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A space-time dependent node separation in Weyl semimetals acts as an axial vector field. Coupled
with domain wall motion in magnetic Weyl semimetals, this induces axial electric and magnetic
fields localized at the domain wall. We show how these fields can activate the axial (chiral) anomaly
and provide a direct experimental signature of it. Specifically, a domain wall provides a spatially
dependent Weyl node separation and an axial magnetic field B5, and domain wall movement, driven
by an external magnetic field, gives the Weyl node separation a time dependence, inducing an axial
electric field E5. At magnetic fields beyond the Walker breakdown, E5 ·B5 becomes nonzero and
activates the axial anomaly that induces a finite axial charge density—imbalance in the number
of left- and right-handed fermions—moving with the domain wall. This axial density, in turn,
produces, via the chiral magnetic effect, an oscillating current flowing along the domain wall plane,
resulting in a characteristic radiation of electromagnetic waves emanating from the domain wall. A
detection of this radiation would constitute a direct measurement of the axial anomaly induced by
axial electromagnetic fields.

Introduction.—The smallest number of Weyl fermions
realizable as quasiparticles in a crystal is two [1, 2]—
one left-handed and one right-handed. In the presence
of inversion symmetry, we can choose the origin of mo-
mentum space such that one Weyl fermion resides at
b and the other at −b. Since time reversal does not
change the handedness of a Weyl fermion, such a minimal
Weyl semimetal necessarily breaks time-reversal symme-
try [3, 4]. The Weyl node splitting 2b is then induced
by the time-reversal breaking and can be thought of as
a magnetization. Such a magnetic Weyl semimetal was
recently realized in EuCd2As2 at intermediate temper-
atures [5, 6] and in EuCd2Sb2 in an external magnetic
field [7]; several further Weyl states in magnetic materi-
als were experimentally observed [8–11].

The electronic response of the Weyl fermions to exter-
nal electromagnetic fields is fundamentally influenced by
the chiral anomaly [12, 13]. The handedness of the Weyl
fermions is not generally conserved and the axial density
n5 = nL−nR, the difference in density of left- and right-
handed Weyl fermions, instead satisfies the homogeneous
anomaly equation [14]

∂tn5 =
e2

2~2π2

(
E ·B +

1

3
E5 ·B5

)
. (1)

Here E and B are the usual electric and magnetic fields,
while E5 and B5 are so-called axial electric and mag-
netic fields [15, 16], which point in the opposite direction
for the two chiralities. Direct experimental signatures
of the anomaly have proven hard to come by. While
negative magnetoresitance is a consequence of the chi-
ral anomaly [17, 18] it is not an unambiguous signature
of it [19–23]. Axial fields are also challenging to realize
as they may require systematic and significant straining
of materials [24–26]; obtaining an axial electric field E5

is particularly hard, as this requires controllable time-

FIG. 1. A domain wall along the x-direction with a continu-
ously varying Weyl node separation 2b. The two insets with
Weyl-cones show the corresponding Weyl node separation in
momentum space, given by the bulk magnetization vector,
(green). The domain wall has a hard-axis anisotropy in the
y-direction, and an easy-axis in the z-direction. φ(t) is the
angle of the magnetization at the domain wall center out of
the easy-axis plane (xz-plane), and X(t) is the position of the
domain wall center. The domain wall depicted is in the Bloch
configuration for which φ(t) = π/2. The Bloch wall only has
a nonzero component of B5 in the y-direction, and B5,yλ/|b|
is plotted as a function of x − X(0) (middle bottom inset);
for parameter values see [28].

dependent strain. This is because the Weyl node sepa-
ration b couples to the Weyl fermions as an axial vector
potential and strain gives it a space-time dependence as
b → b(r, t). This then gives rise to axial fields through
B5 = ∇×b and E5 = −∂tb, in analogy with how electro-
magnetic fields are obtained from a vector potential [27].

In this work we discuss how both of these difficulties—
the generation of axial fields and detection of the ax-
ial anomaly—are overcome by studying domain wall mo-
tion [29, 30] in Weyl semimetals. Indeed, in a magnetic
Weyl semimetal a space-time variation in the Weyl node
separation is naturally realized at domain walls in the
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magnetization [31]. Such domain walls have been in-
directly observed, for example, in the magnetic nodal
semimetal CeAlGe [8]. Domain wall motion has also been
studied in related systems such as junctions of ferromag-
nets and topological insulators [32–36].

