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We study the magnetoelectric and magnetothermal transport properties of noncentrosymmetric
metals using semiclassical Boltzmann transport formalism by incorporating the effects of Berry cur-
vature and orbital magnetic moment. These effects impart quadratic-B dependence to the magne-
toelectric and magnetothermal conductivities, leading to intriguing phenomena such as planar Hall
effect, negative magnetoresistance, planar Nernst effect and negative Seebeck effect. The trans-
port coefficients associated with these effects show the usual oscillatory behavior with respect to
the angle between the applied electric field and magnetic field. The bands of noncentrosymmetric
metals are split by Rashba spin-orbit coupling except at a band touching point. For Fermi energy
below (above) the band touching point, giant (diminished) negative magnetoresistance is observed.
This difference in the nature of magnetoresistance is related to the magnitudes of the velocities,
Berry curvature and orbital magnetic moment on the respective Fermi surfaces, where the orbital
magnetic moment plays the dominant role. The absolute magnetoresistance and planar Hall con-
ductivity show a decreasing (increasing) trend with Rashba coupling parameter for Fermi energy
below (above) the band touching point.

I. INTRODUCTION

The interaction of electron’s spin with its motion,
known as Spin-Orbit Coupling (SOC), has an exten-
sive role in condensed matter physics. Spintronics1–4

emerges as a multidisciplinary field dealing with the ac-
tive manipulation of spin degree of freedom as spin is
a non-conserved quantity in spin-orbit coupled systems.
The semiconductor heterojunction undergoes the break-
ing of inversion symmetry due to the interfacial elec-
tric field giving rise to Rashba spin-orbit interaction
(RSOI)5,6. The recent developments that capture RSOI
across various fields of physics and material science in-
cludes spin Hall effect7–12, topological insulator13, spin-
orbit torque12,14, and spin galvanic effects12,15 - all cov-
ering under the umbrella of emerging spin-orbitronics, a
branch of spintronics that centers around the control of
non-equilibrium material properties utilizing SOC16.

The scarcity of semiconductors having a large RSOI
hinders the growth of spintronic devices in actual prac-
tice. Later, various theoretical and experimental inves-
tigations suggested that the systems like Bi/Ag(111)17

surface alloy, Bi2Se3
18,19, and 3D polar semiconductor

BiTeX (X=Cl, Br, I) show stronger spin-orbit coupling
than conventional semiconductor heterostructures, which
enhances the spintronics applications. The potential can-
didates in this category are bismuth tellurohalides hav-
ing the trilayer structure with X-Bi-Te stacking. The
giant RSOI20–24 appears in BiTeX compounds due to
structural asymmetry. Apart from BiTeX compounds,
B20 compounds25 and noncentrosymmetric metals like
Li2(Pd1−xPtx)3B26 show large RSOI (α ∼ (0.1 − 3) ×
10−10 eV-m )27 as a result of inversion symmetry (IS)
breaking. These compounds have cubic crystal structure
and the symmetries of these materials are analyzed in
order to construct the effective low-energy Hamiltonian.
B20 compounds belong to the space group P213, where
subscripts 2 and 3 represents the two-fold and three-fold

rotational symmetries respectively and subscript 1 shows
a fractal translation in the space-group operation. For
P213, the K group which contains all the point-group op-
erations within the space group is the T23 group25. The
point symmetry of Li2(Pd1−xPtx)3B is described by the
cubic point group G = O28,29. The broken IS also results
in nontrivial Berry curvature (BC)30 in the system. The
electrical and thermoelectric transport properties of the
system in the absence of magnetic field are not affected
by BC and has been studied recently31. However, in the
presence of weak magnetic field, the BC and orbital mag-
netic moment (OMM) produces significant modification
in the transport properties which is the prime focus of
our paper.

The BC acts as a magnetic field in the momentum
space32 and leads to various interesting phenomena that
are typically absent in conventional condensed matter
systems. Some examples are anomalous Hall effect32–35

and anomalous Nernst effect36–38 which are predicted to
exist in systems with broken time reversal symmetry.
The presence of BC may also result in Chiral magnetic ef-
fect (CME) in which equilibrium current is generated by
magnetic field without any external bias in the presence
of finite chemical potential39,40. The existence of external
parallel electric and magnetic field results in semiclassical
manifestation of the effect known as chiral anomaly40–43.
It is a purely quantum mechanical effect describing the
anomalous nonconservation of a chiral current.

To address the negative magnetoresistance (MR) in
Weyl metal, a concept of weak anti-localization quan-
tum corrections in the collision term and BC through
the semiclassical equations of motion was included in
the Boltzmann transport framework44. In topological
semimetals, a negative MR44–53 is explained as an effect
of chiral anomaly. But in some systems like topologi-
cal insulators, e.g., Bi2Se3, a chiral anomaly is not well-
defined. In such cases, the negative MR is explained by
anomalous velocity induced by BC and OMM54. Using
semiclassical equations of motion, one can observe that
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velocity contains an anomalous term due to the presence
of BC which is proportional to B in the linear-response
limit and in turn, a correction to the conductivity be-
comes proportional to B2. In this way, the BC results
in negative MR while the OMM enhances it by modify-
ing the band velocity through a Zeeman-like term in the
energy dispersion.

One of the striking consequences of BC is the planar
Hall effect (PHE)55,56. The PHE appears in a config-
uration when the applied electric field, magnetic field
and the induced voltage lie in the same plane such that
the induced voltage is perpendicular to the electric field.
When the electric field is applied along x̂ direction and
the magnetic field is applied in the x-y plane making an
angle with the x-axis, then the transverse conductivity
measured along ŷ defines the planar Hall conductivity
(PHC).

The BC driven transport also produces the Nernst ef-
fect which describes the transverse electric response to a
thermal gradient. In conventional Nernst effect, the in-
duced voltage, temperature gradient and magnetic field
are mutually perpendicular to each other. An anomalous
Nernst effect demands the need of non-zero Berry curva-
ture component parallel to the (Ê×∇T ) plane. The pla-
nar Nernst effect (PNE) occurs in a configuration where
the temperature gradient, magnetic field and voltage are
co-planar such that the induced voltage is perpendicu-
lar to the temperature gradient and it is equivalent to
the transverse thermopower38,57. A similar kind of phe-
nomenon is known to exist in ferromagnetic systems58,59.

