decompose the agigj\inj into real and imaginary parts as
OJEL‘E‘AIUJ,M / d Z gac ca] facd(Q - 60@)’ (A44)
U%E/\In] E T Z‘TH—/ Z A gac ca] facé(ﬂ - €CCL)' (A45)

a#c
omj;M (0mj;e) is called magnetic (electric) injection current, which is induced by linearly (circularly) polarized light.
We can also decompose the O’%;E:\IFSI into real and imaginary parts as

5 1 [ dk , 1
UEE)\IFSI M( Q Q) 2 /W ZReKacé‘g\a}facap«Pﬁ7 (A46)

ca

i dk
ohmwste(0,—Q, Q) = / ) ZI v oul facOy Pie' (A47)

ca
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owsiMm (o1rsie) is called magnetic (electric) intrinsic Fermi surface term I, which is induced by linearly (circularly)
polarized light. The photocurrent responses that we derived in this section come from the diagonal part of the current
operator J* in the output vertex.

5. Interband effect II: Shift current and intrinsic Fermi surface effect

Here, we derive the shift current term and intrinsic Fermi surface term based from ag?(ee) and a’b‘igk(ie). The

photocurrent responses that we derive in this section come from the off-diagonal part of the current operator J* in
the output vertex. First, we focus on UZJEA(ee) with the off-diagonal component of the velocity operator defined as

A .
9EE ,(ee;0)?

w0, -9, Q)

OEE ,(ee;0)
/ 7 > Thdba(0) [dea (&40 fae — doe( QLG fen] + (v, —Q) = (A, 9)]
a;éb;éc
= ; / a2 atandia(0)[dea(DELEL Fac = doe( 8k fn] + (1 =) & (1, Q)]
a#btc
A
5 [ 3 €l DG~ e DEE L] + 05 -0) > (1.9 (A45)
aztbrtc
1
3 ) Bt X it~ G e @)+ (4~ & (0.9
a#b#c
1
/ )d Z [D¥§¥] 4. — [DY gu]ac)gcafac ac(€)) + [(v, —2) < (A, Q)].
In the last line, we introduced U(1)-covariant derivative
90qp .
[DMO}ab = 8]{;'“1) - l(gga - Egb)oab; (A49)
and used the following formula under the condition of a # c;
[Dﬂgy} DV€# Z ¢ bgbc - L ab) (A5O)
b
Next, we focus on the aggf‘(ie) component;
ag’;f(w) (0; —Q, Q)
i 0
— / @y ZJabdba [ = (dba () foabpn — 1(E0a — €Zb)dba(9)fba§?a)} + [, =) < (A, Q)]
i dk _ 0 .
=3 / @ 2 Zzeabggbdbw [mw (dba () oo — (640 — fmdba(mfbafza)} tHw-oeoor

- [ de | (D) — i€~ o] +10-9) > (0.0

1 .
-1 / i g [D¥€") 1y loa() foali + [(r, = Q) > (A, Q).
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By summing up these contributions, we get

VA VA
gE ,(ee;0)+(ie) — UEE (ee o) (0 —Q Q) +o g’E,(ie) (07 797 Q)
1

- 5 / W Z [Dugy]abgl;\afabdba(g) + [(V’ 79) AR ()\’ Q)]
a#b

1 [ dk , V
-3/ (2r)1 £ Z (D" € )ar G fabdoa () + [DE]  Efo b () (A52)
1 [ dk , 1
= §/ (2 ) z;é% [[D*¢ & i + [Duf/\]bafab] fabP e
-7 ) Z (D], — (D] 0] FabS(2 — 1),

The absorptive part with 6(Q — €pq) corresponds to the shift current conductivity, and we divide it into the real and
imaginary parts as

. dk . y
T = [ ot 2 [ID"€108 — [D46],, 4] 1@~ ) (A53)
a#b
ITH2 _ iﬁ/ dk wev A e v 5(Q A
e = =5 [ Tyt 2 Re (D€ Tanth = [D7€],, €0] fard (2 = eoa). (A54)
a#b

Osnift (Tgyro) 18 called shift (gyration) currents, which is induced by linearly (circularly) polarized light. On the other
hand, the non-absorptive part Pﬁ corresponds to the intrinsic Fermi surface term II, and we divide it into the
real and imaginary parts as

v 1 dk y 1
UE’E)\IFSJI M= / od Z Oy Re[€4 &) farP (A55)
2 (2m) pr Q a
Y i dk y 1
oL IFSILE — 5 / (2T)d ;bau Im[fabgg\a]fabpﬂ o (A56)
Here, we used the relation,
(DM€ e + [D"€] 00 = Ol (A57)
We can get the intrinsic Fermi Surface term oipg by combining the orpg; and orpsy as
H2\ VA vA
OEEIrs = Olpst T O1rsT
1 dk N 1
=— | — v& Oy farP . A58
5 / @n) aZﬂgabfba pfarP = (A58)
We can decompose the intrinsic Fermi surface term into the real and imaginary parts as
1 dk 1
THDN v
OEE IFSM — T / W ;}Re[gabglf\a]a}ifabpma (A59)
A i dk 5 1
U%E IFSE = — 5 / Tod Z Im[fabfga]aufabp (A60)
2/ (@2n) pr Q

