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The phenomenon of nonlinear transport has attracted tremendous interest within the condensed
matter community. We present a theoretical framework for nonlinear transport based on the
nonequilibrium retarded Green’s function, and examine the impact of disorder on nonlinear mag-
netotransport in Weyl semimetals (WSMs). It is demonstrated that bilinear magnetoconductivity
can be induced in disordered WSMs by several mechanisms, including impurity-induced tilting of
the Weyl cones, Lorentz-force-induced normal orbital magnetic moment, and chiral anomaly arising
from the Berry-curvature-induced anomalous orbital magnetic moment. Additionally, we observe
that the localization of Weyl fermions by impurity scattering will lead to resonant dips in both the
chiral chemical potential and magnetoconductivity when the Fermi energy approaches the impurity
resonance states. Our findings offer a theoretical proposition for modulating nonreciprocal transport
in topological semimetals.

I. INTRODUCTION

Weyl semimetals (WSMs) are members of the topolog-
ical semimetal family, well-known for hosting low-energy
Weyl fermion excitation with well-defined chirality near
the Weyl nodes[1–9]. The Weyl nodes always come in
pairs of opposite chiralities connected by nonclosed Fermi
arc surface states in momentum space, acting as sources
and sinks of the Berry curvature. WSMs can be classified
into two categories: inversion symmetry-broken WSMs
and time-reversal symmetry-broken WSMs, with the
Weyl nodes separated in momentum and energy space,
respectively. One of the most distinctive features of
WSMs is the chiral anomaly, i.e., a population difference
between opposite-chirality Weyl valleys can be induced
by nonorthogonal electric and magnetic fields[10–13].
The chiral anomaly can give rise to various observable
phenomena, such as the negative magnetoresistance[14–
17], quantum oscillations[18, 19] and topological pump-
ing effects[20].

In recent studies, there have been proposals for
chiral-anomaly-induced nonlinear transport phenomena
in WSMs, such as the nonlinear Hall effect[21–23]. The
nonlinear Hall effect, initially introduced by Sodemann
and Fu[24], is a new member of the Hall family and
has attracted great interest both theoretically and ex-
perimentally in recent years[25–33]. Unlike its linear
counterpart[34, 35], the nonlinear Hall effect typically
requires the breaking of inversion symmetry instead of
time-reversal symmetry. The nonlinear Hall effect has
been observed in inversion symmetry-broken WSMs[36].
Additionally, the nonlinear anomalous Hall effect induced

∗Electronic address: dengmingxun@scnu.edu.cn
†Electronic address: wangruiqiang@m.scnu.edu.cn

by the Berry curvature dipole has also been realized in
WSMs[24, 37, 38]. In addition to the intrinsic contribu-
tions, extrinsic mechanisms, such as the nonlinear side
jump and skew-scattering[39–41], can also contribute to
the nonlinear transport. Furthermore, besides giving rise
to nontrivial nonlinear responses in the weak magnetic
field regime, the nonlinear conductivities can exhibit
quantum oscillation behavior owing to the Landau level
quantization in the strong magnetic field limit[42]. More
interestingly, when the nonlinear effects become signifi-
cant for the applied external field getting larger, the vio-
lation of reciprocity principles elucidated by Onsager[43]
can take place, resulting in nonreciprocal transport be-
havior underpin the functionality of key electronic de-
vices like diodes and photodetectors[44, 45].

The previous theoretical studies were mostly based on
the Boltzmann theory, where the electric and magnetic
fields are treated perturbatively and incorporated into
transport via the semiclassical equations of motion[35,
46]. This framework, extensively utilized for exploring
transport properties in topological materials[10–13, 37–
41], provides an intuitive understanding of topological
transport phenomena. However, the Berry curvature
within the semiclassical equations becomes ill-defined
at the gap-closing points. Consequently, both linear
and nonlinear magnetoconductivities predicted by the
semiclassical theory exhibit unphysical divergence as the
Fermi energy approaches the Weyl nodes[21–23]. This
contrasts with the results obtained from the quantum
Boltzmann theory in strong magnetic field regimes[16,
17, 42]. A unified theory across the weak and strong mag-
netic field limits is still lacking for nonlinear transport.
Besides, the Boltzmann equation relies on phenomeno-
logical relaxation processes to determine the distribution
function, where the constant relaxation time approxima-
tion is often employed[10–13, 37–41]. In real disordered
systems, impurity scattering processes can lead not only
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to quasimomentum and energy relaxations but also to
the emergence of impurity resonance states[17, 47, 48].
The constant relaxation time approximation falls short
in describing these states.
In this work, we develop a unified theory based on

the retarded Green’s function and explore the nonlin-
ear magnetotransport in disordered WSMs, where the
impurity-resonance states are taken into account. We
find that bilinear magnetoconductivity that is linearly
dependent on both electric and magnetic fields can be
induced by several mechanisms in disordered WSMs,
including impurity-induced tilting of the Weyl cones,
Lorentz-force induced orbital magnetic moment, and the
Berry-curvature induced anomalous orbital magnetic mo-
ment. We identify three key features in the second-order
nonlinear conductivity: (i) The nonlinear anomalous Hall
conductivity and orbital-magnetic-moment induced non-
linear Hall conductivity exhibit a linear dependence on
lifetime, while other nonlinear conductivities, such as the
Drude conductivity, show a quadratic dependence. (ii)
A finite quadratic-in-lifetime nonlinear conductivity re-
quires at least two identical subscripts, whereas linear-
in-lifetime nonlinear conductivities require at least two
different subscripts. (iii) The chiral anomaly can in-
duce both the linear- and quadratic-in-lifetime nonlin-
ear magnetoconductivity, with the former (latter) being
a constant (vanishing) for EF → 0 and becoming B/E2

F

(B/EF ) dependent for |EF | ≫ 1. This contrasts with the
B2/E2

F dependence in the linear case, where EF is the
Fermi energy. Additionally, due to the impurity-induced
resonance states, resonant dips are observed in both chi-
ral anomaly and nonlinear conductivities with variations
in the Fermi energy.
The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec.

