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Abstract

As a strongly spin-orbit coupled metallic model with ferromagnetism, we have considered an extended Stoner
model to the relativistic regime, named Dirac ferromagnet in three dimensions. In the previous paper [Phys. Rev. B
90, 214418 (2014)], we studied the transport properties giving rise to the anisotropic magnetoresistance (AMR) and
the anomalous Hall effect (AHE) with the impurity potential being taken into account only as the self-energy. The
effects of the vertex corrections (VCs) to AMR and AHE are reported in this paper. AMR is found not to change
quantitatively when the VCs is considered, although the transport lifetime is different from the one-electron lifetime
and the charge current includes additional contributions from the correlation with spin currents. The side-jump and
the skew-scattering contributions to AHE are also calculated. The skew-scattering contribution is dominant in the

clean case as can be seen in the spin Hall effect in the non-magnetic Dirac electron system.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The spin-orbit coupling (SOC) yields a variety of phenomena in ferromagnetic materials, such as the
anisotropic magnetoresistance (AMR) [1-10], the anomalous Hall effect (AHE) [9, 11-20] and the spin-
orbit torques [21-24]. These phenomena have been studied enormously with fundamental as well as appli-
cational interest. Among these, AMR, the change in electric conductivity upon varying the magnetization
direction, was observed experimentally more than 150 years ago [1] and is one of the most accessible

physical quantities in experiments as well as AHE.

The theoretical calculations of AMR were done mainly based on specific systems, such as the 3d-
transition metals, diluted magnetic semiconductors (DMSs) and strongly spin-orbit coupled systems. For
the 3d-transition metals, the AMR is explained by using the two-current model [2, 3, 25] and the ab initio
results showed good agreement with experiment [20, 26]. The AMR depends on various factors including
the L - S-type SOC, the hybridization and the density of states of s- and d-electrons. For DMS ferromagnets
such as (Ga, Mn)As, it is possible to calculate microscopically based on simple physical methods [6]. The
AMR is determined mainly by the anisotropy of the lifetime induced by the combination of SOC with
polarization of randomly distributed magnetic scatterers, rather than by that with polarization of conducting
electrons resulting in an anisotropic band structure [6]. In this paper, we focus on the AMR of the strongly
spin-orbit coupled systems, such as the interface between the ferromagnetic metal and the heavy metals and
the magnetic semiconductors without inversion symmetry. It should be noted that the crystalline anisotropy

can contribute to the AMR, but we here have focused on the noncrystalline AMR.

In the context of the AMR of a strongly spin-orbit coupled system, the two-dimensional (2D) Rashba fer-
romagnet was studied in two cases. In one case where the magnetization is made from randomly distributed
magnetic impurities similar to DMS ferromagnets, a finite AMR due to the anisotropy of the lifetime was
obtained by using the relaxation-time approximation [8]. In the other case that the exchange field is treated
non-perturbatively, it was found that the AMR vanishes in the clean case [7] because the ladder type vertex
corrections (VCs) cancel out the bare-bubble contribution, as can be seen in AHE [15]. The two results
seem to contradict each other since the relaxation-time treatment is equivalent to a perturbation theory of
the exchange field. This discrepancy is possibly explained by the contribution from the anisotropy of the

band structure [5, 6], which was not taken into account in the relaxation-time treatment.

In order to reveal the microscopic origins of the AMR for simple metallic ferromagnets with strong
SOC, we calculated an AMR of the three-dimensional (3D) Dirac ferromagnet [27], an extension of the
Stoner-type ferromagnet to the relativistic region in the previous work. The Dirac ferromagnet has two

kinds of ferromagnetic order parameters in general: ‘magnetization’ M and ‘spin’ S. The AMR was found



to be determined by the anisotropy of the group velocity resulting from the anisotropic band structure, in
addition to the anisotropy of the lifetime. In the previous work, we calculated the diagonal conductivities
without VCs. M = MZ and § = SZ are assumed, and the diagonal conductivity without VCs is denoted by
0'2 (A =||, L), where || (L) means the conductivity parallel (perpendicular) to the z-direction. We found that
the sign of AMR defined as (o-, —o7)/(0 +07) is opposite between the two typical cases; i) M > 0,5 =0
and (ii) M = 0, S > 0, and the AMR magnitudes of (i) and (ii) are comparable and large (5 ~ 25%). This
is because the deformation of the Fermi surfaces by M is in the opposite way compared to that by S, and
the deformations contribute to the anisotropy of the group velocity. For the coexistent case (iii)) M = S > 0,
there is no deformation of the Fermi surfaces, and then only the anisotropy of the damping determines the

AMR, whose magnitude is smaller (0.1 ~ 1%).