ba

6. Spin dynamics induced photocurrent

Here, we derived the photocurrent formula related to spin dynamics. Using the SPDM pgg, we can express pho-
tocurrent response to the spin field as

dk
Jgs :/ d Z abP ss ba (A61)
dwlde Y y N
e WJSé (w, w1, w2)ASY (w1)AS™ (w2) 2T (W — wy — w2) (A62)



20

In the previous subsection, we derived the photocurrent conductivity by using a perturbative expansion of the von
Neumann equation and obtained the formula for the photocurrent. Similarly, the same formula for the photocurrent
can be derived from psg by replacing the Berry connection term &, associated with the external light field in ogg, with
the spin operator B. However the spin operator B* does not contain the derivative term with respect to k-points. As
a result, the Drude term o]’é and the Berry curvature dipole term O'BCD do not appear in this formula. Considering

these facts, we can get the formula for photocurrent induced by spin dynamics;

U s dk v v
Ugs shift = J2§ / (27T)d Z Im [[DHB }ang\a - [D#BA] baBab} fab‘s(Q - Eba)a (A63)
a#b
O Ly > Re[[D*B"],,Bj, — [D"B*],, Bt fard(Q — €ba) (A64)
SS,gyro 2 (27T)d - abba baablJab ba)s
a#b
y dk ,
UgS I)I\l_] BY 7TJ27'/ (27T)d Z Agb Re [BabBli\a] fab(s(Q - 6ba)7 (A65)
a#b
) , dk ,
O'gé I>;1] E ZWJQT/ (27T)d Z Asb Im [BabBli\a] fab(s(Q - 6ba)7 (A66)
a#b
i J? dk 1
USé I>\FSI M T / d ZR@ bBba faba PQ e ) (A67)
v iJ? dk 1
obs, I)\FSI E= / ) Zlm vy Bi) fabauPQ o (A68)
VA J2 v pA 1
ass IFSIEM — o W Z O Re[BabBba]fabPQ —— (A69)
2N _ ﬁ 1
Uss IFSIGE — 5 (27r d Z@ Im[ abBba]fabP e (AT0)

The photocurrent response from ogg does not include any terms exhibiting 7-dependence at w = 0. The shift current
term and the intrinsic Fermi surface term II originate from the off-diagonal components of the current matrix at the
output vertex. In contrast, the injection current term and the intrinsic Fermi surface term I arise from the diagonal
components of the current matrix at the output vertex.

7. Interference of light field and spin dynamics

Following the previous subsection, we consider the photocurrent response coming from the interference of the light
field and spin dynamics. Using pgs and psg, we can write photocurrent formula as

dk
Jgs(W) _/ ) Z ab pES pa (W +Pé1% pa(W)) (AT1)
. dwldWQ 722N ~ VA v A
= 2n)? [JMD (w,w1,w2) + &5 (w,wl,wg)} ASY(w1)EMNwe)2m(w — wy — wa). (A72)

WA
Here, the term o1 (w, w1, ws) can be expressed as

vA J v
7> = 3 i77) / ) 2 CarBa)Orfo
J(1/1 +14iQ dk
g(p/_: 1/:.2) / Z Ox Im (&5, By fa- (AT73)

a#b
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We call this term the mixed dipole term originating from the SPDM ,0( )( ). We can decompose the mixed dipole
term into two components as

o Jif) dk 3}
O-{\/ID el 02+ 1/7_2 / ( d 26>\ Im bBba]fav (A74)
a#b
v J/T dk
U{\L/ID)\L = QQ + 1/7_2 / ( d ZaA Im gabBba]f (A75)
a#b

The former term can be induced by circularly polarized light and the latter term can be induced by non-circularly

polarized light. The latter term exhibits a 7-dependent peak at 2 = 0. On the other hand, the Ulslg)\ can be classified
into the following eight component.

o5 i =7 g/ % %:,)Im [[D"B"] a8 = [D"€] . Bib] Fard(Q = va), (AT6)
Ugéjg;ym = *J%T / (Qd:)d ZRG “DHBV}abgg\a - [D%A] ba Zb} fabd(Q2 — €pa), (ATT)
i =7 [ 5 3 e [Bh] ud (2 ), (A78)
e = imI7 [ oy 3 M [B] 5~ ) (A7)
Usé//I\FSI M= / dkd ZRG VyEoal fab O Pe—— eba, (A80)
CTSEV)I\FSIE ZJ/ dkd ZIm VyEhal fabOp P eba’ (A81)
OJSLE”;\FS]I M= g / @) ;) O Re[Bbeé\a]fabPQ_;%, (A82)
Usé/i\an B Z; / (Qle)d z;é;)au Im[BZbﬁé\a]fabPQ%%~ (A83)

It should be noted that the mixed dipole term, a{\‘/f]ls)‘, arises solely from the pé%(w) component, as the spin operator

does not contain any k-derivative terms. The mixed dipole term, shift current term, and intrinsic Fermi surface term
IT originate from the off-diagonal components of the current matrix at the output vertex. In contrast, the injection
current term and intrinsic Fermi surface term I arise from the diagonal components of the current matrix at the
output vertex.