II, we present the theory based on the retarded Green’s
function and derive the corresponding formula for current
density in Sec. III. Subsequently, in Sec. IV, we derive
the nonequilibrium retarded Green’s function for disor-
dered WSMs, followed by a discussion on the current-
induced anomalous orbital magnetic moment in Sec. V.
The chiral anomaly and nonlinear magnetoconductivity
in disordered WSMs are analyzed in Secs. VI and VII,
respectively. Finally, a concise summary is provided in
the last section.

II. THEORY BASED ON THE RETARDED

GREEN’S FUNCTION

We start from a general system subjected to external
fields, which can be described by the Hamiltonian

H =

∫

d3rΨ†(r)H(r)Ψ(r), (1)

where H(r) = Ĥ0 + V̂ (r) + Ĥex (r) is the local single-
particle Hamiltonian and Ψ(r) is the fermion annihilation

operator at position r. Specifically, Ĥ0 possesses the spa-
tial translation symmetry which governs the energy-band

quasiparticles. V̂ (r) =
∑

n Vnδ (r −Rn) denotes the

scattering potential by impurities or defects. Ĥex (r) =

qΦ − Ĵ · A − M̂s · B couples the local charge q, mag-
netic moment M̂s and current density Ĵ = qṙ to exter-
nal fields. Here, the external electric and magnetic fields
can be denoted by E = −∇Φ− ∂tA and B = ∇×A, in
which Φ and A are the electromagnetic scalar and vector
potentials, respectively.
Provided the external fields are homogeneous in real

space, we can rewrite Ĥex (r) = −r · F̂ − M̂s · B with
the generalized force defined as[20, 49]

F̂ = −
∂Ĥex (r)

∂r
= −∇Ĥex (r) +

d

dt

∂Ĥex (r)

∂ṙ
. (2)

Although the translational symmetry is broken by the
external fields, the plane waves, as eigenstates of the mo-
mentum operator, can form a complete system. Thus,
we can expand Ψ(r) =

∑

k
cke

ik·r and project Eq. (1)
onto momentum space, yielding

H =
∑

k

c†
k
Hkck +

∑

kk′

c†
k
(Vkk′ +Wkk′) ck′ , (3)

where Hk = e−ik·rĤ0e
ik·r and

Vkk′ =
∑

n

Vne
−i(k−k

′)·Rn , (4)

Wkk′ = Ûkk′ − M̂s ·Bδkk′ . (5)

The driving potential in Eq. (5) is given by

Ûkk′ = −i
∂δ (k − k′)

∂k
· F̂k′ (6)

with F̂k = e−ik·rF̂ eik·r. The derivation of the current
density operator is provided in the next section.
In momentum space, the retarded Green’s function is

defined as

〈〈ck|c
†
k′〉〉rt,t′ = −

i

~
Θ(t− t′)〈{ck(t), c

†
k′(t

′)}〉, (7)

with its Fourier transformGr
kk′(ǫ) = 〈〈ck|c

†
k′〉〉rǫ following

the equation of motion[50–53]

ǫ+〈〈ck|c
†
k′〉〉

r
ǫ = 〈{ck, c

†
k′}〉+ 〈〈[ck, H ] |c†

k′〉〉
r
ǫ (8)

where ǫ± = ǫ ± i0+ and Θ(x) is the heaviside function.
For simplicity, we focus on the case of dilute doping and
neglect the impurity-impurity correlation. Combining
Eqs. (3) and (8), we can derive the Dyson equation

Gr
kk′ (ǫ) = Gk(ǫ)δkk′ + Gk(ǫ)

∑

l

ÛklG
r
lk′ (ǫ), (9)

where Gk(ǫ) = [1− gk(ǫ)Σk(ǫ)]
−1
gk(ǫ) and gk(ǫ) =

(ǫ+ −Hk)
−1

are the equilibrium retarded Green’s func-
tions with and without impurity perturbation, respec-
tively. In Eq. (9), the Zeeman term −M̂s ·B has been
absorbed into the self-energy[17, 47, 48]

Σk(ǫ) = [1− Ṽk

1

N

∑

l

gl(ǫ)]
−1Ṽk, (10)
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FIG. 1: (a)-(b) The Weyl cones tilted by the Zeeman field,
with B = 0 (dashed lines) and B = 0.5 (solid lines) for (a)
oppositely tilted for s = êz and (b) identically tilted for s =
êx. (c)-(f) Evolution of the energy contour with s = êz for
(c)-(e) B = (0, 0.3, 0.5), and (f) s = êx, B = 0.5. The rest
parameters are set as ~υF = 1, λ = 0.5, ky = 0 and ni = 0.

in which Ṽk = 1
N

∑

k′〈Vkk′ 〉dis−M̂s·B and 〈· · ·〉dis means
the disordered average.
In momentum space, the ensemble average of an op-

erator Q̂ =
∑

kk′ c
†
k
Q̂kk′ck′ , can be computed using the

retarded Green’s function

〈Q̂〉 = −
1

π
Im

∫ ∞

−∞

∑

kk′

Tr
[

Q̂kk′Gr
k′k(ǫ)

]

f(ǫ)dǫ (11)

where f (ǫ) = 1/
[

e(ǫ−EF )/kBT + 1
]

is the Fermi-Dirac
distribution function. In derivation of Eq. (11), the
identity[54]

〈c†
k
ck′〉 = −i

∫ ∞

−∞

dǫ

2π
G<

k′k
(ǫ), (12)

has been employed, where G<
k′k

(ǫ) =
[Ga

k′k
(ǫ)−Gr

k′k
(ǫ)] f (ǫ) is the less Green’s function

and Ga(ǫ) = [Gr(ǫ)]
†
is the advanced Green’s function.