In this paper, we first evaluate the contributions of the ladder type VCs to o4 (A =||, L), which are
known to be important for the 2D Rashba ferromagnet [7]. For the Dirac ferromagnet, we find that they do
not change AMR quantitatively since they almost equally increase o, and o). We also show that there are
two kinds of contributions: the renormalization of the lifetime and the additional spin-current contribution.
The former contribution shows that the transport lifetime 7y is different from the one-electron lifetime T,
as is known in the electron gas system with the long-range impurity potential [28] and in the 2D Dirac
electron system with the short-range impurity potential [29]. The latter contribution is due to the correlation
between the electric and the spin currents through the impurity scattering. The Dirac ferromagnet has two
kinds of spin currents; ‘magnetization’-current, j;,, and ‘spin’-current, ji (the superscript z representing
the component of the ‘magnetization’ or ‘spin’), according to the two kinds of the ferromagnetic order
parameters. We find that the additional spin-current contribution to o, can be represented by using the
correlations between the current and the ‘magnetization’-current, while the contribution to o can be written
by using the correlations between the electric current and the ‘spin’-current, since jj, (j5) flows only in the

direction perpendicular (parallel) to the Z-direction.

We also calculate the important contributions to AHE from the ladder type and skew-scattering type
VCs. In the previous paper [27], we evaluated the transverse conductivity only without VCs which contains
the intrinsic contribution to AHE and the part of the side-jump ones. We find that the skew-scattering
contribution is proportional to mc?/nju and dominates AHE in the clean case when the chemical potential
lies in the band [18], where 2mc? is the mass gap with m being the mass of electron, the ¢ the speed of light,
and u is the impurity potential. This can be also seen in the spin Hall effect of the (non-magnetic) Dirac

electron system [30].



II. FORMULATION

Following the previous paper [27], we start with the 4 X 4 Hamiltonian,
Hy = lick - opy + mc*p3 — M -op3 - S - 0, 2.1

where p; (i = 1,2,3) and 0/ (j = x,y,z) are the Pauli matrices in particle-hole space and spin space,
respectively. ‘Magnetization” M and ‘spin’ S are two kinds of ferromagnetic order parameters and assumed
to be along the 2-direction, M = M% and S = S 2. In this paper, we consider M < mc? and S < mc?, which
corresponds to the non-topological (trivial) phase.

It may be worth pointing out the two kinds of the ferromagnetic order parameters of the Dirac ferro-
magnet; M and S. In the literature of the spin-density functional theory, the model containing only M was
first introduced by MacDonald and Vosko [31], and the model containing only S was proposed by Ramana
and Rajagopal [32]. It is emphasized that the Dirac ferromagnet can be applied both to the relativistic case
and to the case of a low-energy effective model of electrons in solids, where ¢ and mc? are replaced by the
effective velocity and the energy gap, respectively. It is true that for the relativisitc case, M couples to the
magnetic field B and describes the magnetic moment, while S stands for the spin but does not couple to any
(electromagnetic) fields . In the case of an effective model, however, it is possible that there is a coupling
between S and B. From these, we treat M and S on an equal footing. Note that a Weyl semimetal [34-36]
and a Dirac nodal semimetal [37—39] are described by the specific cases of the Dirac ferromagnet, S > mc>
and M > mc?, respectively. We put ¢ = 7 = 1 and the volume of the system to unity hereafter.

The Green function for Hj is defined by Gg{o)(e) = {e — Hp)™!, and by using the Pauli matrices it is

expressed as

Gl =—= > gepu” (2.2)
k v (7
Di(e) 4=0.1,23
v=0,x,y,2

Equation (8) and Table I in Ref. [27] gives the explicit forms of Dg(€) and gff)v)(e).

As in the previous paper, we consider the randomly distributed impurity whose potential is the 6-function
type. In order to take the skew-scatting contribution to AHE into account according to the Ward-Takahashi
identity, the self-energy due to the potential should be considered within the self-consistent 7-matrix ap-
proximation. However, by assuming the clean case, nj < 1 and u },_,; vg’o(y) < 1, where n; and u are

the impurity concentration and potential, and vg,o(,u) is n-band’s density of states at the Fermi level de-

fined by (A4) in Ref. [27], the self-energy is approximated to that within the Born approximation, and it

! Considering the relativistic case in accelerated frames, the spin can couple to the mechanical rotation [33].



is given by Eq. (13) in Ref. [27]. The renormalized retarded/advanced Green function G];/ A(c—r) is given by
(G M@ = (G (e + (20! = ZRA(e).

We now calculate the conductivity tensor with VCs. We evaluate the conductivity from the retarded
current-current correlation function divided by iw, by taking the limit, w — 0, where w is the frequency of
the external electric field. The temperature is assumed to be absolute zero. Then, the diagonal conductivity
in the clean case is expressed as

o= g D [wGROALG O] | (2.3)
k

€=U

with i = x,y, z, where we neglected VCs which consist only of the retarded (or advanced) Green functions
because they contribute in the higher orders with respect to n;u*. As shown diagrammatically in Fig. 1, the

full velocity vertex A is given as
Arie) = vi+ni? Y GR(OAL (G () 2.4)
k/

with the bare velocity vertex defined by

OHx ;
i = o = . 2.5
Vi ok, P10 (2.5)
Equation (2.3) can be decomposed as
2
e
o= oh+ E Z tr [ViG};(G)Al,iG/,?(E)] L:#, (2.6)
k

where the first term is the bare-bubble contribution 0'2. identical to Eq. (28) in Ref. [27], and the second
term is contributions of the VCs, A} ; = /~11,,- — p1o’ (see Fig. 2).