Consider a magnetic domain wall along the x-direction,
pointing in the ±z-direction deep in the bulk, as depicted
in Fig. 1. For concreteness, we assume the easy-axis of
the magnetic anisotropy to be in the z-direction and the
hard-axis anisotropy to lie in the y-direction, making the
xz-plane the easy-plane. The domain wall can be de-
scribed in terms of two collective coordinates, the posi-
tion X(t) of the center of the wall and the internal angle
φ(t), which measures the angle of the magnetization out
of the easy-plane. X(t) and φ(t) describe zero modes of
fluctuations around the domain wall arising from transla-
tion invariance along the x-direction and rotation invari-
ance around the z-axis, respectively [37]. While the exis-
tence of a hard-axis anisotropy formally breaks the rota-
tional invariance, X(t) and φ(t) are still good collective
coordinates in the limit of weak anisotropy. There are
two special configurations of the domain wall, the Néel
wall for which φ = 0 where the domain wall is situated
in the easy plane, and the Bloch wall, for which φ = π/2,
illustrated in Fig. 1. Since b rotates from −bẑ to bẑ an
axial magnetic field localized at the domain wall is ob-
tained. This is similar to the B5 obtained at the surface
of Weyl semimetals [38], except that it is not constrained
to a definite location in space.

When the domain wall moves, the magnetization be-
comes time-dependent, generating an axial electric field
E5. A controllable way of moving a domain wall is by a
magnetic field B = Bẑ. This results in a rigid shift of
the domain wall center X(t) with an average velocity that
increases linearly with B up until a critical value Bc, at
which the internal angle starts rotating and the velocity
decreases—this is called the Walker breakdown [39]. The
axial electric field generated in this movement is a func-
tion of both the rotation and the velocity of the domain
wall. However, as we show, the axial anomaly (which
depends on E5 ·B5) is only activated when the internal
angle starts rotating, for magnetic fields larger than Bc.
Once it is activated an axial density n5, localized at the
domain wall, builds up and an oscillating current is in-
duced, via the chiral magnetic effect [40]. This results in
electromagnetic radiation which is a direct signature of
the axial anomaly induced by axial fields.

Domain wall dynamics.—We take the Weyl node sep-
aration in a domain wall to define a unit magnetization
m as b(r, t) = ∆/(eνF )m(r, t), where e is the elemen-
tary charge, νF the Fermi velocity, and ∆ an effective
exchange coupling between the electrons and the magne-
tization. The variation of b with r and t is slow enough,
compared to typical electronic time and length scales,
that the interpretation of it as a Weyl node separation
in momentum space still makes sense. Expressed in the

collective coordinates,

m =

(
cos[φ(t)]

cosh(x−X(t)
λ )

,
sin[φ(t)]

cosh(x−X(t)
λ )

,−q tanh(
x−X(t)

λ
)

)
,

(2)
where λ is the domain wall width and q = ±1 is the topo-
logical charge [37]; we consider the case q = −1, cf. Fig. 1.
The dynamics of the domain wall is encapsulated in a
ferromagnetic action SFM =

∫
dt(LB −HH −HZ) which

considers the precession and exchange coupling of the
magnetization, coupled to an external magnetic field [29].
The Lagrangian describing the precession is given by a
Berry phase term LB = ~/a3

∫
d3x φ̇(cos θ − 1), where

θ = 2 tan−1 exp[−(x−X(t))/λ] and a is the lattice con-
stant [41]. The exchange coupling contributes the term
HH = 1/(2a3)

∫
d3x(Ja2|∇m|2 −Km2

z +K⊥m
2
y), which

is the Heisenberg Hamiltonian in the continuous limit.
Here J , K and K⊥ are positive constants: J is the ex-
change energy, and K and K⊥ are the easy- and hard-
axis anisotropy energies. The contribution from an ex-
ternal magnetic field B = Bẑ, applied in the direction of
the easy-axis anisotropy, is included as a Zeeman term,
HZ = ~/a3