Appendix B: U(2) gauge description of photocurrent response in P7T-symmetric systems

The Bloch states have at least U(2)-gauge degree of freedom due to the PT-symmetry-endowed double degeneracy.
In the previous section, we formulated the photocurrent responses in spinless systems or PT -violated spinful systems.
The formulas for the photocurrent responses in the previous section are not invariant under the U(2)-gauge trans-
formation. Thus, we rewrite the formulas for the photocurrent responses in the U(2) invariant form. First, we can
decompose the Berry connection as

oy = oy + AL (B1)

where the o, is the intraband component and the A%, is the interband component of the Berry connection. With
this decomposition of the Berry connection, the intraband component of the position operator £ is modified as

(Tf)ab = i@uéab + Oégb, (BQ)

and the interband component of the position operator is given by (r#)a, = A, Using the intraband component

of the position operator, the U(2)-gauge-covariant derivative is defined by ©, = —irf’. The derivative acts on the
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physical quantities in the Bloch representation O, as

©,0]ap = 0, 04p — i (Z kO — Y oacagb> . (B3)

c

We can check that [©,,0]4 is U(2) covariant by taking the U(2)-gauge transformation |u,(k)) — |uy(k)) Upe, where
the summation of the band index is taken over the Kramers pair. Using this U(2)-gauge covariant derivative, we
show the formulas for the photocurrent response in P7T-symmetric spinful systems. In the same manner as the Berry
connection, we can decompose the spin operator as

By, = shy, + Sops (B4)

where the s, is the intraband component and the S’ is the interband component of the spin operator. By using
these methods, we show the formulas for the photocurrent responses in P7 -symmetric spinfull systems in the following
subsections.

1. Light field induced photocurrent in P7-symmetric spinful systems

Here, we show the formulas for the photocurrent responses from the light field in P7-symmetric systems. In the
previous section, we can derive the formulas for the photocurrent responses in spinless systems. In the same manner,
we can get the formulas for the photocurrent responses in P7-symmetric spinful systems by replacing the Berry
connection & with A and the U(1)-covariant derivative D,, with the U(2)-covariant derivative ®,. The formulas are
expressed as

U%EAD 02 +11/7_2 / (;::)d ;auaua)\ekaf(eka)y (B5)
“Enone = g7 | o (08 AL AL — 0, In A AL (Bo)
oEenons. = g | G (00 AL A + 0, Il AL AR o (B7)

At = 5 [ Gmga 210 97l = (9, A s~ o) (B9
== | s S B[0P A1 AL (0900, ] S0 ), ®9)
%E/\Inj M = 7TT/ (21 dh Z Al Re [ Zb'Al))\a]fab(;(Q — €ba), (B10)
atb
O g = 7T / ZA Im [A% A} Fabd (2 — €ba), (B11)
O-EEAIFSI M= ;/(;:)d ZRQ{AZbAg\a}fabauPQ%%, (B12)
U%EAIFSIE = Z/ dkd Zlm vy Apa] fabOp PQ lcba’ (B13)
ke = [ oy S R AL P (B

ba

, i [ dk 1
JEE)\IFS]IE_Q/( 23 Im[ A%, A, ]fabP — (B15)
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2. Spin dynamics induced photocurrent in P7-symmetric spinful systems

Here, we show the formulas for the photocurrent responses from the spin dynamics in P7 -symmetric systems. In
the previous section, we derived the formulas for the photocurrent responses from the light field in P7T-symmetric
spinful systems. In the same manner, we can obtain the formulas for the photocurrent responses from the localized
spin dynamics by replacing the Berry connection A with the interband component of the spin operators S. The
formulas for the photocurrent conductivity solely from the spin dynamics are written as

o5& hin = 15 / (Qdf)d Zlm (198" ] o = [0 87],, 5] fard (D = €va), (B16)
o= =T [ 5o gRe [048"],S3, — (078,85 ] Fd(2 ). (B17)
b
LN = TP / @) ZAgb Re [S%,Si] fand (2 — €pa), (B18)
UIS‘éVﬁUE J%irT / L > AL I [S5,87,] fand (2 — €a), (B19)
a#b
o4 TrstM = J;/ (dkd ZRES v Shal fabOp Po— 6ba7 (B20)
USSDIAFSI E = W / dkd Zlm (82 Sh] fabauPQ%Ebav (B21)
Ussyf\an M= J; / (Qd:)d Z on Re[sgbslf\a]fabpg%%v (B22)
Ugsyf\FSH E~ Zf/ (;kd 28 Im] abSba]fabPQ . (B23)
ab