Motivated by the unconventional phenomena produced
due to BC, we calculate various magnetotransport coeffi-
cients such as electrical conductivity, PHC, MR, Seebeck
coefficient (SC) and planar Nernst coefficient (PNC) of
noncentrosymmetric metals. We have explicitly included
OMM in our calculations which arises due to the self-
rotation of wave packet of the Bloch electron.60.

This work is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we present
a discussion on the low-energy band structure of noncen-
trosymmetric metals. In Sec. III, we provide a review of
the semiclassical Boltzmann transport formalism incor-
porating the BC and OMM effects. We provide a general
expressions of the magnetoconductivities in Sec. IV(A)
and discuss the result of PHE and MR in Sec. IV(B).
It is followed by the formalism of thermoelectric trans-
port and general expression of thermoelectric coefficients
in Sec. V(A). The results of PNE and SC are given in
Sec. V(B). Finally, we conclude and summarize our main
results in Sec. VI.

II. LOW-ENERGY BAND STRUCTURE

The noncentrosymmetric metals such as
Li2(Pd1−xPtx)3B and B20 compounds exhibit cu-
bic crystal structure. In such lattice geometry, the
effective low-energy Hamiltonian of conduction electrons

based on symmetry analysis25,29 is given by:

H = ~2k2

2m∗ σ0 + ασ · k. (1)

Here, m∗ is the effective mass of an electron, σ =
(σx, σy, σz) is the vector consisting of the three Pauli ma-
trices, σ0 is 2× 2 identity matrix, k is the electron wave
vector with magnitude, k =

√
kx

2 + ky
2 + kz

2. The term
α denotes the strength of Rashba spin-orbit interaction
(RSOI). The Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) preserves the time-
reversal symmetry (TRS) and breaks the inversion sym-
metry. The energy dispersion is given by

FIG. 1: The sketch of low-energy band structure of noncen-
trosymmetric metals: The two bands touch at k =0 which
is known as band touching point (BTP). The Fermi surface
intersect both the bands when EF > 0 and intersects only the
lower band at two Fermi wave vectors for EF < 0.

Ekλ = ~2k2

2m∗ + λαk, (2)

where λ = ± representing the two spin-split bands and
their corresponding eigen states as ψλk(r) = uλke

ιk·r/
√
V

with

|u+
k 〉 =

(
cos (θ/2)

eιφ sin (θ/2)

)
, (3)

|u−k 〉 =
(

sin (θ/2)
−eιφ cos (θ/2)

)
. (4)

The energy dispersion is depicted in Fig. 1. At k = 0,
the two bands touch each other which is known as band
touching point (BTP). The wave vectors corresponding
to E > 0 are given by kλ = −λkα +

√
kα

2 + 2m∗E/~2,
where kα = m∗α/~2 is the wave vector associated with
the SOI and the corresponding energy scale is Eα =
~2kα

2/2m∗ and k± refers to the radii of two concentric
spherical constant energy surfaces. It consists of both
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λ = − and λ = + bands and therefore contributes to the
following density of states (DOS):

D>
λ (E) = 1

4π2

(
2m∗

~2

)3/2[
E + 2Eα√
E + Eα

− λ
√

4Eα
]
. (5)

For E < 0, only the energy band corresponding to λ = −
exists with minima located at k = kα having E = Emin =
−Eα. When energy lies in the range −Eα < E < 0, the
energy surface will dissect the E− band into two spheri-
cal shells of radii, kη = kα − (−1)η−1

√
kα

2 + 2m∗E/~2,
where η = 1, 2 is the branch index. The region between
these two concentric spherical shells (0 ≤ k1 ≤ kα and
kα ≤ k2 ≤ 2kα) contains the given DOS:

D<
η (E) = 1

4π2

(
2m∗

~2

)3/2[
E + 2Eα√
E + Eα

− (−1)η−1
√

4Eα
]
.

(6)
The BC can be calculated using Ωλ

k = i∇k ×
(〈uλk|∇k|uλk〉) as32

Ωλ
k = − λk

2k3 . (7)

The orbital magnetic moment (OMM) arises from the
self-rotation of a wave packet formed by superposing the
Bloch states of a band. The OMM is calculated using
mλ

k = −ie/2~〈∇ku
λ
k|× (H(k)− E(k)) |∇ku

λ
k〉 to be61,62

mλ
k = λαek

~
Ωλ

k = − αek2~k2 . (8)

The system has time-reversal invariance and broken spa-
tial inversion symmetry, thus the BC satisfies Ωλ(−k) =
−Ωλ(k). The OMM transforms exactly like BC under
symmetry operations.

III. SEMICLASSICAL TRANSPORT
FORMALISM

We use Boltzmann transport formalism to understand
the effects of Berry curvature and OMM on the electrical
and thermoelectric transport properties of the system.
The semiclassical Boltzmann approach works effectively
under the regime of low magnetic field and therefore, the
formation of Landau levels is irrelevant in our case.

The modified semiclassical equations of motion of a
Bloch wave packet (including the effects of BC and
OMM) are given by32,63

ṙλ = 1
Dλ

k

[
ṽλk + e

~
(E×Ωλ

k) + e

~
(ṽλk ·Ωλ

k)B
]
, (9)

~k̇λ = 1
Dλ

k

[
− eE− e(ṽλk ×B)− e2

~
(E ·B)Ωλ

k

]
, (10)

where we have defined Dλ
k = (1 + eB·Ωλk

~ ). The phase-
space volume is changed by a factor of [D(k)]−164. Den-
sity of states no longer remains constant for Berry phase
modified dynamics. In order to balance this changed
phase-space volume, density of states is multiplied by
[D(k)] such that the number of states in the volume ele-
ment remains constant in time.

The semiclassical band velocity is ~ṽλk = ∇kẼ
λ
k , where

Ẽλk = Eλk − mλ
k · B is the modified energy including

Zeeman-like coupling of OMM with external magnetic
field. The OMM modified velocity is expressed as ṽλk =
vλk + vm,λ

k , where vλk is proportional to
√

2(Eλ+Eα)
m and

~vm,λ
k = −∇k(mλ

k · B), which is dependent on the ori-
entation of external magnetic field.