∫
d3xm · γB, where γ is the electron gyro-

magnetic ratio.
The collective coordinate description of the domain

wall in terms of X(t) and φ(t) is valid as long as there is
translational invariance in the x-direction and rotational
invariance around the z-direction. While the existence
of a hard-axis anisotropy would deform the domain wall
and break the rotational invariance, the deformation is
negligible in the limit K⊥ � K, in which X(t) and φ(t)
are good collective coordinates [30]. While this is not an
essential limit, it simplifies our discussion so we assume
it henceforth. The domain wall action in this limit in
terms of collective coordinates [29]

SFM = −2~A
a3

∫
dt
(
φ̇X + ν⊥ sin2 φ− γB X

)
. (3)

Here A is the cross-section of the sample in the yz-plane
and ν⊥ = λK⊥/(2~), with λ =

√
J/K the domain wall

width. The first term is the Berry phase term, the sec-
ond the contribution from the Heisenberg Hamiltonian
and the last the Zeeman term. The time evolution of the
collective coordinates is given by the action SFM together
with damping, which takes into account magnetization
relaxation effects. Incorporating the damping as a dis-
sipation function W = −~Aλα/a3[(Ẋ/λ)2 + φ̇2], where
α is the Gilbert damping constant [42], the generalized
Euler-Lagrange equations of motion take the form

φ̇+
α

λ
Ẋ = γB, (4)

Ẋ − αλφ̇ = ν⊥ sin 2φ, (5)

which are combined into a single equation for the internal
angle: φ̇ = a1 − a2 sin(2φ). Here a1 = γB/

(
α2 + 1

)
and
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FIG. 2. Axial chemical potential µ5 as function of time t,
evaluated at the domain wall center x = X(t) (upper panel)
and as a function of x at times t1 = 100τφ + τφ/4, t2 =
320τφ − τφ/4 and t3 = 520τφ + τφ/4 (lower panel). Here we
take chemical potential µ = 10 meV, temperature T = 300 K
and magnetic field B = 1 T; other parameters are given in
[28].

a2 = αν⊥/[(α
2 + 1)λ]. a2 is always positive whilst the

sign of a1 depends on the direction of the magnetic field.
The solutions for φ(t) depend on the magnitude of

B and are divided into two domains separated by the
critical magnetic field Bc = αν⊥/(γλ) obtained when
|a1| = a2. This is observed from the solution for φ(t),
which for initial condition φ(0) = 0, is

tan(φ) =
a1 tan(

√
a21 − a22 t)√

a21 − a22 + a2 tan(
√
a21 − a22 t)

. (6)

The square root in the above expression is negative
when B < Bc, in which case the solution is tan(φ) =
a1 tanh(ζt)/[ζ + a2 tanh(ζt)], where ζ =

√
a22 − a21. In

the long-time limit t → ∞, this results in a constant
angle φ = 1/2 arcsin(B/Bc). The domain wall velocity
is also constant in this limit: Ẋ = λγB/α. When the
magnetic field is larger than the critical value, B > Bc,
the internal angle oscillates in time according to φ(t) =
arctan{a1 tan(ωt)/[ω+a2 tan(ωt)]}, with the angular fre-
quency ω =

√
a21 − a22. In this regime the domain wall

position X(t) = (−φ(t) + γBt)λ/α also increases with
time with an oscillatory motion. The magnitude of the
magnetic field therefore plays a role in how the domain
wall moves, which has implications for the onset of the
chiral anomaly. The anomaly equation, Eq. (1), (with
E = 0) is proportional to

E5 ·B5 =
∆2

e2ν2Fλ

φ̇ cosφ

cosh3
(
x−X(t)

λ

) , (7)

which is zero when B < Bc, implying that the chi-
ral anomaly is only activated in the Walker breakdown

regime B > Bc. The axial electric field, which con-
tributes with the term φ̇, is also nonzero before the
Walker breakdown, but is then orthogonal to B5.

The axial chemical potential.—The axial anomaly in-
duced by the domain wall motion generates an axial
chemical potential µ5 = (µL − µR)/2, with µL and µR
the chemical potentials of left- and right-handed Weyl
fermions, respectively. The anomaly equation is of the
form ∂tn5 = e2/(6~2π2)E5 · B5 − n5/τ , where the sec-
ond term takes into account inter-valley scattering be-
tween the two Weyl cones, with inter-valley scattering
time τ [43, 44] and where E5 ·B5 oscillates in time with
period τφ = 2π/ω. In the limit τφ � τ , the domain wall
oscillates faster than the inter-valley scattering and the
number density becomes n5 = e2/(6~2π2)

∫ t
0

ds E5(x, s) ·
B5(x, s).