3. Interference of light and spin dynamics in P7-symmetric spinful systems

Here, we show the formulas for the photocurrent responses stemming from the interference of the light and spin
dynamics in P7T-symmetric spinful systems. First, the mixed dipole term can be expressed in the spinful system as

VA J L QU
Ul%[D - (Q—I-Z/T / dz Aba ab Afzbsba)ax\faa

J(1/7+1iQ) dk .
02 +1/72 / (2m)? azﬁaA TmfA,Sial fo- (B24)

We can separate the mixed dipole term into two components as

A JiQ dk ,
oMb = G = / ( d;)(’),\hn/l »Stal fas (B25)
i I/ 9y Im[ A", S B26
O’MDL Qg+1/T2 ( Z A m ab ba]f ( )

a#b
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Second, the other terms can be written as

Jgg,)s\hift = Jg / % Zlm [[Qusy]abAg\a - [9”“4’\];)(18“”1’] fabd (€2 — €pa), (B27)
ab

e =~y [ Gaia O R (7S], =[98V, S5 Fnb(2 — ) (B29)

a#b

i = 77 [ 5 8l Re (S AL (6 ), (820)

05}5/71\n_j;E = JinT / (;:)d ;Agb Im | gbA?a]fab5(Q — €ba), (B30)

Ugg,/l\FSI;M = g/% ;Re[sgbflg\a]fabaﬂpg_leba7 (B31)

s =5 [ Ty 3 ISt AL 0, P (B32)
ac

Ug;EV,?FS]I;M = g/@d:)d ;}@ Re[SgbAg\a]fabPQ%%7 (B33)

e = 5 [ s O O miSh AL P — (B34)
a#b

Appendix C: Symmetry analysis of the photocurrent

In this section, we present the symmetry analysis of photocurrent responses including what stems from spin dy-
namics. The P7T symmetry and phase matching between the different fields restrict the photocurrent generation.
In the PT-symmetric spinful system, the eigenenergy of the electronic system is doubly degenerate by the Kramers
theorem. Thus, in PT-symmetric systems, the spin-up state |uy (k)) and the spin-down state |u_(k)) are related to
each other as

PT lus(k)) = £~ " uz(K)) . (C1)

where the 6(k) is a real-valued function. In other words, we can express the transform property of the wave function
as

PT |ua(k)) = [up(K)) wya (K), (C2)

where the index a, b denotes the spin degree of the freedom and we introduce w(k) = —io,e~ . Using this transfor-
mation property of the wave function, we derive the transformation property of the physical quantity. First, we prove
the formulas

Aby (k) Ay, (k) = Ay (k) A7 (K), (C3)
ALy (k)Sy, (k) = —os0 Ay _(k)St;(k), (C4)
4 (k)St, (k) = osuoseSL (k)SY (k). (C5)

where the ogu is the sign under the PT operation and (s, 5) labels a Kramers pair. In P7T-symmetric systems, the
signs satisfy the following relations:

osLz :—1,0'8M2 =1. (06)
Owing to the (PT)~'PT = 1, we can obtain the formula

(tao (K)|upr (k) = i (PT (upr (K)[PT (uac (K))) ,
= (upo (K)|tar (K)) - (C7)
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By using this relation, the transformation property of the Berry connection between the Kramers doublet under the
PT symmetry is expressed as

tosvr (B) = 1 (PT (Opupr (B)[PT (uao (K))) ,
=1 |auub7’ (k) wrrr (k) + |upr (K)) auw'r“r(k)}* [Uaor (k) Wor o (K),
= [i (Ot (k) |ttaor (k) — (uprs (K)[taor (k) 0u0(k)] (i) L (i) oo
= (=000 (k) = 0u0(K)3as017:) ()] (10 ) g (C8)

On the other hand, the transformation property of the spin operator S*, is expressed as

SUI

ao;bt

(k) = i (PT (upr (k) [PTS") 't (R)]) ,
= { |upr (k) wrr (k) } [PTS oy (k)
= (U (B)[PTS"(PT) ™ ttag (k) (iy)L (10 ),
= GS“Sb-r sa0’ (k)(iay)j—q—’ (iay)oa/' (C9)

Taking different energy band indices a # b and applying Eq. (C8) and Eq. (C9) to the product of A¥, A¥ = we can
obtain the relation Eq. (C3), Eq. (C4) and Eq. (C5).
Similarly, we can derive the relation