It is to be noted that we have considered the energy
correction only upto linear order in B. Since mk is band
independent, the energy correction is identical for both
the bands. Hence, the term representing the coupling
is added to the Hamiltonian as a constant diagonal ma-
trix given by −(mk ·B)σ0 which does not alter the form
of eigenfunctions. So, the Berry curvature does not ac-
quire any modification from the magnetic field due to
OMM coupling. The second-order energy corrections are
band dependent which may modify the eigenfunctions
and BC to give the equal order of contribution in the
conductivities65–67.

Equation (9) holds two important effects: the term
(E × Ωλ

k) is responsible for the anomalous Hall effect
(AHE)32–34 and the third term (ṽλk · Ω

λ
k)B give rise to

the chiral magnetic effect39,40. In Eq. (10), the first two
terms describes the Lorentz force whereas the last term
(E ·B)Ωλ

k denotes the chiral anomaly effect.
The steady-state Boltzmann transport equation (BTE)

to obtain the non-equilibrium distribution function f̃λr,k
is given as68

ṙλ ·∇rf̃
λ
r,k + k̇λ ·∇kf̃

λ
r,k = Icoll{f̃λr,k}. (11)

The collision integral under the relaxation time approxi-
mation can be written as

Icoll{f̃λr,k} = −
f̃λr,k − f̃λeq

τλk
, (12)

where f̃λeq = [1 + eβ(Ẽλk−µ)]
−1

is the Fermi-Dirac distri-
bution Function and β−1 ≡ kBT , µ denotes the thermal
energy and chemical potential respectively. The quantity
τλk is the relaxation time. We consider the relaxation time
to be constant in our case. Thus, the BTE becomes

ṙλ · ∇rf̃
λ
r,k + k̇λ · ∇kf̃

λ
r,k = −

f̃λr,k − f̃λeq

τ
. (13)

Within the regime of linear response theory, the non-
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equilibrium distribution function (NDF) is given as

f̃λr,k =f̃λeq +
[
τ

Dλ
k

(
−eE− (Ẽλk − µ)

T
∇rT

)
·
(

ṽλk + e

~
B(ṽλk ·Ωλ

k)
)

+ ṽλk · Γλ
](
−
∂f̃λeq

∂Ẽλk

)
.

(14)
The second term represents the deviation due to the scat-
tering process and it contributes to the non-equilibrium
part of current induced by the electric field and statistical
forces like temperature gradient. The term (ṽλk · Γλ) in
the obtained NDF shows the contribution of the Lorentz
force44,69. The main motivation behind our paper is to
study the BC induced magnetotransport phenomena and
therefore, we have not included the Lorentz force contri-
bution.

The electric current upto first order in electric field and
gradient in temperature is defined as68

jei = σijEj + αij(−∇jT ), (15)

where σij and αij represents the elements of electrical
conductivity matrix and thermoelectric conductivity ma-
trix respectively. The current density is defined as

j = −e
∑
λ=±1

∫
[dk]Dλ

k(ṙλ)f̃λr,k, (16)

where [dk] = d3k/(2π)3. But quantum mechanically, the
carrier is represented by the wave packet which has finite
spread in phase space and size of the wave packet of a
Bloch electron has non-zero lower bound due to which it
rotates about its center of mass position, which give rise
to OMM. The total local current in the presence of finite
intrinsic OMM is given by60

jlocal = −e
∑
λ=±1

∫
[dk]Dλ

k(ṙλ)f̃λr,k

+ ∇r ×
∑
λ=±1

∫
[dk]Dλ

k(mλ
k)f̃λeq.

(17)

The results for the electrical transport and the thermo-
electric transport of this system are presented in the sub-
sequent sections for the cases EF > 0 and EF < 0 sepa-
rately. For EF > 0, both the bands are included in the
summation over λ whereas for EF < 0, only the band cor-
responding to the λ = −1 contributes which includes the
summation over the branch index (η). For numerical cal-
culation, we consider the following parameters: effective
mass of an electron m∗ = 0.1me, me is the free electron
mass, α = 10−10 eV-m, EF = 18.6 meV (for EF > 0) and
EF = −6 meV (for EF < 0).

IV. ELECTRICAL TRANSPORT

A. Formalism
In a spatially uniform system, only the first term of Eq.
(17) survives which is same as Eq. (16). Substituting

Eqs. (9) and (14) in Eq. (16), we obtained the Berry
curvature and OMM dependent electric conductivity to
the first order of the electric field as:

σij = −e
2

~
∑
λ=±1

∫
[dk]εijl(Ωλ,lk )f̃λeq

+ e2τ
∑
λ=±1

∫
[dk](Dλ

k)−1
(
ṽλi + e

~
Bi(ṽλk ·Ωλ

k)
)

(
ṽλj + e

~
Bj(ṽλk ·Ωλ

k)
)(
−
∂f̃λeq

∂Ẽλk

)
,

(18)
where εijl is the Levi-Civita tensor and Ωλ,lk denotes the
l-component of Berry curvature. The first term refers to
the intrinsic anomalous Hall effect which is independent
of any scattering process (relaxation time). It arises due
to presence of the Berry curvature without any magnetic
field.

We can express the magnetoconductivity in terms
of power of magnetic field by separating various B-
contributions. The term (Dλ

k)−1 has been expanded
upto quadratic order in B. The inverse expansion of
D converges when

(
eB

2~(kλ
F

)2

)
< 1. In our analysis,

we have considered the carrier density ne = 1024 m−3

and the maximum value of B ∼ 5 T which gives the
value of

(
eB

2~(kλ
F

)2

)
∼ 0.25 and 0.44 for EF > 0 and

EF < 0 respectively. So, the inverse expansion of D in
terms of B holds good. The distribution function (f̃λeq)
contains B-dependence through modified energy (Ẽλk),
hence the Fermi function is expanded in terms of B as
f̃λeq = fλeq + (mλ

k · B)(∂fλeq/∂E
λ
k) with fλeq is a distribu-

tion function when B = 063. We keep only first term of
expansion in our calculations.