The off-diagonal conductivity is obtained as oy, = -0y, with

__sea b+sj sk
Oxy =0y + 0y " + Oy 2.7)
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FIG. 1. The Feynman diagram of the velocity vertex. The filled (unfilled) triangle describes the full (bare) velocity
vertex. The solid line represents the Matsubara Green function. The dotted line and the cross symbol denote the
impurity potential and concentration, respectively. Note that Eq. (2.4) is obtained from the equation given by this

diagram after taking the analytic continuation i€, — € + w + i0 and i, — € — i0 and taking the limit w — 0.
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FIG. 2. The diagrammatic expressions of the diagonal conductivity and the two decomposed contributions from the
bare bubble and the VCs. The lines and symbols are defined in the caption of Fig. 1. These diagrams are defined in
the Matsubara formalism as well as Fig. 1, and Eq. (2.6) is obtained after rewriting the Matsubara summation of ie,
using the contour integral, taking the analytic continuation i¢,, — i€, — w + i0, and leaving the w-linear term which

includes both retarded and advanced Green functions.
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FIG. 3. The diagrammatic expressions of the intrinsic, side-jump and skew-scattering contributions to the AHE. The
skew-scattering contribution can be given as the two Feynman diagrams for the case n; << 1 and u }, vgo(u) < 1.

Equations (2.8) and (2.10) are obtained through the procedures noted in the caption of Fig. 2.

and 0y, = 0 = 0 with i = x,y as expected from the symmetry of the configurations. Here, o5 is the

contribution from the states below the Fermi level (Fermi sea) and given as Eqgs. (30) in Ref. [27]. To be

2

precise, there are the VCs to the Fermi-sea contribution, but they are higher order with respect to nju~ and

hence neglected.
2
bisj _ € R7 A Ri A
o = = D w[nGRALGE - nGRALGY] |E:# 2.8)
k

is the contribution from the bare-bubble contribution from the states at the Fermi level (Fermi surface) and

the ladder type VCs. By using A1; = p1o” + Ay, this term is decomposed as

2

i e

o =0t + = Y w[nGRALGE — 1 GRALGE] L:;,’ 2.9)
k

and the bare-bubble contribution o-b corresponds to Eq. (29) in Ref. [27]. The last term of Eq. (2.7) is

contribution from the skew-scattering type VC given by

2 3
sk _ € niu R A
= tr[A} ,GRGY Gl A1, GGy
k,k’,k”
+A; ,GRGR A1 ,Gp GG - R o A, (2.10)
€=




where /‘T’i (i = x,y) is defined by interchanging R and A in A; ;. Figure 3 depicts the Feynman diagrams of
the off-diagonal conductivity.

The detailed calculation of Eq. (2.4) is presented in Appendix B, and calculations of Egs. (2.3), (2.9)
and (2.10) are given in Appendix C.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Diagonal conductivity and AMR

The diagonal conductivities, o; (i = x,y,z), are rewritten as that for perpendicular (07, = 0y = 0yy)
and that for parallel (o] = o) configurations. First of all, we rewrite the diagonal conductivity without
VCs, (fg (A =1, [Eq. (44) with Eqgs. (45) and (46) in Ref. [27]], in terms of the correlation function

between dimensionless operators P and Q, (P; Q),
PR R\ DA A A
(P:Q) = gmu §k r [GR(ePG (0] |€:#, 3.1

where P(Q) = f dr M(r)IS(Q)w(r) is dimensionless operators with the annihilation (creation) operator of

the field " (r). Here, (P; Q) denotes the correlation evaluated only from the bare-bubble diagram and do

not include any VCs. By using this representation, 0'2 are expressed simply as
2%
o) = = (jxi Jx)s (3.2)
iU
288
o = —— (s o) (3.3)
iU

where j; (i = x,z) is the particle-current with the velocity given by Eq. (2.5), and the explicit forms of
(jx: jx) and {j.; j.) are shown by Egs. (A6a) and (A12a) in the leading order with respect to nju?.
The diagonal conductivities with the ladder type VCs [Eq. (2.3)] are expressed as

=5+ (A=L, (34)

where the first terms are given as the direct correlation functions renormalized by the ladder type VCs,

~b 1 - <]§Wx’]§llx> b

o, =—X—o0, 3.5
V= J§ 3052

~b $,2298,z/ p
50 = ot O 5 (3.6)

I Dy I

Dy (A =1,])) are given by

Dy = (1= (s i) (1= (g Fig)) = i Fyg)s 3.7)
Dy = (1= (e jo) (1= (G 750) = G 50 (3.8)



and (i, 3 Syods s Ty Us2s Js 20 and (jz; ) are given by Egs. (A6b), (A6c), (Al2a) and (Al2c).