(9,4 (k) A” ()] ap A, () = [0, (k) A” ()| A (K), (C10)
(9, (k) A” (k)] abSpy (k) = —053 [D,,(k) A (k) 52825 (F), (C11)
(9, (k)S” (k)] ap A, (k) = —050 [D,,(k)S" (k)]0 Ay (), (C12)
[©,,(k)S” (k)] avSiy, () = 05005 [0,,(K)S” (k)]5aS2y (k) (C13)

in which ®,, indicates the U(2) gauge covariant derivative. For the different energy band indices a,b, the covariant
derivative of the Berry connection satisfies the relation as

[Du(k)A” (k)]aoibr = Oubrivr — (Ehrao = Ebrivramivr — 1 Eamsasasivr — EaoibrShrir)s
= [~0utiriao = (Elirsae + 0u = €y — 0w — 1ElirarChrar — Eiranbhiens)] (19)] (0 )oor,
= _[gugu]b?;aﬁ(wy):r' (i0y)oor- (C14)
On the other hand, we can derive the relation of the covariant derivative of the spin operator as
[D,,(k)S" (K)]aoivr = 0uSaoipr — ((€hmao = Ebrivr)Showr — HEtoiazSasivr — Saoibrlrbr)s
= BIJ«Sb‘T';a& - i(ggé;a& + 0,0 — fgf;bT - GHG)S{)’,F;G& - i(&aa;a&slﬁ;aa - SbVT;aé'gll:?;bT) asu (iay)ir' (ioy)aoﬂ
= 05 (0,8 Nvriao (i0y) ] (10) 6. (C15)

Combining this equation with Eq. (C8), we can get the relations Eq. (C10), Eq. (C11), Eq. (C12) and Eq. (C13).
Using these relations, we classify the photocurrent response in terms of the P7 symmetry.

1. Light field induced photocurrent

As drawn in the previous subsection, the photocurrent along the y direction induced by the light field along the z
direction is expressed as

dQ e - .
T = [ Sooti (-0 0B -0 @) (c16)
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where o¥%** can be classified into following eight contributions,

- 1 dk
O'%E,D = QQ + 1/7_2 / (27T)d ;ayamarfkaf(ﬁka)y (017)
. Q) dk " z
U%EBCD;C = 02 + 1/7_2 / (27T)d ;)(893 Im[AZb ba] - 89: Im[AZb banaa (ClS)
- 1/ dk I N
OREBCDL = P11/ / 2y agb(az Im[AY, A} ] + 0, Im[AY, A7) fa, (C19)
UEE,shift = 9 / o Zlm H@yA ]ab'Aba - [QyA ]ba ab]fab5(9 — €ab), (C20)
a#b
- ir [ dk - - . -
U%E,gyro = _? / % az;ébRe H@Z/A ]ab ba [;DyA ]ba ab]faba(ﬂ - Eab)v (021)
. dk
U}%Eﬁnj;M = 7TT/ Py Z Al Re [Agy Ay, ] fabd (2 — €ba), (C22)
a#b
. dk
J%lenj'E =inT / — Z AY Tm [AS Ab,] fabd (2 — €q) = 0, (C23)
o 2m a#b
- 1 dk v oz 1
G%E,IFSI;M =3 / W ;#Re[AabAba}fabamea (C24)
- i dk o iz 1
U%’E,IFSI;E = 5/ (27T)d GZ#Im[Aab-Aba]fabayPQ b = 07 (025)
. 1 dk vz 1
U%E,IFSH;M =3 / W ;)ay Re[AabAba}fabPQ_ieb(l7 (C26)
w 1 dk v aw 1
U%E,IFSH;E ~ 9 / (ZT)d Zay Im[AabAba]fame =0. (C27)
a#b @

: T AT ] — - yiza yiw yioa :
Owing to Im[AF, A7 | = 0, the photocurrent conductivity ogp' 5 0pp rsie ad 0 g pepp Vanish. In the P7-

symmetric system, the Drude term o%7 ", can be finite because the PT-symmetry does not forbid the asymmetric

band structure. In Eq. (C16), since the left hand side is real, and E®(2)[E®(Q)]" is also real, o%z" (Q) should be
real. Therefore only ofin. 1, 0 > Oujas Otrsia Otpsmy Can contribute to the photocurrent generation. Moreover,
by using the P7 symmetry in the system, we can derive the following relations owing to the double degeneracy of

the electronic bands.

1

> A Andafa = 5 Y AL AL + Af A 05 o, (C28)
a#b a#b
D [DVA" AL, — [DYAT],, Al far (2 — €na)
a#b

1
=3 Z [DYA®], AL, + [V A" AL — [DY A7), ALy — [DY A" AL ] fabd (2 — €ba), (C29)

a#b
1
Z['Aib/llgfa]fab(s(g — €pa) = 5 Z[AZbAbxa + AL A fand (2 — €pa), (C30)
a#b a#b
1 1 1

Z[Aﬁbflfa]fabpm =3 > ALAL + A%A%a]fabpg mp— (C31)
a#b @ a#b a

where the band index @(b) represents the Kramers pair corresponding to a(b). In the derivation of these relations,
the summation over the degenerated band indices can be computed by putting aside the energy-related terms, such
as Oxfay fapd(2 — €pa), and fabPﬁ. By considering the PT operation, the matrix elements in each photocurrent



conductivity satisfy the following relations.

