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In a recent experiment on the interlayer magnetoresistance in the quasi-two-dimensional organic
salt, α-(BEDT-TTF)2I3, it has been observed that at low temperatures, interlayer tunneling attains
phase coherence, leading to the emergence of a three-dimensional electronic structure. Theoreti-
cally and experimentally it has been suggested that the system exhibits characteristics of a three-
dimensional Dirac semimetal as a consequence of broken time-reversal symmetry and inversion
symmetry. Here, we perform a theoretical calculation of the magnetoconductivity under an in-plane
magnetic field and demonstrate that the system displays a planar Hall effect. Our calculations are
based on a realistic model for α-(BEDT-TTF)2I3 incorporating interlayer tunneling and the tilt of
the Dirac cone. Given that the planar Hall effect is anticipated as a consequence of chiral anomaly,
our findings provide support for the classification of α-(BEDT-TTF)2I3 as a three-dimensional Dirac
semimetal.

Massless Dirac and Weyl semimetals have been exten-
sively studied recently because of their unique and in-
triguing electrical properties [1–9]. The energy spectrum
in these systems is characterized by the touching of the
valence band and conduction band at discrete momen-
tum points. The key distinction between the Dirac/Weyl
semimetal and the two-dimensional Dirac fermion sys-
tem lies in the presence of broken time-reversal symmetry
and/or inversion symmetry. To realize a Weyl semimetal,
it is necessary to break either time-reversal symmetry or
inversion symmetry, or both. On the other hand, a Dirac
semimetal can be realized even when both time-reversal
and inversion symmetries are preserved.

Organic charge-transfer salt, α-(BEDT-TTF)2I3,
has been studied as a quasi-two-dimensional Dirac
fermion system[10–12]. (Here, BEDT-TTF is
bis(ethylenedithio)tetrathiafulvalene.) One of the
present authors theoretically predicted[13, 14] that
both time-reversal symmetry and inversion symmetry
are broken, and, as a result, the system becomes a
three-dimensional Dirac semimetal when the interlayer
tunneling becomes phase coherent at low temperatures.
The phase coherence in the interlayer tunneling is
confirmed experimentally[15] by the observation of the
peak structure in the interlayer magnetoresistance.
Furthermore, the observation of the negative mag-
netoresistance and the planar Hall effect (PHE) has
been reported recently[16] that is associated with chiral
anomaly[17–26] in a Dirac semimetal.

In this Letter, we consider a model that includes inter-
layer tunneling and the tilt of the Dirac cone that exists in
α-(BEDT-TTF)2I3 [10, 11]. Based on the semiclassical
Boltzmann equation, we compute the magnetoconduc-
tivity under in-plane magnetic fields. We show that the
system exhibits a PHE using a set of realistic parameters
for α-(BEDT-TTF)2I3.
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In the absence of the interlayer tunneling, there are
two Driac cones in the kx-ky plane[10, 11]. Upon in-
corporating interlayer tunneling between both the same
and different molecules, four Dirac cones emerge, as de-
tailed below. In contrast to systems where spin de-
generacy is lifted due to the breaking of time-reversal
symmetry caused by magnetic correlations, the spin
remains degenerate in α-(BEDT-TTF)2I3 because the
time-reversal symmetry breaking is not associated with
magnetic correlations[13]. For the sake of simplicity, we
neglect the spin degrees of freedom in the follwoing anal-
ysis.
The Hamiltonian for two of the four Dirac cones is

given by

H(k) = ℏvkxτx + ℏvkyτy − 2t2 cos(ckz)τz

+ [−2t1 cos(ckz) + ℏukx] τ0 + εD. (1)

Here kx and ky are in-plane wave numbers measured from
the Dirac point and kz is the wave number perpendicu-
lar to the kx-ky plane. We note that the position of the
Dirac point in the plane is irrelevant for the following cal-
culation, though we need to include them to make clear
the presence of the symmetry breaking. The parameter
u describes the tilt of the Dirac cone to the kx axis, and
we neglect anisotropy in the Dirac cone in the plane. c
is the lattice constant in the c-axis. τx, τy, τz are the
Pauli matrices and τ0 is the 2 × 2 identity matrix. t1
and t2 are the parameters for the interlayer tunneling.
t1 is for the tunneling between the same molecules, and
t2 is for the tunneling between the adjacent molecules
along the a-axis. When t1 ̸= 0 and t2 = 0, the Dirac
points shift along lines that are parallel to the kz axis[27].
If t2 ̸= 0, the Dirac fermions acquire mass, with the
exception at points where kz = ±π/2. Consequently,
four Dirac points emerge within the three-dimensional
Brillouin zone. The Dirac cone is type-I in the kx-ky
plane[28], so the range of the parameter u is −v < u < v.
The other two Dirac cones are described by Eq. (1) with
kx → −kx. We may assume t1 > t2 from the crystal
structure of α-(BEDT-TTF)2I3 [29]. In this case, the
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Dirac cone is type-II[30] in the kz direction. The param-
eter εD denotes the energy of the Dirac point. We assign
different values of εD to the two Dirac cones in the kx-ky
plane to incorporate the symmetry breaking.