Here, jj,; and js ; (@, i = x,y, ) are ‘magnetization’-, and ‘spin’-currents with their velocities, respectively,

given by
1 .
Vi = le30t proy = Z Eiapp20" (3.9)
B=x.y,z
1 ,
Vg, = 5{0“,;010‘} = P16ia> (3.10)

where {P, O} = PO + QP is the anticommutater. The second terms of Eq. (3.4) are additional contributions

by considering the ladder type VCs,

wd 267 Un iy X Jn)

_ , 3.11
+ iU D, 3.1
add _ 262 <JZ’]§’Z><J§’Z9JZ> 3 12

a1 = nniu? Dy ’ (3.12)

which are given as the correlation functions of the electric-current with ‘magnetization’- and ‘spin’-current.

Figure 4 shows o4 (A =1,]||) as functions of the chemical potential u for the typical three cases; (i)
M>0,§ =0,G) M =0,S >0, and (iii) M = S > 0, together with the one in the paramagnetic state
(M =S = 0). Figure 5 depicts the individual contributions to o4 as functions of u, where the contribution

add - ontains both the renormalization of 0'2 and the additional

from the VCs, o4 — 0'2 = (5’2 - 0'2) + 0o
spin-current contribution. From Figs. 4 and 5, the VCs increase the conductivities, and o4 in Fig. 4 is about
1.3 times larger than O'Ex in Fig. 5 for all three cases. However, qualitative dependences do not change even

by considering the VCs, and hence the AMR ratio with ladder type VCs defined by

_ g — 0|
R=—" (3.13)
o, +0)
is quantitatively same as that without VCs, R = Ry, where
b _ b
Ry = 3.14
b= ——L (3.14)
ol +0

From the above, we conclude that we do not need to consider the VCs for the AMR in the Dirac ferromagnet.
This is different from the case of the 2D Rashba ferromagnet [7].

The additional contributions, O'de (A =1,]]), can be understood as an effect that the impurity scat-
terings interchange between the particle current and spin current. Since the Dirac ferromagnet has two
types of the order parameters, ‘magnetization’ and ‘spin’, there are the two corresponding spin currents,

‘magnetization’- and ‘spin’-currents, and they flow only in the specific directions, respectively, as in

Egs. (3.9) and (3.10). Hence, the charge-current in the %- or y-directions includes only the contribution
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FIG. 4. (Color online) The diagonal conductivities with the ladder type VCs, o4 (A =L,||), for the typical three cases
(1)-(iii) as functions of the chemical potential . The inset of (i) describes the configuration of the directions in which
the current flows and the vector of the ‘magnetization’ and/or ‘spin’. They are normalized by oy = ¢*m?c?/h%y with
y = mu*m*c/h>. In the region of u/m < 0.6, the chemical potential lies in the gap. In the regions of 0.6 < u < 1.4
and p > 1.4, the system has one and two Fermi surfaces, respectively. Those in the paramagnetic state (M = S = 0)

is also shown for comparison.
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FIG. 5. (Color online) The u-dependences of the the bare-bubble and the VC contributions to the diagonal conduc-

tivities for the typical three cases (i)-(iii). Note that the VC contributions are given by o, — 0'2. The additional

contribution o-ﬁ;dd, which is included by the VC contributions, is also shown for comparison. They are normalized by

o given in the caption of Fig. 4.

from the ‘magnetization’-current, while the ‘spin’-current contributes only to the charge-current in the

Z-direction. Note that O'de is not dominant contributions of the VCs, as can be seen in Fig. 5.

We demonstrate that the renormalization [Egs. (3.5) and (3.6)] can be understood as the similar change

of the lifetime into the transport lifetime for the case of M = S = 0 (See Fig. 6). For the simple case, the
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FIG. 6. (Color online) The diagonal conductivities for M = § = 0 with and without the ladder type VCs. The VCs
increase the conductivity, which can be understood as the fact that the forward scattering is dominant in the impurity

scattering for the diagonal conductivity.

Green function is given as

Gk(lu)|M:S:0 - Z u—ne + il (.15)
n

where +¢, = + Vk% + m? are the eigen energies, |¢ox) (x| = (u + p1k - o + p3m)/2u and
T, m?
I'= —nuv(w|l+— (3.16)
2 u?

is the damping of electron. In this case, the two spin currents have no correlations with the charge current

in the leading order with respect to n; [30], and the ladder type VCs is reduced to
Ay =pro +mi ) GRuALGR(w). (3.17)
k

This can be solved by presuming A, = Up;o*, multiplying the both sides by p;o/4, and taking the trace,

-1
2
U=|1- ”1: Dt [G‘,}(u)pIUXGQ(y)pIUX]] +O(n) (3.18)
k
= = +Om). (3.19)

where I is given as

m 1 m?
I’ = Znju? —[1-—]). 2
2nu v(,u)3( #2) (3.20)
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Hence, the conductivities with and without the ladder type VCs are obtained as

22 T')T 282 T

= = , 3.21
Tpara mu?l -U  anu?l -1 (321
202 T
b _
O-para = WF (322)

From these, the one-electron lifetime (7 = 7/T") is changed into the transport lifetime (‘rt‘r1 =7t —T"/h) by
considering the ladder type VCs. For the cases of M # 0 and/or S # 0, the lifetime depends on the spin,
and the charge current has the correlations with the two kinds of the spin currents. The coefficient of o

[Eq. (3.5)] is rewritten as

L . . -1
s g Ty Jed
U= (o Tre)

U= (o Tr)
D,

=1 = (s Ju) = > (3.23)

where the first two terms can be regarded as the correspondences with Eq. (3.18), but the last term is
obtained only in the cases M # O or S # 0.