S T Al AL 00 fu = S TATA N4 A, A AL 00

43
a#b a#b
> Re[[DVA"],, AL, — [DYVA"],, ALy fabd(Q — €ba)
a#b
]. €T x
= LR OATA S (00 4] AT, (D0 A Ay — [V ] A5y — (VA A (9 — ),
a#b
> Im[DVAT], AL, — [DYA"],, ALy fabd(Q — €ba)
a#b
1 - €T x
= LTI S 00 A AT, — [V A ATy — [0V A7) ATy + [0V A AT (9 — 1),
a#b
Z Re[Aab'Aba]faba(Q - €ba) = % Z['Aab-Aba + Aba ab]fabd(ﬂ — Eba)7
a#b a#b
1 _ L+ ou=04- x T AT 1
;Re bl P — = | %{A A + A Al fanP 5 ——
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(C32)

(C33)

(C34)

(C35)

(C36)

where the o 4u is the parity under the P7 operator. In PT-symmetric systems, the 0% E, BCD L and o " shift vanish

Yi;xrx

because 0 4= = 0 4v = —1. Therefore, the response comes from the Drude term o 1, injection current o

. o . . Y;xx
intrinsic Fermi surface term JEE,IFS;M‘

2. Spin dynamics induced photocurrent

Photocurrent induced solely by localized spin dynamics can be described as

Q. V
Tt = [ G20k -0, 928 (-0)A8M @)

_ / ﬁagg”’\(o;—Q,Q)[AS”(Q)]*ASA(Q).

Here, ogg can be classified into the following eight components

v T dk 5 5
o8 i = ‘]25/ (2m)d > Im (D8], Sp, — [0Y8*],,Sib] fabd (2 = €ba),
a#b

(THN _ Qiﬂ- dk Yy QU A A v
UgS,gyro =—J ? (27T)d ;}Re [[@ys ]abSba - [;Dys ]ba ab} fabé(Q - Eba)7

v dk v
O—gS I)\IIJ M T J27TT / W Z Azb Re [ abSl;\a] fab(s(Q - Eba)a
a#b

3} _ dk )
o8s f\nj E = JQWT/ 2n) Z AY, T (82,85, ] fand (2 — €ba),

J? 1
HZ2\
085 TrsTM = / dZReS 5 Sl fabOy PQ —

ba

WA ZJ2 dk 1
UgSIFSIE / Zlm Sl favOy PQ o

J? 1

2 v

OSS IFSTM = =5 /7(27001 E 0y Re[sabsl?a]fabpig g
a#b

M 2 [ dk ) 1
OSS IFSILE = =5 / 2n)d Z 9y Im[sabsé\a]fabpr
a#b

EE,inj’ and

(C37)

(C38)

(C39)

(C40)

(C41)

(C42)

(C43)

(C44)

(C45)



The following relations can be derived by using the double degeneracy of the energy bands.

> 098,08 — [0Y8*],,84] Fad (Q — €4a)

a#b
1 v v v v

= 5 (078, + (078 1S3y — [078%),, 8% — [078™];,S23] furb (9

a#b

1

> (84S0 farS(Q = ra) = 5 Y IS8 + Sty Fand (2 — 1),
a#b a#b

v QA 1 1 v oo\ Voo 1
Z[Sabsba]fabpﬁ =3 Z[Sabsba +85S; ]fabP —
ab ba arb ba
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- Eba) ) (046)

(Ca7)

(C48)

Taking into account the PT symmetry, the matrix elements in each photocurrent conductivity obey the following

relations.

> Re [[9YS8"],,Sp — [DY8*],,S5] fabd (2 — €na)

a#b
1 v
= LIS N 19018y S + [0S, S — 0982, 8 — (D78, St] furb(@ — eva),  (C49)
a#b
> Im [[9Y8Y],,Sp, — [DY8],, S5 fabd (2 — €ba)
a#b
]. - v
= TR (098" — [0V 1S — [0V, 8k + [0S, Sl furd (2 — cva). (C50)
a#b
]. + v A
> Re[SH S Fund(Q = era) = 0 S IS S+ S{uSad (2 — €sa), (C51)
a#b a#b
1 - v A
IS fab(Q — era) = o I8 Sin — StaS2l (2~ ena), (C52)
a#b a#b
1 1+ o0svoga y 1
Z Re bSba flle O — ey = 4 Z[ bSba + SbaS ]fabP QO — e ) (053)
a#b a#b
1 l1—o0svo v 1
Z Im abSba]fabPQ 7 = 4871 & Z[Sabsba SbaS ]fabP — & . (054)
a#b ab @