The energy dispersion is given by E
(±)
k = (ℏv/a)Ẽ(±)

k
where

Ẽ
(±)
k = ±Ẽk − 2t̃1 cos(ckz) + ηakx + ε̃D, (2)

with ε̃D = εD/(ℏv/a) and

Ẽk =

√
a2(k2x + k2y) + 4t̃2

2
cos2(ckz). (3)

Here, a is the in-plane lattice constant. We take the
same lattice constants for a and b axes for simplicity. We
defined the following dimensionless parameters,

t̃1 =
t1

ℏv/a
, t̃2 =

t2
ℏv/a

, η =
u

v
. (4)

Taking a = 1.0× 10−9 m and v = 5.0× 104 m/s, we find
ℏv/a = 3.3× 10−2 eV.

Figure 1(a) shows the energy dispersion in the plane
and Fig. 1(b) shows that in the kz direction. We see that
the Dirac cone is type-I in the kx-ky plane and type-II in
the kz axis as stated above. Figure 1(c) shows the Fermi
surface. If the Fermi energy is larger than t1 and t2, the
Fermi surface is a warped cylinder[15]. For α-(BEDT-
TTF)2I3, the Fermi energy is expected to be smaller than
t1 and t2[15]. In this case, the Fermi surface splits into
a single electronic Fermi surface and two hole Fermi sur-
faces as shown in Fig. 1(c). Because of the tilt parameter
η, which is slightly lower than one[28], the Fermi surface
is largely deformed.

We calculate the magnetoconductivity using the semi-
classical Boltzmann equation employing the relaxation
time approximation. The application of the Boltzmann
equation is justified when ωcτ < 1 with ωc being the cy-
clotron frequency and τ being the scattering time. There-
fore, our result is limited to the regime of relatively weak
magnetic fields. In the presence of the electric field E
and the magnetic field B, the quasiclassical equation of
motion is given by[31, 32]

ℏ
dk

dt
=

1

1 + e
ℏB ·Ωk

×
[
−evk ×B− eE− e2

ℏ
(B ·E)Ωk

]
, (5)

dr

dt
=

1

1 + e
ℏB ·Ωk

×
[
vk +

e

ℏ
(Ωk · vk)B+

e

ℏ
E×Ωk

]
, (6)

where Ωk is the Berry curvature.

From the energy dispersion (2), the group velocity is
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FIG. 1. (Color online) (a) Energy dispersion of the model
described by the Hamiltonian (1) in the kx-ky plane and (b)
along the kz axis. The tilt parameter in the plane is η = 0.7,
and so the Dirac cone is type-I. The interlayer hopping
parameters are t̃1 = 0.10 and t̃2 = 0.05, and so the Dirac
cone is type-II in the kz axis. (c) The Fermi surface around
the two Dirac cones. The Fermi energy is set to be zero and
we set εD = 0.03. The Fermi surface consists of three
portions: the middle one is the electron Fermi surface and
the other two are the hole Fermi surfaces.

given by

v
(±)
k =v

(
±akx

Ẽk

+ η,±aky

Ẽk

,

∓4 c
a t̃2

2
sin(ckz) cos(ckz)

Ẽk

+ 2
c

a
t̃1 sin(ckz)

)
. (7)

The Berry curvature[33] is given by

Ω
(±)
k =

(
∓2a2cτ̃2kx sin(ckz)

2Ẽ3
k

,∓2a2cτ̃2ky sin(ckz)

2Ẽ3
k

,

±2a2τ̃2 cos(ckz)

2Ẽ3
k

)
. (8)

Here, v
(+)
k and Ω

(+)
k are for the positive energy state,

Ẽ
(+)
k , and v

(−)
k and Ω

(−)
k are for the negative energy

state, Ẽ
(−)
k .

Now we consider the contribution from the chiral
anomaly and omit the term related to the anomalous
Hall effect. From the Boltzmann equation, we obtain the



3

equations for the magnetoconductivities[20, 21]:

σ(±)
xx =

2e2τ

(2π)3

∫
d3k

[
−f ′

eq

(
E

(±)
k

)] 1

1 + e
ℏB ·Ω(±)

k

×
[
v(±)
x +

e

ℏ
Bx(v

(±)
k ·Ω(±)

k )
]2

, (9)

σ(±)
xy =

2e2τ

(2π)3

∫
d3k

[
−f ′

eq

(
E

(±)
k

)] 1

1 + e
ℏB ·Ω(±)

k

×
[
v(±)
x +

e

ℏ
Bx(v

(±)
k ·Ω(±)

k )
]

×
[
v(±)
y +

e

ℏ
By(v

(±)
k ·Ω(±)

k )
]
, (10)

where feq is the equilibrium Fermi-Dirac distribution
function. We compute the components of the positive
energy state, denoted by superscript (+) and the nega-
tive energy state, denoted by superscript (−), separately.
Here, the magnetic field is given by B = (Bx, By, 0) =
(B cosϕ,B sinϕ, 0). In order to obtain the total mag-

netoconductivity, we take the sum of σ
(+)
xx + σ

(−)
xx and

σ
(+)
xy + σ

(−)
xy . We also calculate the contribution from the

other two Dirac cones. The splitting of each Dirac cone in
the kz direction results in a twofold multiplication factor.