We can see that the forward scattering is dominant over the impurity scatterings for the transport lifetime
as other systems [8, 28, 29]. The one-electron lifetime is expressed as 77! o f dQ, Wi p, and the transport
lifetime is written as Tt_rl o f dQ,, (1 -cos 6,)Wy p, where k and p are the wavevectors on the Fermi surface,
Wi p is the scattering amplitude between the wavevectors, f dQ,, is the integral of the solid angle of p, and
cos@, = k- p/|kl|pl. Here, we focus on the following systems with the non-magnetic impurity potential
which has the ¢-function type. For the free electron gas, the scattering amplitude Wy ), is independent of
6), and hence the transport lifetime coincides the one-electron lifetime, 7 = 7 [28]. On the other hand, for
the spin-momentum locked systems such as the 2D massive Dirac system [29], the 2D Rashba system [8],
and the (non-magnetic) 3D Dirac electron system, Wy , depends on 6, because the scattering amplitude is
written as Wy p o | {@plek) 17, and |¢g) is in the spinor form. Therefore, the transport lifetime is different

from the one-electron lifetime in these systems.

B. Off-diagonal conductivity (AHE)

We rewrite the off-diagonal conductivity without VCs, which is identical to Eq. (52) in Ref. [27], as

b 2% -
T = Gt et (3.24)

where (j; jy)sus 1S the Fermi-surface contribution to the correlation between j, and j, evaluated from the
bare-bubble diagram and the explicit form is given by Eq. (A9a). Here, (P; Q) is defined by Eq. (3.1) as

same as (P; Q), but we distinguish (P; Q) .; from (P; Q) because off-diagonal correlation functions include

11



sea

the Fermi-sea contribution in general. In fact, (j.; jy) = (Jxi Jy)eurs + (7Tl’lil/t2/2€2)0"xy when evaluated

without VCs, while (j; jx) = (Jx} Jx)surf-

o-'fc;s] can be expressed similar to the diagonal conductivity as

o = b, + o, (3.25)
where the first term is given as
1= (g i) )
~b M,x>J M,x b
Oy = ( D, T xy» (3.26)

which corresponds to O'By renormalized by the ladder type VCs, and

U= (o T

262 . 2, . . . .
o = m_uz{(m; Foauha) Fias Fotydsurt + 2 el ]y>surf} (3.27)
1 L

is the additional contribution by considering the ladder type VCs. Here, we introduced (P; Q),; as the

correlation function evaluated within the ladder type VCs. For P = j, and Q = jj, . itis given by
L 1 -
(s ]i/l’))ld = Zniuz Z tr [pIUxGl;(e)Az,xG/,?(e)] L:#
k
|
= oy e i (3.28)

and <J'x§jf\,1,x>1d = <J'fw,x§ jx>1d = _<jy§ jﬁ4,y>1d = _<Jﬁ4,y;]'y>1d up to O(”?)- (See also Appendix C2.) Equa-
tion (3.27) contains all the correlations through the ‘magnetization’-current assisted by the impurity scatter-
ings. Note that there is no contribution of ‘spin’-current, because it does not flow in xy-plane.

The skew-scattering type VC up to the leading order of n; is obtained as

2
sk__4e

Ty =

. . 2 . D 2 ~ . o’ . . ~
7rn~u[{<<]x; JX>1d) + (<Jx§]§\4,x>1d) }VOZ + 2<Jx§fi4,x>1d<fx; ]x>1d730 ) (3.29)

where ¥o, = )/oz/niu2 and y30 = y3o/niu2 are O(n?) with g, and y39 being the damping constants,
Im2R(u) = —YuvPuo” [Egs. (AS5) in Ref. [27]]. (jx; jxhg = {Jys Jyhq 1S given as

nniu?

(s jx>1d =

In Fig. 7, the off-diagonal conductivities in the typical three cases are shown as functions of the chemical
potential, where the skew-scattering contribution is plotted for nju/m = 0.5. We can see from Fig. 7 that
the total Hall conductivities are neither even nor odd functions of the chemical potential in the three cases.