In Eq. (C37), when S” and S* are in-phase (out-of-phase), [AS¥(€2)]"AS*(Q) becomes real (pure-imaginary). When
the two fields are in-phase, the photocurrent response is characterized by the real part of ogs, such as oss shift,
0ss,nj;M, and osgirs;m.  On the other hand, the photocurrent induced by two fields that are out-of-phase with
each other can be characterized by the imaginary part of ogs, such as 0sg gyro, 0s8,Inj;E; and ogs 1rs;r. Combining
these correspondences with the PT symmetry constraints in Eq. (C6), we identify the photocurrent contributions as
summarized in TABLE IIT and TABLE IV. Although we focused on the photocurrent response to the linearly polarized
light, ogg includes oyyj;g, which corresponds to the photocurrent induced by circularly polarized light. Moreover, the
photocurrent generated by spin dynamics can include contributions from the shift current, specifically oghif and ogyro,

which is less torelant of disorder effects [66].

3. Interference of light field and spin dynamics

Photocurrent arising from the interference of light field and spin dynamics can be expressed as follows.

2)
Jhs(w) / ) Jo( ES pa (W +PéE pa(W))

di d . .
= / widws [Jﬁ”Dm(w,whwz) + 685" (w,wr,w2)] ASY (w1) E* (w2)2md(w — wi — wa). (C55)

(2m)?



Here, the mixed dipole term 0¥, (w, w1, ws) can be expressed as
) MD ) )

(THZ J v
OMD = (Q+Z/T / dZ A Sba)axfaa
J(1/7 4+ 1)
0 170 / Z@ImA »Stal fa-

We can decompose the mixed dipole term into two components as

Jid dk
Y;vx v
UMDC 2+1/72 / ( d az#ba ImA Sba]fm

R J/
O-K/IDL 1/7,2/ Za Im Sba f

a#b

On the other hand, 4% can be classified into the following eight components.

vr Q dk 174 xr

U%E shift — J§/ (271_)(1 a%&b Im [[QUS ]ab‘A [@yA ]ba ]fab(s( - Eba)’
. s dk y - I y

oo =75 | Gy R 0 4~ [0 A S50 )

oYL = T / z ZN’ Re [S% AL fusd (€ — e5a),

3> AL Im [SHAL] fard(Q = epa),
a#b

yiva J [ dk . 1
TS EIPSEM = 5 /WZRe[Sab ba]fabayprv

€ba

Yyvxr
OSE Inj;E = er/

» i [ dk
OSpIPSLE = / ) ZIm [SapAbal fabOy P ;

— €ba

v J 1% x 1
Ugb IFSIEM ~ o / 7(2706; Z 0y Re[sabAba]fame7
a#b

a

iJ dk . 1
04k IFSILE = 5 / @) az;éb 0y Im[Sg Ay, ] farP q

— Cba
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(C56)

(C57)

(C58)

(C59)

(C60)

(C61)

(C62)

(C63)

(C64)

(C65)

(C66)

Under the PT operation, the matrix element related to photocurrent generation satisfies the following relations owing

to the double degeneracy of the energy bands.

Z 8 AZbSba Z 8 AZbSba + Aggsga]fm
a#b a;éb

Y DY) AL, — DY A7), Sin] fard (2 — €a)
a#b

1 . .
= 5 3 [0S ]y Ab + DV ]y A, — [DVA%],, 8% — [DV A5, %) farb(2 — ena),

a#b

1% xT 1 v xr 14 xr
§ [ ab ba}fab(S(Q - 6ba) = ) § [ abAba T SaEAEa]fab(s(Q - Eba)v
a#b a#b

1

1 1
Sy Al farP =—— = = SHAL 4+ SEAR | fanP .
agb[ abAbal fab 0. zagb[ avAba + SepAal fab 0= an

(C67)

(C68)

(C69)

(C70)



30

By considering the P7T operation, the matrix elements in each photocurrent conductivity satisfy the following relations.

v 1+osv v v
Z aﬂv Im[‘AzbSba]fa = i < Z 893 [Agbsba - ga ab]faa (C71)
a#b a#b
> Re[[DY8"],,Af, — [DYA™,,S4,] fard (2 — €ba)
a#b
1+o0sv v T Y QU T T v T T
= 5 2 [DV8"] Al + [0V, ALy — [DV Ay, Sk, — (DY A Siu] Fard (2 — esa). (C72)
a#b
D Im[[DY8Y],, AL, — [DYA",,S5] fand (2 — €pa)
a#b
1—ogv . - . -
= LS S 078 A — (0987, ATy — [V A, S+ (VA S B ). (CT3)
a#b
1 +osv v gz T AT
Z Re ab“4 fabé( eba) = Z[Sab‘Aba + Sba ab}fabé(Q - eba)v (C74)
a#b a#b
1—o0gv
D ImlSL AL (2 = en) = =2 D [StAT, — 1AL (2 — na), (C75)
a#b v a#b
1 1 +osv v AT T gx 1
> Re[S4 AL, farP = N ISH AL + SE AT faP : (CT76)
Q — epq 4 Q— ey
a#b a#b
> Im[SY,Aj oJfarP o :1_"5”2[” r_ S ””]be;. (C77)
a’b ab “ — €pa 41 a’b ba’tablla Q— €ba