The result is shown in Fig. 2. We subtract the con-
stant value σ0

xx from σxx, and the oscillating component
σxx − σ0

xx is shown in Fig. 2(a). As for σxy, we denote it
as σPHE

xy in Fig. 2(b) to explicitly indicate that its con-
tribution originates from the planar Hall effect. They
are plotted as the function of ϕ for different values of
b = (a/ℓB)

2
with ℓB =

√
ℏ/eB the magnetic length. b

is defined as the dimensionless magnetic field parameter.
At B = 1 T, b = 1.5 × 10−3. The unit of conductivity
is σ0 = e2τv/(2π3ℏac). For the interlayer tunneling pa-
rameters, t̃1 and t̃2, we take t̃1 = 0.10 and t̃2 = 0.05.
For the tilt parameter we take η = 0.7. This set of pa-
rameters is reasonable for α-(BEDT-TTF)2I3. We note
that both σxx − σ0

xx and σPHE
xy exhibit the periodicity of

π. This oscillating behavior can be associated with the
chiral anomaly[20, 21]. Qualitatively similar behavior is
observed in a recent experiment[16].

We also examined the magnetic field parameter b de-
pendence of the amplitude of σxx − σ0

xx and σPHE
xy as

shown in Fig. 3(a). We find that the amplitude varies
quadratically with the magnetic field. If there remains
the effect associated with the tilt of the Dirac cone, we
may expect a linear dependence, but there is no such
component. This is understood by complete cancellation
between the contribution from the Dirac cones with op-
posite tilts and chiralities. We note that the amplitudes
of σxx − σ0

xx is slightly larger than σPHE
xy . This behavior

is qualitatively in agreement with experimental obser-
vations, where the amplitude of σxx − σ0

xx is ten times
larger than that of σPHE

xy at 3 T[16]. The difference of
the amplitutdes is associated with the inteplay between
the tilt parameter dependence of the group velocity and
the density of states. To make clear the tilt parameter
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FIG. 2. (Color online) (a) Longitudinal conductivity and
(b) planar Hall conductivity as the function of ϕ for different
values of b. The unit of conductivity is σ0 = e2τv/(2π3ℏac).
The constant component is subtracted from σxx. The
parameters are t̃1 = 0.10, t̃2 = 0.05, and η = 0.7. For the
Dirac point energies, we set εD/(ℏv/a) = 0.5 for two Dirac
cones along the kz axis and εD/(ℏv/a) = −0.4 for the other
two Dirac cones.

dependence, we calculate η dependence of σxx − σ0
xx and

σPHE
xy as shown in Fig. 3(b). When η = 0, there is no dif-

ference in the amplitudes of σxx − σ0
xx and σPHE

xy . Their
difference increases as we increase η. However, the result
depends on the choice of two values of εD. If we take a
different set of values for εD, we obtain a different η de-
pendence. The energy dispersion exhibits particle-hole
symmetry; however, the integrands in Eqs. (9) and (10)
do not. Consequently, the η dependence of σxx−σ0

xx and
σPHE
xy is non-trivial.
To conclude, we have shown that the magnetoconduc-

tivity exhibit PHE in a realistic model for α-(BEDT-
TTF)2I3. Since α-(BEDT-TTF)2I3 does not show any
indication of ferromagnetism[34], the presence of PHE
suggests the chiral anomaly effect that is associated with
a three-dimensional Dirac semimetal. While our analy-
sis is confined to a small magnetic field range due to the
utilization of the semiclassical Boltzmann equation, we
anticipate the occurrence of the PHE at high magnetic
fields, provided there is no qualitative change between the
low and high magnetic field regimes. This seems to be
consistent with the recent experiment[16]. In conjunc-
tion with the experimental findings[15, 16], our results
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FIG. 3. (Color online) (a) The magnetic field dependence
of the amplitudes of σxx − σ0

xx and σPHE
xy using the same

parameters as in Fig. 2. The amplitude varies quadratically
with the magnetic field and there is no linear term. (b) The
tilt parameter dependence of the amplitudes of σxx − σ0

xx

and σPHE
xx at b = 0.001.

provide strong support for the classification of α-(BEDT-
TTF)2I3 as a three-dimensional Dirac semimetal under
conditions of low temperatures and high pressures.
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