The axial chemical potential is considered to be space
and time dependent and relates to the axial number den-
sity as

µ5(x, t) =

2
2
3

([
C1n5 +

√
C2

1n
2
5 + 4C3

2

] 2
3 − 2

2
3C2

)
6
(
C1n5 +

√
C2

1n
2
5 + 4C3

2

) 1
3

,

(8)
where the constants C1 = 81π2~3ν3F and C2 = 3(3µ2 +
π2T 2k2B), T is the temperature and kB the Boltzmann
constant. The above expression for µ5 holds in the
limit of small magnetic fields, ~eB � µ2

5/ν
2
F , where

µ = (µL + µR)/2 is the average chemical potential [45].
µ5(x, t) oscillates in time, is located at the domain wall,
and travels along the x-direction as X(t) evolves with
time, see Fig. 2.

Measuring the anomaly.—The axial chemical potential
generates a current density [46] proportional to the exter-
nal magnetic field through the chiral magnetic effect [45],

JA(x, t) =
e2

2π2~2
µ5(x, t)Bẑ ≡ JAz (x, t)ẑ. (9)

The rotation of the magnetization further yields an effec-
tive current, JM (x, t) = ∇ ×M , where M = γ~/a3m
is the magnetization density. The currents JAz (x, t) and
JM (x, t) give rise to electromagnetic fields, measurable
through their radiated power. We describe these fields
using Jefimenko’s equations [47], and consider them sep-
arately in the near-field r � R0, and the far-field r � R0,
limits, where R0 is the wavelength of the electromagnetic
fields and r =

√
[x−X(t)]2 + y2 + z2 is the distance to

the detector from the domain wall center [48]. In both
limits the domain size is considered to be the smallest of
the three length scales, λ � r,R0. We further require
that Lz > νF τφ, where Lz is the width of the sample
in the z-direction (in the opposite limit accumulation of
charge at the edge of the sample might become relevant),
which for realistic parameters [28] and B & 1 T holds
when Lz ∼ 10 µm. The radiation in the near-field is mea-
surable by current-technology on-chip, which can detect
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weak signals of only a few emitted photons [49]. Reactive
components dominate the electromagnetic fields in the
near field, and by describing the electromagnetic fields in
this limit as an expansion in r/c, we find that the only ra-
diative contribution up to second order in r/c originates
from the anomaly current. The resulting power imping-
ing on a detector of size ` × `, and a small solid angle,
is given by PA` (θ, ϕ) = `2d22B

2λ2〈(∂2t µ5)2〉 sin2 θ/(2ε0c
5),

where d2 = LyLze
2/(8π3~2), ε0 is the vacuum permeabil-

ity, θ, ϕ are the polar and azimuthal angles and 〈...〉 refers
to time average (see the Appendix for details). Fig. 3 de-
picts the number of photons, n = PA` t`/Ep, emitted by

a domain wall during the time t` = `/〈Ẋ〉 it takes it to
traverse the detector length ` = 1 µm, as a function of
the external magnetic field, where Ep = ~ω is the pho-
ton energy. The number of emitted photons goes above
1 for B ∼ 2.5 T and increases as B4, yielding around
1530 emitted photons for B = 15 T, making the signal
observable by detector sizes ` ∼ 0.1− 1 µm [49–52].

In the far-field limit the electromagnetic fields radiate,
and the power contains contributions from both JAz (x, t)
and JM (x, t). The anomaly current is even across the do-
main wall, whilst the magnetzation current is odd, which
results in the radiation due to the magnetization decay-
ing faster with distance than the radiation due to the
anomaly (total power due to the anomaly is independent
of r while the magnetization power decays as r−2). For
B ∼ 10 T and r ∼ 1 cm the contribution to the power due
to the anomaly is 104 times larger than the magnetization
contribution (for details see the Appendix). The power
in both limits is thus dominated by the anomaly con-
tribution, and the radiation frequencies range between
ω/2π = 27− 420 GHz for magnetic fields in the interval
B = 1− 15 T.