From the symmetry consideration as discussed in Appendix E of Ref. [27], we find the following relations,

o, M, S ) = —o (=, M, =S, (3.31)

12



which is the same symmetry as o'gy(y, M,S) and o' (1, M, S ), while the skew-scattering contribution has

the different symmetry,

T M.S) = o (~p. M, =S). (3.32)

Xy

This difference can be explained by the number of the Green functions; 0'3; ¥ contains even number of

Green functions, while O'il; consists of odd number of Green functions. Hence, the total Hall conductivity
for the cases (i) and (ii) is no longer (anti)symmetric for the chemical potential (Fig. 7). This feature is
shared by the spin Hall effect in the non-magnetic Dirac electron system [30].

As pointed out in Ref. [27], the finite Hall conductivities are obtained in the band gap for the cases of (ii)
and (iii) because of o\y", and their values depend on the way of the momentum cut-off. We take isotropic
cut-off in momentum space in Fig. 7. In the paper by Goswami [40], the anomalous Hall conductivity in a
topological phase and the similar dependences on the momentum cut-off are discussed. They conclude that
the regularization by using the cylindrical momentum cut-off is reasonable on the basis of the bulk-boundary

correspondence. As the system we consider is in the trivial phase and there is no such correspondence, it is

not clear how to take the regularization. For more realistic situations, it may depend on a system which we

consider.
(i) M/m=0.4 (i) S/m = 0.4 (i) M/m = S/m =0.2
Y nyu/m = 0.5 nju/m = 0.5 nju/m = 0.5
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FIG. 7. (Color online) The chemical potential dependences of the off-diagonal (Hall) conductivities for the three

typical cases. The total Hall conductivities are no longer even/odd functions of u because of the skew-scattering

sk

ol is shown for n;u/m = 0.5.

contribution 0';1; Here, o

IV. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we investigate the effects of the VCs on the conductivity tensor of the Dirac ferromagnet.

By considering the VCs, the diagonal conductivities increase, and the increments are understood as the

13



renormalization of the lifetime and the contributions from the correlations between the charge- and spin-
currents. However, the AMR does not change quantitatively because the VCs contribute almost equally to
the conductivities parallel and perpendicular to the ferromagnetic order parameters. For the AHE, the ex-
trinsic contributions such as the side-jump and skew-scattering ones are calculated, and the skew-scattering
contribution is dominant in the clean case, as seen in the spin Hall effect in the non-magnetic 3D Dirac

electron system [30].
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Appendix A: Intermixing of particle-, ‘magnetization’- and ‘spin’-currents mediated by impurity scatter-

ings

In this appendix, we calculate the first order VCs to the velocity vertexes of particle-, ‘magnetization’-
and ‘spin’-current. Then, we show that the impurity scatterings cause an intermixing between the particle-
current and the ‘magnetization’-current in the X, y-direction, and between the particle-current and ‘spin’-

current in the Z-direction.

1. Intermixing of particle- and ‘magnetization’-currents

The velocity vertexes of particle-, ‘magnetization- and ‘spin’-currents are given by Egs. (2.5), (3.9)
and (3.10). As the contributions to the conductivities in the leading order of the impurity concentration are

of our interest, it is enough to evaluate
niu* Z G};(e)pMO'VG/,?(e)L:# = (luv;u'v’)pﬂ,o"’, (A1)
k

up to O(n;) at the Fermi level. In the right hand side, we expanded by using the two kinds of Pauli matrices,

and the coeflicients are given as

{uv, vy = %niLtZ Z tr [G};(E)pﬂO'VG;?(E)pﬂ/O'V,] L_ . (A2)
k

We first consider the cases of v; and vj,, for i = x and i = y. Substituting u = 1,2 and v = x,y into

Eq. (A2), and taking the traces, we find that almost all the coefficients of p”ro"" in Eq. (A1) vanish, and the
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non-vanishing components can be collectively expressed as

p107* (Ix;1x) (1x;2y) (1x;1y) (1x;2x)||p10*
2y 1x) (2y;2y) Qy; 1y) (2y;2x)
(Ly; 1x) (1y;2y) (ly;ly) (1y;2x) || pio”
0207 2x;1x) 2x;2y) (2x;1y) (2x;2x) )\ 20

o

RS

p20”
ni? Y GR(e) Gyto)| _ (A3)
3 p10” H

pro?

) p20”

- (A9 20|27 (Ad)

p10”

P20

where AT) and A(ll) are O(n?)— and O(n;)-order terms, as we will show below. Here, (1x; 1x) (and also
(ly; 1y)) is proportional to the diagonal charge conductivity evaluated from the bare-bubble diagram (see
Eq. (A6a)), (1x;2y) and (ly;2x) (also (2y; 1x) and (2x; 1y)) are proportional to the correlation functions
between the (diagonal) charge-current and the ‘magnetization’-current. In order to emphasize this point, we