Substituting Eq. (6) into Eq. (11) and integrating by
parts, we can obtain

〈Q̂〉 = −
1

π
Im

∫ ∞

−∞

∑

k

Tr
[(

Q̂k +∆Q̂k

)

Gr
k(ǫ)

]

f(ǫ)dǫ,

(13)

where Q̂k = Q̂kk, ∆Q̂k = i∂kQ̂k · Gk(ǫ)F̂k and

Gr
k(ǫ) =

[

1− i∂kGk(ǫ) · F̂k

]−1

Gk(ǫ) (14)

is the nonequilibrium retarded Green’s function.

III. CURRENT DENSITY FORMULA WITH

DRIVING FIELDS

In this section, we derive the current density within the
framework of second quantization. To begin, the momen-
tum and coordinate operators can be expressed as

p̂ = ~

∑

kk′,α

kδ (k − k′) c†
kαck′α, (15)

r̂ = i
∑

kk′,α

∂δ (k − k′)

∂k
c†
kαck′α, (16)

where α denotes the internal degrees of freedom of car-

riers and {ck′α, c
†
kβ} = δk′kδαβ . It can be verified from

Eqs. (15)-(16) that [x̂µ, p̂ν ] = i~δµν
∑

k,α c
†
kαckα and

[x̂µ, x̂ν ] =
∑

k,α

(

∂c†
kα

∂kµ

∂ckα
∂kν

−
∂c†

kα

∂kν

∂ckα
∂kµ

)

. (17)

For brevity, we define the Berry curvature operator

Ω̂k = −i∂†
k
× ∂k, allowing the rewriting of Eq. (17) as

[x̂µ, x̂ν ] = iεµνρ
∑

k,α c
†
kαΩ̂k,ρckα, where εµνρ accounts

for the Levi-Civita symbol. Henceforth, the Einstein
summation convention is adopted for the directional in-
dices.
Similarly, from Eqs. (3) and (16), we can determine

Ĵ ≡ −iq [r̂, H ] /~ =
∑

k
c†
k
Ĵkck with

Ĵk =
q

~

(

∂Hk

∂k
− F̂k × Ω̂k

)

, (18)

where H̃k = Hk +Σk(ǫ) and the driving force

F̂k = −q (∇Φ+ ∂tA) + Ĵk × (∇×A) (19)

is derived from Eq. (2). Combining Eqs. (18) and (19),
an iterative equation can be derived for the current den-
sity operator

Ĵk =
qD̂−1

k

~

[

∂Hk

∂k
− qE × Ω̂k −

(

Ĵk · Ω̂k

)

B

]

. (20)

Then, substituting Eq. (20) into Eq. (11) yields

J = −
1

π
Im

∫ ∞

−∞

∑

k

Tr
[(

Ĵk +∆Ĵk

)

Gr
k
(ǫ)
]

f(ǫ)dǫ.

(21)

The phase-space factor D̂k = 1 − qΩ̂k · B/~ in the
current density operator can be eliminated by replac-
ing the summation over k with an integral[35], i.e.,
∑

k
→ 1

(2π)3

∫

d3kD̂k.

Obviously, the expectation of ṙ = Ĵk/q and k̇ = F̂k/~
can recover the semiclassical formula for the electron
wave packet dynamics[35]. However, as different from
the semiclassical formula, Eq. (21) allows evaluation of
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FIG. 2: The nonequilibrium population (left panel) and Fermi
surface (right panel) driven respectively by the (a) electric
field, (b) Lorentz force and (c) chiral anomaly.

the nonequilibrium electron transport without introduc-
ing phenomenological relaxation processes and incorpo-
rates the contribution of the Lorentz force in a nature
way. To further demonstrate this, we apply our theory
to driven disordered WSMs and investigate the second-
order nonlinear magnetotransport.

IV. NONEQUILIBRIUM RETARDED GREEN’S

FUNCTION FOR DISORDERED WSMS

We consider a WSM with a pair of Weyl nodes sep-
arated in the z axis. Around the Weyl nodes, the low-
energy quasiparticle excitation can be described by

Hχ
k
= λk2 + ~υFk · σχ, (22)

where χ = ±1 denotes the chirality, σχ = (σx, σy , χσz)
is the spin Pauli matrix and λ characterizes the particle-
hole asymmetry. Without external fields, the impurity-
free retarded Green’s function takes the form

gχ
k
(ǫ) =

∑

η

|ψχ
kη〉〈ψ

χ
kη |

ǫ+ − εχ
kη

=
1

2

∑

η

1

ǫ+ − εχ
kη

(

1 + η
k

k
· σχ

)