Expanding σij in Eq. (18) as:

σij = σAHE
ij + σ

(0)
ij + σ

(1)
ij + σ

(2)
ij , (19)

where superscript indicates the order of magnetic field.
The anomalous Hall conductivity is zero in our system.
The diagonal component of conductivity without mag-
netic field (known as Drude conductivity) is given by

σ
(0)
ij = e2τ

∑
λ=±1

∫
[dk]vλi vλj

(
−
∂fλeq

∂Eλk

)
. (20)

The magnetoconductivity linear in magnetic field is given
as:

σ
(1)
ij = e2τ

∑
λ=±1

∫
[dk]

[
(vλi v

m,λ
j + vλj v

m,λ
i )− e

~
(B ·Ωλ

k)

vλi v
λ
j + e

~
(vλi Bj + vλj Bi)(vλk ·Ωλ

k)
](
−
∂fλeq

∂Eλk

)
.

(21)
The quadratic contribution of magnetic field to the con-
ductivity as:



5

σ
(2)
ij = e2τ

∑
λ=±1

∫
[dk]

[
e2

~2 (B ·Ωλ
k)2

vλi v
λ
j −

e

~
(B ·Ωλ

k)
{

(vλi v
m,λ
j + vλj v

m,λ
i ) + e

~
(vλi Bj + vλj Bi)(vλk ·Ωλ

k)
}

+
{
e

~
(vλi Bj + vλj Bi)(v

m,λ
k ·Ωλ

k) + e

~
(vm,λi Bj + vm,λj Bi)(vλk ·Ωλ

k) + vm,λi vm,λj + e2

~2 (vλk ·Ωλ
k)2

BiBj

}](
−
∂fλeq

∂Eλk

)
.

(22)

It is to be noted that external field will induce a shift in
the chemical potential, δµ ∼ B2 for the fixed carrier den-
sity which will result in additional contribution of the or-
der of B2 in the conductivities67. We are working in the
zero temperature limit and therefore, while performing
the calculations, a derivative of the Fermi-Dirac distribu-
tion function is substituted by the Dirac-delta function.

We consider the two orientations of magnetic field i.e.,
B ⊥ ẑ and B ‖ ẑ. The analytical expressions of different
elements of the conductivity matrix is calculated for both
the cases.

B. Results
Case 1: B ⊥ ẑ

We consider the externally applied electric field is along
x-direction and the magnetic field is applied along the
in-plane direction at an angle β from the x axis, i.e.,
B = (B cosβ,B sin β, 0) as shown in Fig. 2. The electric
field and magnetic field are perpendicular to each other
at β = π/2. The conductivity matrix equation takes the

β

𝐵

𝑉𝑥𝑦

𝐸𝑥

x

y

z

FIG. 2: Schematic illustration of the planar Hall effect ge-
ometry. The electric field E is applied along the x-axis and
the magnetic field B is applied in the x-y plane at an angle β
from the E. The planar Hall effect is measured as an in-plane
induced voltage (Vxy) perpendicular to the direction of the
external electric field.

following form asJxJy
Jz

 =

σ
(0)
xx + σ

(2)
xx σ

(2)
xy 0

σ
(2)
yx σ

(0)
yy + σ

(2)
yy 0

0 0 σ
(0)
zz + σ

(2)
zz


ExEy
Ez

 .

(23)
The magnetic field independent conductivity (Drude con-
ductivity) is obtained using Eq. (20) as

σ̃(0)
xx = σ̃D =

(
2
√

2
3π2

)[
(ẼF + 2)

√
ẼF + 1

]
, (24)

and σ̃
(0)
yy =σ̃(0)

zz =σ̃(0)
xx . The analytical expression of

quadratic in-plane diagonal component of the magneto-
conductivity is explicitly given by using Eq. (22) as

σ̃(2)
xx = σ̃

(2)
⊥ + ∆σ̃ cos2 β. (25)

Here, ∆σ̃ = σ̃‖ − σ̃⊥ with σ̃‖ = σ̃xx(β = 0) = σ̃D + σ̃
(2)
‖

β (degree) β (degree)

(a)
(b)

(c) (d)

B / B0

𝐸𝐹 > 0 𝐸𝐹 < 0

B / B0

β = 45˚

β = 60˚

β = 20˚

β = 45˚

β = 60˚

β = 20˚

(b)

(c) (d)

B = 5 T

B = 3 T

B = 1 T

B = 5 T

B = 3 T

B = 1 T

B = 5 T

B = 3 T

B = 1 T

(a) (b)

FIG. 3: Variation of the planar Hall conductivity as a function
of angle between E and B in the planar geometry for B = 5
T when (a) EF > 0, (b) EF < 0. The B-dependence of PHC
at β =π/4 for (c) EF > 0 and (d) EF < 0.

and σ̃⊥ = σ̃xx(β = π/2) = σ̃D + σ̃
(2)
⊥ , where

σ̃
(2)
‖ =

(√
2B̃2

120π2

)[(8Ẽ2
F + 27ẼF + 26

)
Ẽ2
F

√
ẼF + 1

]
, (26)

σ̃
(2)
⊥ =

(√
2B̃2

120π2

)[(
Ẽ2
F − ẼF + 2

)
Ẽ2
F

√
ẼF + 1

]
. (27)

Now, as expected,

σ̃(2)
yy (β) = σ̃(2)

xx (π/2− β). (28)

The zz-component of conductivity quadratic in B is given
by

σ̃(2)
zz =

(√
2B̃2

120π2

)[(
Ẽ2
F − ẼF + 2

)
Ẽ2
F

√
ẼF + 1

]
. (29)

We have defined ẼF = EF /Eα, B̃ = B/B0 with B0 =(
m2α2/2e~3) and σ̃ = σ/

(
τe2E3/2

α m1/2

~3

)
as scaled Fermi
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energy, magnetic field and conductivity respectively. The
linear dependence of conductivity in B is zero.

Planar Hall effect: We are interested in the planar
Hall effect (PHE) observed in our case of planar geome-
try. The PHE55,56 appears in a configuration when the
applied electric field, magnetic field and the induced volt-
age are co-planar such that the induced voltage is per-
pendicular to the electric field. The expression for planar
Hall conductivity (PHC) is

σ̃yx =
(√

2B̃2

120π2

)[(7Ẽ2
F + 28ẼF + 24

)
Ẽ2
F

√
ẼF + 1

]
(sin β cosβ).