write A(f) as

(Jxs Jx) _<]’x;]ﬁ/[’x> 0 0
o |G Guifnd O 0
AP =T M dd - B D (3
0 0 Cysdvy i gy
0 0 (iayih) UinyiJiny)
where these coefficients are obtained as
.. .. T2 A2 7'”'““2 b
(s Jx) = Cys Jy) = (L 1) = kLAY = Ee_zo-u (A6a)
it Fra) = gy Fogy) = (22 20) = Q%3 (AGb)
(it g = g = =129 = =i iy, ) = =gy o) =~k A (A6e)
We introduced the expression, X(k, ) of a certain function X(k, ), as
—— 1 X(k, n) )
X(k,n) = —mu* Y 0O,(u)— Sk — ap), A7
(ko) = gme® 0 R AT ar, —r e ) (A7)

k.n
and we neglected the higher order in n;. Here, I'; (j = 1,2, 3), a;, and ©,(u) are defined respectively by
Eqgs.(20)-(22), Eq. (41), and Eq. (42) in Ref. [27]. The k, -integrals are performed by analytically, and the
k;-integrals are numerically caluclated.

(1)
1

Similar relations can be found in A'”, that (1x, 1y) (and {1y, 1x)) is the Fermi-surface contribution

to the off-diagonal charge conductivity evaluated from the bare-bubble diagram. However, the Fermi-sea
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contribution gives rise to an important contribution to off-diagonal charge conductivity {j; jy), and {1x, 1y)

is not equivalent to (j; j,). To keep this difference obvious, (1x, 1y) is denote by {j; jy)s,s Then, A(j) is

given as
0 0 <jx; j)‘>surf <jx; ji/[,y>surf
A\S_]) _ | 0 | 0 _<j§1/[7x; jy>su1f _<j§\/[’x; j?w,y)surf ’ (AS)
<]y; ]x>surf _<Jy; ]51/[,x>surf 0 0
<j?\/[,y;jx>surf _<j§l/l,y;j?\/l,x>surf 0 0
where
<jx;jy>surf = _<j)’;jx>surf = <1X, 1y> = _277Akcxy’ (Aga)
<j§l/l,x; j?\/[,y>surf = _<j§l/l,y; ji/[,x>surf = <2X; 2)’) = _Z(UAk + kZZ)ny - Z(S Yoo — M)’3o)k%ki, (A9b)

<jx;j§\4,y>surf = _<j51/1,y;jx>surf = <j§w,x; jy)surf = _<jy; j?w,x> = <1'X; 2x> = 2QC_xy - (M')/OZ - S'y3z)k%k%_’
(A9c¢)

and Cy, is defined by Eq. (51) in Ref. [27].

2. Intermixing of particle- and ‘spin’-currents

Second, we calculate Eq. (A1) in the cases of v; and vg ; for i = z. Since AHE does not arise in this
direction, it is sufficient to evaluate the VCs up to O(n?). Substituting 4 = 1, v = 0,z into Eq. (A2), and we

find the similar expressions as i = x,y as

Z
NGl + 020" + prr), (A10)
k

L1
P1O P1<TO

z
A A0y | P10
c@|_, =4 (

where the coefficient matrix AI(IO) is O(n?),

. .
AP :[91”’;} <fz’]§’1> ] (A11)
(szs iz (s s
and the matrix elements up to O(nio) are given by
12
s o = (123 12) = 220p + 57— 22 = 228 o, (Al2a)
e
(o /5.y = (10:10) = 2uS + mM)*R2, (A12b)
(s Iy = (s s ey = (12 10) = =2(uS + mM)nk? Ay. (A12¢)

Equation (A11) shows that the particle-current and the ‘spin’-current in the Z-direction are mixed by the

impurity scatterings.
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Appendix B: Ladder type VCs for velocity vertexes of particle-, ‘magnetization’- and ‘spin’-current

Next, we calculate the ladder type of VCs. From Eq. (A1), it is easy to extend to arbitrary order VCs.

For example, the VC of the second order is calculated as

(i) ) GG @puo GrOGR(@)|

k.k’
= (V' yniu ZG (@’ GO _,
= (vl VYWV 1V Y (B1)

By using Eqgs. (A4) and (B1), we can calculate the ladder type VCs to the velocities of the particle- and

‘magnetization’-current in the x- and y-directions as

Ay pro”
A, 5 A A P ; 207
B "= [1 + AQ + AV 4 AV + AV +]
A]’y pla-y
Ao P20
prot
[e5) %) . . . 20'y
= | (A" X (A AP (A0)" |1 . (82)
n=0 n,m=0 plo'y
P20

where A(lm) (m =0, 1) is O(n")-term, and we dropped ()(niz). The first term is further calculated as

Rt T~ Fop) 0 0
i A(O) 1 _<j";j?l/l,x> 1 - <jx; ]x> 0 0 (B3)
n=0 0 0 1= iy iy
0 0 st By 1= (i)
where
Dy = (1= (s i) (1= (g Fig)) = Ui Fig) (3.7)
We also obtain the second term of Eq. (B2) as
0 0 _Ppp _PMP
>y Ay = gl B D T T w
1
nm=0 (DJ-)Z Ppp _PMc 0 0

PMp —Pum 0 0
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with the matrix elements given by