, (23)

where η = ±1 is the helicity of the Weyl fermions and

|ψχ
kη〉 =

(

χ cos θχ
kη, sin θ

χ
kηe

iφk

)T

is the wavefuntion for

the dispersion εχ
kη = λk2 + η~υFk. The related angles

are defined as φk = tan−1 (ky/kx) and θ
χ
kη = θk

2 + 1−ηχ
4 π

with θk = cos−1 (kz/k). Upon summing over k, the last
term in the second line of Eq. (23) vanishes, resulting in

g(ǫ) =
1

N

∑

k

gχ
k
(ǫ) =

ǫ̃2

2π2~3υ3F

(

1

2
ln
ǫ̃+ Λ

ǫ̃− Λ
−

Λ

ǫ̃

)

(24)

which is chirality-independent. Here, we define ǫ̃ = ǫ+ −
λ (ǫ/~υF)

2
and introduce a higher-energy cutoff denoted

by Λ for the dispersion. The unperturbed dispersion is
illustrated by the dashed lines in Fig. 1(a).
The disordered effect is modeled by a set of randomly-

distributed scattering potentials, consisting of a charge
potential with strength V0 and a spin-dependent po-
tential of strength VM , i.e., Vn = V0σ0 + VMsn · σ,
where sn is the direction vector of the local magnetic
moment. The Zeeman effect of the magnetic field can
be incorporated into the impurity potential by replac-
ing VMsn → VMsn − gµBB, where g denotes the Lande
factor, and µB represents Bohr magneton. Utilizing Eq.
(10), we can derive the self-energy

Σk(ǫ) = Γ+ (ǫ)− Γ− (ǫ)s · σ, (25)

where s is the mean direction of gµBB − VMsn and

Γ± (ǫ) = −
1

2

[

1

g(ǫ)− 1/V+
±

1

g(ǫ)− 1/V−

]

(26)

with V± = niV0 ± |gµBB − niVM 〈sn〉dis| and ni repre-
senting the impurity concentration.
As a result, the impurity-perturbed equilibrium re-

tarded Green’s function is given by

Gk(ǫ) =
1

ǫ+ − Γ+ (ǫ)−Hχ
k
+ Γ− (ǫ)s · σ

. (27)

Upon application of driving fields, the nonequilibrium
retarded Green’s function, as provided by Eq. (14), can
be expressed as

Gr
k(ǫ) =

1

G−1
k

(ǫ)− M̂J ·B + eE · i∂̃k
, (28)

where ∂̃k = G−1
k

(ǫ)∂kGk(ǫ) and M̂J = i∂̃k × Ĵ
χ
k

is the
magnetic moment induced by the current density

Ĵ
χ
k
=

−eD̂−1
k

~

[

∂Hχ
k

∂k
+ eE × Ω̂k −

(

Ĵ
χ
k
· Ω̂k

)

B

]

.

(29)

V. CURRENT-INDUCED ANOMALOUS

ORBITAL MAGNETIC MOMENT

From the nonequilibrium retarded Green’s function,
we can obtain the effective Hamiltonian Heff (k) = ǫ+R −

[Gr
k
(ǫ)]−1, which can be further expressed as

Heff (k) = Hχ
k
− Γ− (ǫ) s · σ + M̂J ·B − eE · i∂̃k. (30)
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Here, ǫ+R = ǫ+ − Γ+ (ǫ). As g(ǫ) → 0 and Γ± (ǫ) =
(V+ ± V−) /2 for ǫ → 0, the effective magnetization
Γ− (ǫ) s ·σ from the self-energy will shift the Weyl nodes
from k = 0 to

k
χ
Γ =

V+ − V−
2

(sx, sy, χsz) . (31)

Around the shifted Weyl nodes, the retarded Green’s
function becomes

Gk(ǫ) =
∑

η

|ψχ
kη〉〈ψ

χ
kη |

ǫ+ − Γ+ (ǫ)− ǫχ
kη

(32)

where ǫχ
kη = η~υFk + 2λkχ

Γ · k and the wavevector is

measured from k
χ
Γ . Consequently, the Weyl cones with

opposite chiralities will be tilted in opposite (identical)
directions when the Weyl nodes are shifted along the z
(x or y) direction, as displayed by Figs. 1(a)-(b), along
with that the energy contours will evolve into a series of
ellipses, see Figs. 1(c)-(f), which breaks the rotational
symmetry.
Furthermore, as indicated by Eq. (29), additional

transport channels due to the Berry curvature of the
wavefunctions will be introduced by the external fields.
Excitation of band fermions to these chiral channels re-
sults in a decrease in the probability density of electrons
on the energy band. Consequently, the normalization of
the perturbed wavefunction will be less than or equal to
one, namely, |ψ̃χ

kη〉 =
√

Nχ|ψ
χ
kη〉 with

Nχ =

∑

kη δ
(

ǫ− ǫχ
kη

)

∑

kη δ
(

ǫ− ǫχ
kη

)

+Nch

. (33)

The number of the chiral channels is determined by[20]

Nch =
1

eυF
|
∑

kη

〈ψχ
kη|Ĵ

χ
k
|ψχ

kη〉δ
(

ǫ− ǫχ
kη

)

|. (34)

It is evident that without the Berry curvature, Nch = 0
and Nχ = 1, so that the zeroth order perturbation wave-
function for a topologically trivial system remains un-
changed, reverting to ordinary perturbation theory. For
the WSMs, the nonvanishing Berry curvature