(30)
The planar Hall conductivity shows the sin β cosβ depen-
dence, whereas longitudinal magnetoconductivity (LMC)
follows the dependence of cos2 β as shown in Eq. (25).
The PHC attains the maximum value at an odd multi-
ple of π/4. The angular dependence of PHC is depicted
in Fig. 3(a) and 3(b). The amplitude of PHC shows a
quadratic dependence on B, i.e., ∆σ ∝ B2 for any value
of β except for β = 0 and β = π/2 which is shown in Fig.
3(c) and 3(d), whereas LMC follows the B2 dependence
except at β = π/2. We can also write PHC as:

σ̃yx = ∆σ̃ sin β cosβ. (31)

The PHC does not follow the anti-symmetry relation of
regular Hall conductivity. Thus σ̃xy = σ̃yx, as its origin
is associated with the Berry curvature term and not to
the Lorentz force. All the other off-diagonal components
are zero. The expressions of magnetoconductivity for
EF > 0 and EF < 0 holds the same form.

Magnetoresistance: To study the effect of magnetic
field, we calculate the magnetoresistance which is defined
as

MRii = ρii(B)− ρ(0)
ρ(0) , (32)

where i = x, y, z. The Drude resistivity is defined as

M
R

β(degree) β(degree)

EF > 0 EF < 0

(a)
(a) (b)

FIG. 4: The angular dependence of magnetoresistance of non-
centrosymmetric metals at B = 5 T for the planar geometry:
(a) EF > 0, (b) EF < 0. In both (a) and (b), the red dashed
curve shows the planar MR (MRxx(β)) and the blue line de-
picts the out-of-plane MR (MRzz).

ρ(0) = 1/σD. The expression of planar MR (MRxx(β))
is given by Eq. (A1). Here, the planar resistivity com-
ponent ρxx(β) is obtained by inverting the conductivity

matrix. We observed that the magnetoconductivity in-
creases monotonically with the magnetic field and follows
the B2 dependence due to the presence of Berry curva-
ture and OMM leading to the decrease in magnetorestiv-
ity or negative MR. The planar MR [MRxx(β)] follows
the angular dependence of cos2 β. The decrease in mag-
netoresistivity is maximum at β = 0 and π and minimum
at β = π/2. In Fig. 4, we have plotted the variation of
planar MR with the angle between the electric field and
magnetic field (red dashed curve). For EF > 0, the nega-
tive MR resulting from the Berry curvature and OMM is
about −1% at EF = 18.4 meV, B = 5 T and β = 0, π as
shown in Fig. 4(a). For EF < 0, the MR reaches about
−50% at EF = −6 meV, as shown in Fig. 4(b). Thus
the effects of Berry curvature and OMM are considerably
large for EF < 0. This difference in the nature of magne-
toresistance is related to the magnitudes of the velocities,
Berry curvature and OMM on the respective Fermi sur-
faces. However, it is to be noted that MR shows similar
values below and above the BTP when effects of OMM
are not included. Hence, OMM plays the major role in
creating large difference in magnitudes of MR below and
above the BTP.

β = 90˚
β = 60˚
β = 30˚
β = 0˚

β = 90˚
β = 60˚
β = 30˚
β = 0˚

M
R

B/B0
B/B0

EF > 0 EF < 0

(a) (b)

FIG. 5: The variation of magnetoresistance for the planar
geometry with the magnetic field for different angles between
E and B: (a) EF > 0, (b) EF < 0.

The out-of-plane MR is denoted by MRzz and its ex-
plicit expression is given by Eq. (A2). In Fig. 4, the
blue solid lines show the variation of MRzz with the an-
gle which appears to be constant as it is independent of
angle (β).

The plots of variation of planar MR with the magnetic
field for different angles between E and B are shown in
Fig. 5. For EF > 0, when B/B0 = 0.4, the change in
MR [MRxx(β = 0)− MRxx(β = π/2)] resulting from the
Berry curvature and OMM is about −0.2% as shown in
Fig. 5(a). When EF < 0, the change in MR reaches
about −9% as shown in Fig. 5(b) at the same magnetic
field.

Dependence on Rashba coupling parameter (α):
The variation of magnetoresistance with α is plotted in
Fig. 6(a) and 6(b). For EF > 0, the absolute value of
MR increases with α whereas for EF < 0, it decreases
with α. The dependence of planar Hall conductivity on
Rashba strength is depicted in Fig. 6(c) and 6(d). When
EF > 0, the PHC increases with α whereas for EF < 0,
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the PHC decreases with α.

𝐸𝐹 > 0 𝐸𝐹 < 0

(a) (a)

(c) (d)

(S
/m

)

(S
/m

)

FIG. 6: The variation of magnetoresistance with α at B = 5
T and α0 = 10−10 eV-m for the cases: (a) EF > 0, (b) EF <
0. The α-dependence of PHC for (c) EF > 0 and (d) EF <
0.

The above results are obtained by neglecting the
effect of Lorentz force. When E and B are parallel, the
Lorentz force trivially vanishes and only the BC effects
prevail. When there is a finite angle between E and B,
the Lorentz force leads to the additional corrections in
the magnetoconductivities. However, it is known that
Lorentz force does not contribute to the MR of single
band systems with parabolic dispersion70. Since the
dispersion in this system is approximately parabolic for
large EF , the Lorentz force contribution in MR can be
neglected.

Case 2: B ‖ ẑ
For the magnetic field along z-direction, i.e., B = Bẑ.

The conductivity matrix equation takes the following di-
agonal form:JxJy
Jz

 =

σ
(0)
xx + σ

(2)
xx 0 0

0 σ
(0)
yy + σ

(2)
yy 0

0 0 σ
(0)
zz + σ

(2)
zz


ExEy
Ez

 .

(33)
The diagonal component of conductivity quadratic in B
is calculated to be

σ̃(2)
xx = σ̃(2)

yy =
(√

2B̃2

120π2

)[(
Ẽ2
F − ẼF + 2

)
Ẽ2
F

√
ẼF + 1

]
, (34)

σ̃(2)
zz =

(√
2B̃2

120π2

)[(8Ẽ2
F + 27ẼF + 26

)
Ẽ2
F

√
ẼF + 1

]
. (35)

Magnetoresistance: The longitudinal MR (MRzz) is
given by Eq. (A3). And the expression of perpendicular
MR (MRxx) is obtained as Eq. (A4). In Fig. 7(a), when
EF > 0, the negative longitudinal MR is about −1% and
the perpendicular MR reaches around −0.04% at B =
5 T. When EF < 0, the longitudinal MR reaches about

M
R

B/B0

(a)

(b)

EF > 0 EF < 0

B/B0

(a) (b)

FIG. 7: Plot of MR of noncentrosymmetric metals as a func-
tion of magnetic field for the B ‖ ẑ case: (a) EF > 0, (b)
EF < 0. The red dashed curve represents the longitudinal
MR (MRzz) and the blue curve depicts the perpendicular MR
(MRxx).