Pop = 20ix: g ) (1= Gt Fop ) Ui oot = (1= g o)) Gt ot

s Fog Y gt Fog Vst (®3)
Patp = (it Fog MG et (1= ot Fopa) + ot Fop dourt (= (s )}

— vt Ry st {1 = G T (1= (i o)) + Gt B (B6)

SDMM = 2(1 - <]x; JX>)<.]X; J?\J,x><.]x; J?\/la))surf - <-]x;-]§l/[,x> <]x;]y>surf - (1 - <]x; Jx>)2<]§v[’x;]§\/[,y>surf' (B7)

The ladder type VCs to the velocities of charge- and ‘spin’-current in the Z-direction are also obtained

as
Al,z N i(A(o))n p1o* _ L 1_<j§,z;j§,z> <]z>]§z> p1o* (BS)
~ Il . . ’
Aio) =0 pic®) Dl o ds  1=(sio)\ea®
where
- z N
Dy=(1- <]z§]z>)(1 - <J§,Z;J§,Z>) = 7§ (3.8)
Appendix C: Calculation of the conductivity tensor
As we have obtained A ; (i = x,y,7z) in Appendix B, we here perform the calculation of the conductivity
tensor.

1. Diagonal conductivity

First, the diagonal conductivities [Eq. (2.3)] are calculated as

e 1 R( . A
o= 27rniu2tr p10" | nju Ek Gk(e)/\],in(E)L:M
&2 . .
—_ ! 2 — !
e | e

where we have used Eq. (2.4).

For i = x, substituting Eq. (B2) with Eq. (B3) and taking the trace, we obtain

202 1 L . a2
Tl T DL (1= (s Fog) s ey + it g ) (C2)

where D, is given by Eq. (3.7), and (j; j.), (Jii i) and (jy i Jj; ) are evaluated as Eq. (A6). By using

Eq. (3.2) and (j,; ji;,) = {Jjy Jx)» We obtain the result for o, as shown in Eq. (3.4) with Egs. (3.5)

4
JM,x
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and (3.11). Similar procedures are performed for i = y, and it is found o, = 0y, as we expected from the

symmetry.
For i = z, substituting Eq. (B8) and taking the trace,

26 1

o Dy (U = s B Wi + i 5. (C3)

) =0z =
is obtained as shown in Eq. (3.4) with Egs. (3.6) and (3.12). Here, Dy is given by Eq. (3.8), and (j.; j,),
(Jzs J§ > and (j§ ; j§ ) are shown in Eq. (A12).
2. Contribution from ladder type VCs to off-diagonal conductivity

The off-diagonal conductivity including the bare-bubble contribution and the ladder type VCs [Eq. (2.8)]

is calculated as similar to the procedure of the diagonal one,

i 62 ~
o = tr [pyo niMZZGl;(e)ALyG‘,?(e)L:#

2
2mn;u A
2

2mniu?

tr [pla'x;h,y] , (C4)

where we used Eq. (2.4) and tr[p;j0*p10”] = 0. Substituting Eqgs. (B2) to (B4), all the components of

Eq. (B3) vanish because of the trace, and the p;o*-component of Eq. (B4) only remains,

2
b+sj 2¢° Ppp
P (D)

(C5)
where P, is given by Eq. (B5). By using Egs. (3.24) and (A6), we obtain Eq. (3.25) with Eqgs. (3.26)

and (3.27).

3. Contribution from skew-scattering type VCs to off-diagonal conductivity

Finally, we calculate the contribution form the skew-scattering type VCs [Eq. (2.10)]. We here evaluate

A7, (i = x,y) defined by interchanging R and A in A, ;. Using Eq. (A1) and
2 A v, ~R _ A v
mi ) GROpur G| _ = 4w (o)
3
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we find that the O(nio)—terms of /~\’1‘ ; are equivalent to those of /~11 ;» hence, /~1’1‘ P = /~\1,i in the leading order.

We calculate Eq. (2.10) as

2
sk _ € 2 Azx ~R||. 2 R 2 R 7 A
O'Xy——23t1' niu E GkAl,ka niu E G || niun E G M,yGy
4nn:u T %

e
+ [ni,ﬂ D GRAT Gy |[ma? Y GRALGR |[na? DGR |- R o A) -
k k' k"
2
= —27:12“3 tr [(Al,x - ,010'x) (—i)’yvpﬂcrv) (Al,y - ,01tfy) + (/~11,x - plo'x) (/L,y - plcry) (iywpﬂcrv)] -
i
2.
= %tf [{(;11,x - PlUx) (;11,)’ - PlUy) - (Al,y - PlUy) (Al,x - Plo'x)}Puo'v] - (C7)
i
Here,
) = (G a1 = (i g hap20”) (G ieha 2107 + s oy ha P207)
- ((jx; jx>1d plo—y + <jx; ji4,x>1d pZO—x) ((jx§ jx)ldplo_x - <jx; j?l/[,x>ld PzO'y)
=2i ((jx; Joomo + 2(jxs v FyronaPs + (s jﬁu,xhzdcfz), (C8)

and then we obtain Eq. (3.29).
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