In addition to the P7T symmetry restriction, phase degrees of freedom between the light field and fictitious spin field
play an important role in the photocurrent response. Rewriting the Eq. (C55) with the electromagnetic susceptibility
xsg= of the light field, we obtain

1 dQ2 Y ~yvx x x
Ths = [ Srlot (0:-9,0) + L0 -2 D (- Q) (- E* (@),

— [ Gl (0:-9,9) + L0~ D[R xs - (—) + i T xso e (~D[E(@)) (),
- / g {Re[o3in (0, —Q,Q) + 685" (0; —Q, Q)] Re xsv g+ (— )
—Im [all(/igf(o -0 Q) + O’y VI( ; —Q, Q)] Im XS"ET(_Q)} [Ex(Q)]*Ex(Q) (C78)

Here, we utilized the fact that the left-hand side is real, and that [E*(Q)]"E#(Q2) is also a real quantity. Considering
symmetry constraints, we summarize the photocurrent generation by the interference of light field and spin dynamics
in TABLE III and TABLE IV. In contrast to the case of independent particle approximation, the various mechanisms
for photocurrent generation are found in the oyp and osg.

Appendix D: Relaxation time dependence of photocurrent response

In this section, we discuss the relaxation time dependence of the photocurrent response, especially the injection
current, shift current, and intrinsic Fermi surface term from the interband transition of the electrons.

1. Injection current

First, we discuss the relaxation time dependence of the injection current. We can express the injection current in
general as

Y dk
ol = 7 / @) ZAgbx VX0 Fand(Q — €pa), (D1)
a#b
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where the matrix X, is defined as the operator, such as the Berry connection or spin operator. Considering the effect
of the phenomenological relaxation, we can replace the delta function §(w) with the Lorentz function, which is defined
as

PO P — (D2)
W)= ——F—"-—"->.
T Q2+ (1/7)2
By using this method, we can rewrite the formula for the injection current as
. dk 71 1
A — Y AEXG XD, far— : D3
ot = | Byt 2 et S g e (03
In the low-frequency regime, in which the frequency of the light satisfies the relation |w — €y > 771, we can
approximate the formula for the injection current as
. dk 1
B2 By oy A
Oj = / (27 E :AabXabXbafab(Qieba)2- (D4)

a#b

Considering this formula for the injection current, we find the injection current does not show the relaxation time
dependence and shows frequency dependence as

MV A 1

UInj x (Q 7 69)2’ (D5)

where the ¢4 reflects the property of the optical gap of the electronic system.

2. Shift current

Second, we focus on the relaxation time dependence of the shift current. We can discuss the behavior of the shift
current in the same manner as the injection current case. In general, the shift current term can be expressed as

- i dk y y
ohin =5 / oyt 2 (1D X1 X3 = [P X7 X0] (2 = o). (D6)
a#b

By replacing the delta function with the Lorentz function, we can rewrite the formula for the shift current as

757 S i dk v A A v 7_71 1
Oghite = Q/W;ﬁb [[D"X"] , Xb — [DMX ]abXba]fab7(Q e (1 (D7)

In the low-frequency regime, we can approximate the formula for the shift current as

—1
wA T dk v A A v 1
O'ghift - 2 / (27T)d GZ# UD#X ]abXba - [D'MX ]abXb“] fab (Q — eba)2 . (DS)

By considering this formula, we can find the relaxation time dependence of the shift current below
-1

H2N T
UShift x (Q — € )2' (D9)
g

3. Intrinsic Fermi surface term

Finally, we discuss the relaxation time dependence of the intrinsic Fermi surface term. In general, we can express
the formula for the intrinsic Fermi surface term as

. 1 dk 1
VA v oy A
o = =5 [ G N = (D10)




Considering the effect of the relaxation time, we can replace the principle value as

1 N Q — €pa
Q— €pq (Q —€pe)? + (1/7)2°

P

In the low-frequency regime, we can approximate the formula for the intrinsic Fermi surface effect as

. 1 dk Q—e
TN _ _ = XV X)\ 9 ba
UIFS 2 / (27T)d ;) ab“*ba l‘fab (Q _ Gba)Q + (1/7_)27

1 dk 1
— | = XY X O fapy =
2 / (27T)d az;éb ab“*ba lLf bQ — €ba

12

Considering this formula, we can find the frequency dependence of the intrinsic Fermi surface effect below
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(D11)

(D12)

(D13)

Therefore, the intrinsic Fermi surface term shows no 7-dependence in the low-frequency regime.
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