−50% and the perpendicular MR reaches about −33%,
thus it is clear that the Berry curvature and OMM effects
on MR are considerably large as shown in Fig. 7(b) at
the same magnetic field.

V. THERMOELECTRIC TRANSPORT

A. Formalism

The magnetization current in Eq. (17) is not observ-
able in conventional transport experiments, as it is lo-
calized current calculated from the self-rotation of the
wave packet. Thus, it does not contribute to transport.
Therefore, the transport current is defined as60,71

jtrans = jlocal −∇r ×M(r), (36)

where M(r) is the total orbital magnetization in real
space. The transport current is related to the global
motion of center of mass of the wave packet and con-
tributes to the boundary current and is analogous to the
free current in the classical electrodynamics72.

The equilibrium magnetization density upto first order
in magnetic field at finite temperatures is defined as60

F = − 1
β

∑
λ=±1

∫
[dk]Dλ

k ln[1 + e−β(Ẽλk−µ)]. (37)

The magnetization for the given chemical potential and
temperature is given by M = − (∂F/∂B)µ,T and

M(r) =
∑
λ=±1

∫
[dk]Dλ

k(mλ
k)f̃λeq

+ 1
β

∑
λ=±1

∫
[dk]

(
eΩλ

k
~

)
ln[1 + e−β(Ẽλk−µ)].

(38)

This is the general expression for equilibrium orbital
magnetization density valid at non-zero magnetic field
and arbitrary temperatures. Using Eqs. (17) and (38) in
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Eq. (36), the transport current is given by

jtrans = −e
∑
λ=±1

∫
[dk]Dλ

k(ṙλ)f̃λr,k

−∇r ×
1
β

∑
λ=±1

∫
[dk]

(
eΩλ

k
~

)
ln[1 + e−β(Ẽλk−µ)].

(39)
The first term represents the usual charge current in-
cluding the non-equilibrium correction to the first order
in gradient of temperature which leads to the result de-
pending on relaxation process (depending on τ). The
second term is the Berry phase correction to the magne-
tization. It is also defined upto first order in the statisti-
cal forces but independent of relaxation time and hence
an intrinsic property of the system.

The Berry curvature and OMM dependent thermoelec-
tric conductivity matrix defined linear in ∇T is obtained
as

αij = ekB
~

∑
λ=±1

∫
[dk]εijlΩλ,lk ξλk − eτ

∑
λ=±1

∫
[dk](Dλ

k)−1

(Ẽλk − µ)
T

(
ṽλi + e

~
Bi(ṽλk ·Ωλ

k)
)

(
ṽλj + e

~
Bj(ṽλk ·Ωλ

k)
)(
−
∂f̃λeq

∂Ẽλk

)
,

(40)
with ξλk defined as ξλk = β(Ẽλk−µ)f̃λeq +ln[1+e−β(Ẽλk−µ)].
The first term in Eq. (40) describes the purely anomalous
thermoelectric effect57,60 in the absence of magnetic field.

In the low-temperature limit (kBT � EF ), the

𝑉𝑥𝑦

x

y

z

β
𝐵T1

𝛻𝑇

T2

FIG. 8: Schematic illustration for the measurement of the pla-
nar Nernst coefficent in noncentrosymmetric metals. A tem-
perature gradient dT/dx produces a BC induced transverse
electric field due to the co-planar component of the magnetic
field.

thermoelectric conductivity can be expressed in terms of
electrical conductivity using Mott relation60,68 given as

αij = −π
2k2
BT

3e

(
∂σij
∂E

)
E=EF

. (41)

Thermopower : The thermopower is defined for an open
circuit and therefore, we will keep electric current to be
zero in Eq. (15) and thus, the temperature gradient gen-
erates the electric field as

Ei = νij(∇jT ). (42)

The thermopower matrix can be evaluated using ν =
σ−1α. The diagonal components (νii) denotes the con-
ventional thermopower or Seebeck coefficient which de-
scribes the electric response along the direction of tem-
perature gradient. The off-diagonal components (νij) de-
notes the Nernst coefficients (NC). An anomalous (con-
ventional) Nernst effect measures the thermoelectric volt-
age induced transverse to the temperature gradient in
the presence of out-of-plane Berry curvature (magnetic
field). The planar Nernst effect38,57 occurs in the con-
figuration when the temperature gradient, magnetic field
and the induced voltage are co-planar such that the volt-
age induced is transverse to the temperature gradient as
depicted in Fig. 8. The planar component of B due to
BC gives rise to PNE (also known as transverse ther-
mopower).

B. Results

Case 1: B ⊥ ẑ
The thermoelectric conductivity matrix takes the fol-

lowing form

α =

αD + α
(2)
xx α

(2)
xy 0

α
(2)
yx αD + α

(2)
yy 0

0 0 αD + α
(2)
zz

 . (43)

The different elements of thermoelectric conductivity ma-
trix can be obtained from the corresponding elements of
conductivity matrix, i.e., Eq. (23) using Eq. (41) as

α̃D = −2
√

2
18

 3ẼF + 4√
(ẼF + 1)

 , (44)

α̃(2)
xx = −

√
2B̃2

720

[(
−Ẽ4

F + 3Ẽ3
F − 8Ẽ2

F − 8ẼF
Ẽ4
F (ẼF + 1)3/2

)
sin2 β +

(
−8Ẽ4

F − 81Ẽ3
F − 184Ẽ2

F − 104ẼF
Ẽ4
F (ẼF + 1)3/2

)
cos2 β

]
, (45)
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α̃(2)
yy (β) = α̃(2)

xx (π/2− β),

and

α̃(2)
zz = −

√
2B̃2

720

(
−Ẽ4

F + 3Ẽ3
F − 8Ẽ2

F − 8ẼF
Ẽ4
F (ẼF + 1)3/2

)
, (46)