Ω
χ
kη = 〈ψχ

kη |Ω̂k|ψ
χ
kη〉 = −χη

k

2k3
(35)

results in a finite Nch =
ω2

c

4π2~υ3

F

and Nχ = 2ǫ2/(2ǫ2 +

~
2ω2

c ) deviating from unity. This implies that the
fermions can be pumped by a magnetic field from one val-
ley to the other. Here, ωc = υF/ℓB denotes the cyclotron

frequency, and ℓB =
√

~/eB is the magnetic length.
In the vicinity of the shifted Weyl nodes, the nonequi-

librium spectrum is given by

ǫ̃χ
kη = ǫχ

kη +M
χ
J,kη ·B − eE ·

∂ǫχ
kη

~∂k
τχ
kη , (36)

FIG. 3: (a)-(c) The chiral chemical potential ∆µ vs the
Fermi energy EF with µ0 = eEυFτF|ni→0 for (a) ni = 0,
(b) ni = 0.1, VM = 0, V0 = (0, 0.5, 1.5, 2) and (c) ni = 0.1,
V0 = 0, VM = (0, 0.5, 1.5, 2). (c)-(e) The chiral-anomaly in-
duced linear magnetoconductivity ∆σch

zz(B) vs 1/B for varied
impurity scattering potential. The blue dashed lines in (a)
and (d) are the results taken into account the Landau level
quantization, where a quantum oscillation behavior is observ-
able. Here, we set σ0 = ∆σch

zz(B = 1T ), Λ = 100 and the
other parameters are the same as Fig. 1.

where τχ
kη = ~/ Im

(

ǫ+R
)

|ǫ→ǫχ
kη

is the lifetime of the Weyl

fermions and

M
χ
J,kη =

∑

η′

i〈ψ̃χ
kη|∂kH

χ
k
|ψχ

kη′ 〉

ǫχ
kη − ǫχ

kη′ + i~/τχ
kη′

× 〈ψχ
kη′ |Ĵ

χ
k
|ψ̃χ

kη〉 (37)

is the expectation of M̂J in the renormalized state |ψ̃χ
kη〉.

Substituting the first term of Eq. (29), i.e., Ĵk →
−e∂kHk/~, into Eq. (37), we can obtain the Lorentz-
force induced normal orbital magnetic moment[35]

M
(0)
J,kη = −

ie

~
Nχ〈∂kψ

χ
kη| ×

(

ǫχ
kη −Hχ

k

)

|∂kψ
χ
kη〉. (38)

Analogously, replacing Ĵk → −e2E × Ω̂k/~ in Eq. (37),
we can obtain the current-induced anomalous orbital
magnetic moment

M
(E)
J,kη =

e2

~
Nχ

(

E ×Ω
χ
kη

)

×
∂ǫχ

kη

~∂k
τχ
kη. (39)

As indicated by Eq. (38), the normal orbital mag-
netic moment arises from the interband transition, i.e.,
η′ 6= η in Eq. (37). On the other hand, the anomalous
orbital magnetic moment Eq. (39) originates from the
intraband transition with η′ = η, which depends on the
Berry curvature and reflects the topology of the Fermi

surface. Without the electric field, Mχ
J,kη = M

(0)
J,kη is

the normal orbital magnetic moment due to the cyclotron
motion induced by the Lorentz force. However, in sys-
tems with spin-orbit coupling, the spin and orbital mag-
netic moments can couple to each other. Consequently,
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FIG. 4: The nonlinear longitudinal Drude conductivity σχ,D
xxx

and σχ,D
zzz as functions of EF with (a)-(b) χ = + and (c)-(d)

χ = − for V0 = 0 and VM = (0, 0.5, 1, 2), where the direction
of the impurity moment is along the x (z) direction in the left
(right) panel. The other parameters are the same as Fig. 3.

the anomalous term M
(E)
J,kη arising from the Berry cur-

vature is introduced. The interaction of the anomalous
orbital magnetic moment with external fields can lead
to novel physical phenomena, such as the chiral anomaly
discussed below.

VI. CHIRAL ANOMALY ORIGINATING FROM

THE ANOMALOUS ORBITAL MAGNETIC

MOMENT

The chiral anomaly manifests itself through the change
in the chemical potential for the Weyl valleys, quantified
by the averaging of

∆ǫχ
kη = ǫ̃χ

kη − ǫχ
kη = M

χ
J,kη ·B − eE · υχ

kητ
χ
kη (40)

over the states on the Fermi surface, i.e.,

∆µχ =

∑

kη ∆ǫ
χ
kηδ

(

EF − ǫχ
kη

)

∑

kη δ
(

EF − ǫχ
kη

) . (41)

The orbital magnetic moments can be derived as

M
(0)
J,kη = χ

2ℓ2BeυF
1 + 2ℓ2Bk

2
k, (42)

M
(E)
J,kη = χη

e2

~

ℓ2Bυ
χ
kητ

χ
kη

1 + 2ℓ2Bk
2
×

(

E ×
k

k

)

, (43)

where the band group velocity is given by

υ
χ
kη ≡

∂ǫχ
kη

~∂k
=

(

2λkχ
Γ

~υF
+ η

k

k

)

υF. (44)

While the Berry curvature is divergent at the Weyl nodes,

M
(0)
J,kη vanishes and M

(E)
J,kη becomes a constant for k = 0.

Therefore, the nonequilibrium spectrum is convergent in
the whole Brillouin zone.

As specified by Eq. (42), the Lorentz force can not in-

duce the chiral anomaly, because M
(0)
J,kη = −M

(0)
J,−kη and

M
(0)
J,kη ·B vanishes after averaging over the Fermi surface.

In contrast, M
(E)
J,kη contains a component even in k and

when coupled with B, will alter the population in the
Weyl valleys. In Fig. 2, we plot the nonequilibrium pop-
ulation and Fermi surfaces by inspecting the poles of the
nonequilibrium retarded Green’s function. As observed
in Figs. 2(a) and (b), the Fermi surfaces will be drifted
by the electric field (normal orbital magnetic moment in-
duced by the Lorentz force) toward the same (opposite)
direction, while the chiral anomaly will change the size of
the Fermi surfaces, as depicted by Fig. 2(c). Concretely,
the nonequilibrium Fermi energy in the χ Weyl valley is
Eχ

F = EF + χ∆µ, where the chiral chemical potential is
given by

∆µ =
e2

~

ℓ2BυFτF
1 + 2ℓ2Bk

2
F

E ·B (45)

with τF = ~/ Im
(

ǫ+R
)

|ǫ→EF
and kF = EF / (~υF).

Equation (45) is consistent with previous derivations
in both the ultraquantum[16, 17, 42] and semiclassical
limits[21, 22].

As shown by Eq. (45), ∆µ ∝ E ·B/E2
F for ℓ2Bk

2
F ≫ 1.

In the opposite regime, it converges to a constant, as
indicated by the dark solid line in Fig. 3(a). When
taking the Landau level quantization into account[20],

i.e., ℓ2Bk
2
F →

∑ℓ2Bk2

F /2
n=1

[

1− 2n/
(

ℓ2Bk
2
F

)]−1/2
, the chiral

chemical potential will exhibit a periodic-in-1/B quan-
tum oscillation, as illustrated by the blue dashed lines in
Fig. 3. Due to the impurity resonance states, the chiral
chemical potential experiences a dip at g(ǫ)V± = 1. For
nonmagnetic doping, V+ = V− and only a resonant dip
can be observed, as shown by Fig. 3(b). However, in
the case of magnetic doping, i.e., V0 = 0 and VM 6= 0,
we have V+ = −V− and thus there appears a pair of res-
onant dips distributed symmetrically about EF = 0, as
illustrated by Fig. 3(c). The symmetric structures of the
resonant dips will be broken when both V0 and VM are
considered.

VII. NONLINEAR MAGNETOCONDUCTIVITY

IN DISORDERED WSMS

In this section, we estimate the conductivity based on
the nonequilibrium retarded Green’s function. By sub-
stituting Eqs. (28) and (29) into Eq. (21), the current
density can be expressed as

Jχ = −
1

π
Im

∫ ∞

−∞

∑

kη

〈ψχ
kη|Ĵ

χ
k
+∆Ĵ

χ
k
|ψχ

kη〉

ǫ+ − Γ+ (ǫ)− ǫ̃χ
kη

f(ǫ)dǫ (46)
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FIG. 5: The chirality-resolved nonlinear Hall conductivities (a)-(b) σχ
xzz and (c)-(d) σχ

zxx as functions of the polar θ and
azimuth φ angles of the magnetic field with EF = 0 and s = êz, êy, êx, êy in sequence for (a)-(d). (e)-(f) The net nonlinear Hall
conductivities σxzz and σzxx vs the Fermi energy for s ‖ êx + êy and varied VM . (g) Quantum oscillation of the nonlinear Hall
conductivity due to the chiral anomaly. Here, we set λ = 1, B = 0.05 V0 = 0 and other parameters the same as Fig. 3.

with ∆Ĵ
χ
k

= i∂kĴ
χ
k
· Gk(ǫ)F̂k. In the weak impurity

scattering regime, i.e., ni ≪ 1, we can approximate

Im
1

ǫ+ − Γ+ (ǫ)− ǫ̃χ
kη

= −πδ
(

ǫ − ǫχ
kη −∆ǫχ

kη

)

, (47)

such that Eq. (46) can be expanded in series of ∆ǫχ
kη as

Jχ =

∞
∑

n=0

1

n!

∫ ∞

−∞

[Jχ
n (ǫ) + ∆Jχ

n (ǫ)]
∂nf(ǫ)

∂ǫn
dǫ (48)

with

Jχ
n (ǫ) =

∑

η

∫

d3k

(2π)
3 δ
(

ǫ− ǫχ
kη

)(

∆ǫχ
kη

)n

J
χ
kη (49)

and

∆Jχ
n (ǫ) =

∑

η

∫

d3k

(2π)
3 δ
(

ǫ− ǫχ
kη

)(

∆ǫχ
kη

)n

×
∂Jχ

kη

~∂k
τχ
kη ·

(

eE − J
χ
kη ×B

)

. (50)

For brevity, we adopted the abbreviation

J
χ
kη = −e

[

υ
χ
kη +

e

~
E ×Ω

χ
kη +

eB

~

(

υ
χ
kη ·Ωχ

kη

)

]

. (51)

As we concentrate on the second-order nonlinear magne-
totransport, the current density can be truncated as

Jχ
µ = σχ

µνEν + σχ
µνρEνEρ +O(E3), (52)

where σχ
µν and σχ

µνγ are the linear and second-order non-
linear conductivities. Apparently, the current density re-
sulting from the second-order conductivity is invariant
when reversing the direction of the electric field and thus
leads to the nonreciprocal transport.