α̃(2)
xy = α̃(2)

yx = −
√

2B̃2

720

(
−7Ẽ4

F − 84Ẽ3
F − 176Ẽ2

F − 96ẼF
Ẽ4
F (ẼF + 1)3/2

)
cosβ sin β. (47)

The thermopower matrix is given as:

ν =

νD + ν
(2)
xx ν

(2)
xy 0

ν
(2)
yx νD + ν

(2)
yy 0

0 0 νD + ν
(2)
zz

 , (48)

where the various elements of thermopower matrix can
be obtained using Eqs. (23) and (43) in Eq. (42) as

ν̃D = α̃D
σ̃D

= −π
2

6

(
3ẼF + 4

(ẼF + 1)(ẼF + 2)

)
. (49)

We have defined α̃ = α/
(
eτK2

BTE
1/2
α m1/2

~3

)
and ν̃ =

β (degree) β (degree)

B/B0 B/B0

ν𝑥𝑥
ν𝑧𝑧

(a) (b)

(c)
(d)

EF < 0EF > 0

ν𝑥𝑥
ν𝑧𝑧

FIG. 9: The angular dependence of the planar SC for B =
5 T in the planar geometry when (a) EF > 0, (b) EF < 0.
The dependence of the longitudinal SC (orange curve) and
the out-of-plane SC (blue curve) with the magnetic field for
(c) EF > 0 and (d) EF < 0.

ν/
(
K2
BT
eEα

)
as scaled thermoelectric conductivity and

thermopower respectively.
The SC in the planar configuration (ν̃xx(β)) is given

by Eq. (B1) with ν̃yy(β) = ν̃xx(π/2 − β). The angular
dependence of the planar SC is given by Fig. 9(a) and
9(b). The out-of-plane SC (νzz) is given by Eq. (B2).
The longitudinal SC (ν̃xx(β = 0)) and the out-of-plane
SC dependence on the magnetic field is depicted in Fig.
9(c) and 9(d). The magnetic field reduces the Seebeck

coefficient in presence of Berry curvature, which results
in negative Seebeck effect.

The planar Nernst coefficient obtained for the planar
configuration is given by Eq. (B3). The PNC shows the
same angular dependence of cosβ sin β as in the case of
planar Hall conductivity, therefore, it is finite in all direc-
tions except at β = 0 and π/2 and attains the maximum
at an odd multiple of π/4. Fig. 10(a) and 10(b) shows
the dependence of PNC on the planar angle between E
and B and the B-dependence of PNC is depicted in Fig.
10(c) and 10(d).

β = 45˚

β = 60˚

β = 20˚

β (degree)

B/B0 B/B0

β (degree)

EF > 0 EF < 0

(a)

(
b
)

(c) (d)
β = 45˚

β = 60˚

β = 20˚

β = 45˚

β = 60˚

β = 20˚

(b)

(c) (d)

B = 5 T

B = 3 T

B = 1 T

B = 5 T

B = 3 T

B = 1 T

(a) (b)

FIG. 10: The angular dependence of planar NC with the angle
between the E and B for the planar geometry: (a) EF > 0,
(b) EF < 0. The plots (c) and (d) shows the variation of the
planar NC with the magnetic field for EF >0 and EF < 0
respectively.

Case 2: B ‖ ẑ
The thermoelectric conductivity matrix takes the fol-

lowing diagonal form:

α =

αD + α
(2)
xx 0 0

0 αD + α
(2)
yy 0

0 0 αD + α
(2)
zz

 , (50)

where

α̃(2)
xx = α̃(2)

yy = −
√

2B̃2

720

[
−Ẽ4

F + 3Ẽ3
F − 8Ẽ2

F − 8ẼF
Ẽ4
F (ẼF + 1)3/2

]
.

(51)
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B/B0B/B0

ν𝑥𝑥
ν𝑧𝑧

(a) (b)

EF > 0 EF < 0

ν𝑥𝑥
ν𝑧𝑧

FIG. 11: Dependence of the SC as a function of magnetic field
for the B ‖ ẑ case: (a) EF > 0, (b) EF < 0. The blue curve
represents the longitudinal SC (νzz) and the orange curve
depicts the perpendicular SC (νxx).

α̃(2)
zz = −

√
2B̃2

720

[
−8Ẽ4

F − 81Ẽ3
F − 184Ẽ2

F − 104ẼF
Ẽ4
F (ẼF + 1)3/2

]
.

(52)
The thermopower matrix is obtained using Eqs. (33)

and (50) in Eq. (42) as:

ν =

νD + ν
(2)
xx 0 0

0 νD + ν
(2)
yy 0

0 0 νD + ν
(2)
zz

 , (53)

The thermopower matrix has no off-diagonal compo-
nents in this parallel configuration, therefore no Nernst
coefficients. The diagonal components, i.e., the longitu-
dinal SC (ν̃zz) and the perpendicular SC (ν̃xx) obtained
are given by Eqs. (B4) and (B5) respectively (figure 11).

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have studied the magnetoelectric and
magnetothermal transport phenomena in noncentrosym-
metric metals using semiclassical Boltzmann transport
formalism by incorporating the effects of BC and OMM.
The OMM enters the energy-dispersion relation in the
form of Zeeman-like coupling term which modifies the

velocity of the Bloch electrons. We have worked out the
magnetoconductivity matrix for two orientations of mag-
netic field with respect to the z-axis (representing the
unit normal to the current-voltage plane) – B ⊥ ẑ and
B ‖ ẑ.

We find that the magnetoconductivity increases mono-
tonically with the magnetic field and follows the B2 de-
pendence due to the presence of Berry curvature and
OMM resulting in negative MR for both the orientations.
For the case of B ⊥ ẑ, the planar Hall effect is observed
in the system. It is distinct from the Berry curvature
induced anomalous Hall effect and the Lorentz force me-
diated Hall effect as the transverse conductivities corre-
sponding to these two effects are antisymmetric in spatial
indices.

The PHC and MR show the usual angular dependence
of sin β cosβ and cos2 β respectively as shown in previous
works55,57. For EF close to −Eα, we get giant negative
magnetoresistance with maximum value of about −50%
(for E ‖ B) and minimum value of −33% (for E ⊥ B)
for typical values of Rashba strength and when EF < 0,
the maximum MR is about −1%. This difference in the
nature of magnetoresistance below and above the BTP is
related to the magnitudes of the velocities, Berry curva-
ture and OMM on the respective Fermi surfaces, where
OMM plays the key role. For the case B ‖ ẑ, the conduc-
tivity matrix takes the diagonal form with quadratic-B
dependence components implying the absence of any Hall
response. The absolute magnetoresistance and planar
Hall conductivity show a decreasing (increasing) trend
with Rashba coupling parameter for Fermi energy lesser
(greater) than zero.

The thermopower matrix is obtained from the conduc-
tivity matrix using Mott relation. For the case of B ⊥ ẑ,
we note that the PNE and negative Seebeck effect have
same angular dependence as that of PHC and MR re-
spectively. When B ‖ ẑ, the conductivity matrix takes
the diagonal form with no Nernst coefficient.
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Appendix A: Electrical transport

Here, we present the final expressions of magnetoresistance for the different orientations of magnetic field.
For the case of B ⊥ ẑ (planar geometry), the planar MR is calculated as

MR = −1 +
[
40Ẽ2

F

(
2 + 3ẼF + Ẽ2

F

){
160Ẽ2

F

(
2 + 3ẼF + Ẽ2

F

)
+ B̃2 (28 + 26ẼF + 9Ẽ2

F

)
− B̃2 (24 + 28ẼF + 7Ẽ2

F

)
cos 2β

}]/[
6400Ẽ4

F

(
2 + 3ẼF + Ẽ2

F

)2 + B̃4(52 + 28ẼF

+ 15Ẽ2
F + 19Ẽ3

F + 8Ẽ4
F

)
+ 80B̃2Ẽ2

F

(
56 + 136ẼF + 124Ẽ2

F + 53Ẽ3
F + 9Ẽ4

F

) ]
.

(A1)

The out-of-plane MR is obtained as

MRzz = −1 + 80Ẽ2
F (1 + ẼF )(2 + ẼF )

B̃2
(
2− ẼF + Ẽ2

F

)
+ 80Ẽ2

F

(
2 + 3ẼF + Ẽ2

F

) . (A2)

For the other case of B ‖ ẑ, we calculate the longitudinal MR to be

MRzz = −1 +
80Ẽ2

F

(
2 + 3ẼF + Ẽ2

F

)
80Ẽ2

F

(
2 + 3ẼF + Ẽ2

F

)
+ B̃2

(
26 + 27ẼF + 8Ẽ2

F

) . (A3)

The perpendicular MR is given by

MRxx = −1 +
80Ẽ2

F

(
2 + 3ẼF + Ẽ2

F

)
B̃2
(
2− ẼF + Ẽ2

F

)
+ 80Ẽ2

F

(
2 + 3ẼF + Ẽ2

F

) . (A4)

Appendix B: Thermoelectric transport

In this Appendix, we provide the results of thermoelectric transport coefficients for the different configurations of
the magnetic field.

For the case of B ⊥ ẑ (planar geometry), the SC in the planar configuration is given by

ν̃xx =
[
π2

{
2
(
− 3200Ẽ5

F (1 + Ẽ2
F )
(
8 + 10ẼF + 3Ẽ2

F

)
− 40B̃2Ẽ2

F (1 + ẼF )2 (−112− 80ẼF + 9Ẽ3
F

)
+ B̃4 (104 + 172ẼF + 71Ẽ2

F + 32Ẽ3
F + 19Ẽ4

F + 4Ẽ5
F

))
+ 5B̃2ẼF (1 + ẼF )

[
B̃2 (−16 + 4ẼF + 7Ẽ2

F

)
+ 16ẼF

(
96 + 272ẼF + 264Ẽ2

F + 105Ẽ3
F + 14Ẽ4

F

) ]
cos 2β

}]/[
6ẼF (1 + ẼF )

{
6400Ẽ4

F

(
2 + 3ẼF + Ẽ2

F

)2

+ B̃4 (52 + 28ẼF + 15Ẽ2
F + 19Ẽ3

F + 8Ẽ4
F

)
+ 80B̃2Ẽ2

F

(
56 + 136ẼF + 124Ẽ2

F + 53Ẽ3
F + 9Ẽ4

F

)}]
.

(B1)

The out-of-plane SC is calculated as

ν̃zz =
π2 [−80Ẽ3

F

(
4 + 7ẼF + 3Ẽ2

F

)
+ B̃2 (8 + 8ẼF − 3Ẽ2

F + Ẽ3
F

)]
6ẼF (1 + ẼF )

[
B̃2
(
2− ẼF + Ẽ2

F

)
+ 80Ẽ2

F

(
2 + 3ẼF + Ẽ2

F

)] . (B2)

The coefficient of the planar Nernst effect is given by

ν̃(2)
xy = 5B̃2π2

[
B̃2 (−16 + 4ẼF + 7Ẽ2

F

)
+ 16ẼF

(
96 + 272ẼF + 264Ẽ2

F + 105Ẽ3
F + 14Ẽ4

F

) ]
sin 2β

/

6
[

6400Ẽ4
F

(
2 + 3ẼF + Ẽ2

F

)2 + B̃4 (52 + 28ẼF + 15Ẽ2
F + 19Ẽ3

F + 8Ẽ4
F

)
+ 80B̃2Ẽ2

F

(
56 + 136ẼF + 124Ẽ2

F + 53Ẽ3
F + 9Ẽ4

F

) ]
.

(B3)



12

For the other case of B ‖ ẑ, the longitudinal SC is calculated as

ν̃zz =
π2 [−80Ẽ3

F

(
4 + 7ẼF + 3Ẽ2

F

)
+ B̃2 (104 + 184ẼF + 81Ẽ2

F + 8Ẽ3
F

)]
6ẼF (1 + ẼF )

[
80Ẽ2

F

(
2 + 3ẼF + Ẽ2

F

)
+ B̃2

(
26 + 27ẼF + 8Ẽ2

F

)] . (B4)

The perpendicular SC is obtained as

ν̃xx = νyy =
π2 [−80Ẽ3

F

(
4 + 7ẼF + 3Ẽ2

F

)
+ B̃2 (8 + 8ẼF − 3Ẽ2

F + Ẽ3
F

)]
6ẼF (1 + ẼF )

[
B̃2
(
2− ẼF + Ẽ2

F

)
+ 80Ẽ2

F

(
2 + 3ẼF + Ẽ2

F

)] . (B5)
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