A. Linear conductivity

Before delving into the analysis of nonlinear conduc-
tivity, we first present the results for linear conductiv-
ity. Following a detailed algebraic procedure, we obtain
a unified analytical expression for the linear conductiv-
ity tensor, which can be partitioned into three distinct
components:

σχ
µν = σDδµν +∆σch

µν(B) + ∆σtilt
µν (B), (53)

where σD = nee
2ℓF/ (~kF ) is the Drude conductivity and

∆σch
µν(B) =

e2

h

2ℓ2BℓF
1 + 2ℓ2Bk

2
F

e2BµBν

2π~2
(

1− |α|2
)2

(54)

∆σtilt
µν (B) =

∆nee
2ℓF

~kF
−

2e2ℓFk
2
F

1 + 2ℓ2Bk
2
F

αµBν + ανBµ

πhB
(55)

are the linear magnetoconductivities from the chiral
anomaly and tilting of the Weyl cones, respectively. The
related factors are defined as α = 2λkχ

Γ/ (~υF) and
∆ne = ñe − neδµν , in which ne =

(

1/3π2
)

k3F is the
carrier density, ℓF = υFτF denotes the mean free-path of
the Weyl fermions and

ñe =
3ne

2 (1− |α|2)2

[(

2− 3ζ

|α|2
− 2

)

αµαν + ζδµν

]

(56)

with ζ = 1−|α|2

|α|2

(

1− 1−|α|2

2|α| ln 1+|α|
1−|α|

)

.

The linear magnetoconductivities are displayed in Figs.
3(d) and (e). From Eq. (54), we see that the linear mag-
netoconductivity induced by the chiral anomaly scales
with B2/k2F when ℓ2Bk

2
F ≫ 1. Conversely, for ℓ2Bk

2
F ≪ 1,
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∆σch
µν(B) becomes independent of kF and linear in B.

These outcomes align with predictions from both semi-
classical and quantum Boltzmann theories[16, 17, 21,
22, 42]. Moreover, the Zeeman field induced tilting of
the Weyl cones can contribute a magnetoconductivity
∝ B2k2F , as demonstrated by the first term of Eq. (55).
The combined effect of the tilting and the Berry curva-
ture results in the second term of Eq. (55), which has
been reported to be kF -independent[55, 56]. Here, we
find this conclusion holds true only for large Fermi lev-
els. In the limit kF → 0, this term vanishes due to the
diminishing density of states. All the linear magnetocon-
ductivities exhibit a linear dependence on the lifetime
of the Weyl fermions, leading to significant suppression
around the impurity resonance states.

B. Impurity-scattering modulated bilinear

magnetoconductivity

For the sake of discussion, we refer to eE×Ω
χ
kη/~ and

eB
(

υ
χ
kη ·Ωχ

kη

)

/~ in Eq. (51) as the anomalous velocity

and pumping velocity, respectively. Here, the nonvanish-
ing second-order conductivity can can arise from several
mechanisms, which to linear order in B can be expressed
as

σχ
µνρ = σχ,A

µνρ + σχ,D
µνρ +∆σχ,L

µνρ +∆σχ,P
µνρ +∆σχ,M

µνρ . (57)

To elaborate, the term σχ,A
µνρ ∼

(

E · υχ
kη

)(

E ×Ω
χ
kη

)

µ

represents the nonlinear anomalous Hall conductivity
originating from J

χ
1 (ǫ) in Eq. (48). The nonlinear

Drude conductivity σχ,D
µνρ comprises two contributions:

(

E · υχ
kη

)2

υχµ,kη arising from J
χ
2 (ǫ) and

(

E · υχ
kη

)

E ·

∂kυ
χ
µ,kη arising from ∆J

χ
1 (ǫ). Both the nonlinear anoma-

lous Hall and Drude conductivities are not explicit func-
tions of magnetic field. The remaining terms represent
the nonlinear magnetoconductivities explicitly involving
both electric and magnetic fields. Specifically,

∆σχ,P
µνρ ∼

(

E · υχ
kη

) [

E · ∂k
(

υ
χ
kη ·Ω

χ
kη

)

Bµ

]

(58)

∆σχ,L
µνρ ∼

(

E · υχ
kη

)(

υ
χ
kη ×B

)

· ∂k
(

E ×Ω
χ
kη

)

µ
(59)

arise from the pumping velocity and the combined effect
of the anomalous velocity and Lorentz force in ∆J

χ
1 (ǫ),

respectively. Additionally, ∆σχ,M
µνρ = ∆σχ,NM

µνρ +∆σχ,AM
µνρ ,

where ∆σχ,NM
µνρ ∼

(

M
(0)
J,kη ·B

)(

E · υχ
kη

)(

E ×Ω
χ
kη

)

µ

is attributable to the joint effect of the normal orbital
magnetic moment and anomalous velocity in J

χ
2 (ǫ), and

∆σχ,AM
µνρ arises from the anomalous orbital magnetic mo-

ment consisting of a term ∼
(

M
(E)
J,kη ·B

)(

E ×Ω
χ
kη

)

µ

from J
χ
1 and a term ∼

(

M
(E)
J,kη ·B

)

E · ∂kυ
χ
µ,kη from

∆J
χ
1 (ǫ). Consequently, the chiral anomaly contributes

to the nonlinear transport by interacting either with the
anomalous velocity or the derivative of the band group
velocity.
In particular, upon integrating the above expressions

over k and ǫ, the nonlinear anomalous Hall conductivity
can be expressed as σχ,A

µνρ = χσ2εµνρ/2 and the nonlinear
Drude conductivity, to leading order in α, takes the form

σχ,D
µνρ = −σ2

EF τF
~

(αµδνρ + ανδρµ + 3αρδµν) , (60)

where σ2 = e3τF
6π2~2 |ni→0 is set as the unit of the second-

order conductivity. Similarly, the nonlinear magneto-
conductivities originating from the pumping velocity and
Lorentz force can be summarized as

∆σχ,P
µνρ = −χσ′

2

EF τF
~

2Bµδνρ
B

(61)

∆σχ,L
µνρ = −χσ′

2

EF τF
~

Bµδνρ −Bνδµρ
B

(62)

with σ′
2 = σ2/

(

1 + 2ℓ2Bk
2
F

)

. The nonlinear magnetocon-
ductivities contributed by the normal and anomalous or-
bital magnetic moments can be expressed as

∆σχ,NM
µνρ = −σ′

2

αρBγ

B
εµνγ , (63)

∆σχ,AM
µνρ = −σ′

2

αγBρ − αρBγ

2B
εµνγ

+ χσ′
2

2EF τF
~

Bµδνρ +Bνδρµ +Bρδµν
5B

. (64)

Combining Eqs. (61)-(64), the total nonlinear magneto-
conductivity is given by

∆σχ
µνρ = −σ′

2

αρBγ + αγBρ

2B
εµνγ

− χσ′
2

EF τF
~

13Bµδνρ − 7Bνδµρ − 2Bρδµν
5B

. (65)

In the context of a single Weyl cone, we observe
three primary characteristics in the second-order non-
linear conductivity. (i) The nonlinear anomalous Hall
conductivity and the nonlinear Hall conductivity induced
by the orbital magnetic moment exhibit a linear scaling
with the Fermi lifetime, while the nonlinear Drude con-
ductivity and other magnetoconductivities are quadratic
in τF. (ii) Non-vanishing quadratic-in-τF nonlinear mag-
netoconductivity necessitates at least two identical sub-
scripts, while linear-in-τF magnetoconductivities require
at least two different subscripts. (iii) The chiral anomaly
due to the Berry-curvature induced anomalous magnetic
moment contributes both the linear- and quadratic-in-
τF nonlinear magnetoconductivity, as demonstrated by
Eq. (64). For the former (latter), the contribution is a
constant (vanishing) as EF → 0, evolving into a B/E2

F

(B/EF ) dependency for ℓ2Bk
2
F ≫ 1. This is in contrast

to the B2/E2
F dependence observed in the linear case.

These features align with the results obtained from the
semiclassical Boltzmann theory[21, 22].



9

All components of the nonlinear conductivities that
are independent of α vanish upon summing over χ due
to the inversion symmetry. Consequently, the dominant
contributions to the net nonlinear conductivity arise from

σµνρ(B) =
∑

χ

(

σχ,D
µνρ − σ′

2

αρBγ + αγBρ

2B
εµνγ

)

. (66)

In Fig. 4, we display the numerical results for the non-
linear longitudinal conductivities. For magnetic doping
along the z direction, i.e., αz 6= 0, the Weyl cones will tilt
oppositely, see Fig. 1 (a), which can not break the inver-
sion symmetry. As a consequence, the nonlinear conduc-
tivities from opposite Weyl valleys are of opposite signs
and effectively cancel each other out, as evident in Figs.
4(b) and (d). Conversely, when the impurity moments
align along the x or y direction, leading to identical tilt-
ing of the Weyl cones, the nonlinear conductivities from
opposite Weyl valleys are additive, as illustrated in Figs.
4(a) and (c). This results in an observable nonlinear lon-
gitudinal conductivity. Similar observations apply to the
nonlinear Hall conductivities, as demonstrated in Figs.
5(a)-(d).For EF = 0, σχ,D

µνρ vanishes and only the nonlin-
ear Hall conductivity remains, with its magnitude pro-
portional directly to VM . The nonlinear conductivities
are quite sensitive to impurity scattering and exhibit res-
onant dips around the impurity resonance states.
According to Eq. (66), we find that σzzz = 0 and

σxxx = −
5e3τ2F
6π2~3

EFαx, (67)

and the net nonlinear Hall conductivities are given by

σzxx = −
e3τF
6π2~2

1

1 + 2ℓ2Bk
2
F

αxBy + αyBx

B
, (68)

σxzz = −
e3τF
6π2~2

(

2αx

~
EF τF −

1

1 + 2ℓ2Bk
2
F

αyBz

B

)

. (69)

While the linear conductivity adheres to the Onsager’s
relation σµν(B) = σνµ(−B), the nonlinear conductivity,
as indicated by Eqs. (68) and (69), violates the Onsager’s

relation, i.e., σµνν(B) 6= σνµµ(−B),leading to nonrecip-
rocal transport behavior. With an increase in kF , σ

χ,D
µνρ

becomes dominant and surpasses the last term of Eq.
(66) at a critical point. Consequently, in addition to the
resonant dips, an extra valley emerges in the nonlinear
Hall conductivity σxzz , as depicted in Fig. 5(e), while
the symmetric structure of σzxx remains unchanged, as
shown in Fig. 5(f). If we consider Landau level quanti-
zation, the nonlinear Hall conductivity will exhibit syn-
chronous quantum oscillations with the chiral chemical
potential, as demonstrated in Fig. 5(g).

VIII. SUMMARY

In summary, we have developed a nonlinear transport
theory based on nonequilibrium retarded Green’s func-
tions, allowing us to investigate the nonlinear magneto-
transport in disordered WSMs. Our study revealed that,
for a single Weyl valley, the bilinear magnetoconductivity
can be attributed to various mechanisms, including the
normal orbital magnetic moment induced by the Lorentz
force, the anomalous orbital magnetic moment induced
by Berry curvature, and the impurity-induced tilting of
the Weyl cones. Due to impurity scattering, the chi-
ral anomaly experiences significant suppression around
impurity-induced resonance states, leading to resonant
dips in the magnetoconductivity when the Fermi energy
approaches these states. Our results are consistent with
the predictions from both the semiclassical and quantum
Boltzmann theories.
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