These results generalize to multiple domain walls. Ad-
jacent domain walls have opposite topological charge
q = ±1, and therefore travel in opposite directions under
the influence of a magnetic field. The current due to the
anomaly is independent of the topological charge as the
axial chemical potential goes as q2. This implies that the
radiated field from the anomaly current of two adjacent
domain walls add up. The magnetization current on the
other hand has a q-dependence which produces a sign dif-
ferent in the y-components of the magnetization current
at two adjacent domain walls, which modifies the radi-
ation when considering several domain walls compared
to that of a single domain wall. In any case, this will
not change the fact that the anomaly contribution is the
dominating one, and measurable also in the case of mul-
tiple domain walls. However, the radiated power only
exists during a finite length of time depending on the
velocity of the domain walls, until the domain walls an-
nihilate each other or until they reach the boundary of
the sample. Pinning [30]—local enhancement of easy-
axis anisotropy, due to for example impurities, confining
the domain wall to a certain region—could modify the
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FIG. 3. The number of photons n = PA`,maxt`/Ep

emitted by the domain wall during the time t` = `/〈Ẋ〉
it traverses the detector length ` = 1µm, as a func-
tion of external magnetic field B. Here PA`,max =

`2d22B
2λ2〈(∂2

t µ5)2〉 sin2 θ/(2ε0c
5)|θ=π/2 is the radiated power

in the near-field, and is due to the anomaly current, Ep = ~ω
is the photon energy. The polar plot depicts the normalized
power per solid angle, (dPA/ dΩ)/A = sin2 θ, where A is
the amplitude of (dPA/ dΩ), as a function of the polar an-
gle θ (maroon, dotted) for any value of the azimuthal angle
ϕ, and as a function of ϕ (orange, solid) for θ = π/2. Here
Ly = Lz = 10 µm, for other parameter values see Fig. 2
and [28].

details of the radiation field, since adjacent domain walls
could be prevented from annihilating one another and
the electromagnetic radiation would come from a fixed
location.

Discussion.—We have shown how field-driven motion
of a domain wall in a magnetic Weyl semimetal leads to
the activation of the axial anomaly. This results from the
space and time dependent Weyl node separation emerg-
ing from the domain wall motion, which generates axial
electromagnetic fields. The anomaly generates an ax-
ial chemical potential at the domain wall, which in turn
results in an oscillating current and electromagnetic mi-
crowave radiation, detection of which would constitute a
direct measurement of the axial anomaly. Experimental
techniques to detect such microwave radiation are ad-
vanced and can even be done on-chip [49–52]. While we
have made some simplifying approximations to highlight
the fundamental physics, we expect the qualitative pic-
ture to be robust in realistic situations, and a general fea-
ture of any domain wall motion in Weyl semimetals. For
example, current-driven domain wall motion will lead to
the same axial anomaly-triggering mechanism as the one
described here, but will allow for an electronic control of
anomaly activation, which may be useful in designing ex-
periments and applications. We have also worked in the
limit of weak hard-axis anisotropy where a description
of the domain wall in terms of collective coordinates is
sufficient. Deviations away from this limit will lead to a
more complicated theory that needs to take into account
modes beyond just the zero modes we include, but this
is not expected to modify the qualitative description of
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the emergence of axial fields located at the domain wall.
We have focused our discussion on the use of do-

main wall motion for detecting anomaly physics. The
other way around, namely the effects of the anomaly
on the physics of domain walls and related spintron-
ics phenomena is an interesting avenue for future studies.
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JIN and European Union structural funds and the Comu-
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gram (S2018-NMT-4511).

Appendix A: Radiation in the near and far field

The presence of the chiral anomaly induces a current
through the chiral magnetic effect, acting as a source of
radiating electromagnetic fields. The curl of the magne-
tization yields an effective current which contributes to
the radiating electromagnetic fields. Here we discuss the
radiated fields due to the two currents in the near-field
and far-field limits, and show that the radiated power is
dominated by the contribution due to the chiral anomaly.

The source of electromagnetic radiation enters
Maxwell’s equations [47] as the right hand side of

∇× 1

µ0
B − ε0

∂E

∂t
= JA +∇×M , (A.1)

where ε0 and µ0 are the vacuum permittivity and vacuum
permeability respectively, and

JA =
e2

2π2~2
µ5(x, t)Bext (A.2)

is the current generated by the chiral anomaly through
the chiral magnetic effect where µ5(x, t) is the axial chem-
ical potential and Bext is the applied magnetic field. The
second source term in Eq. (A.1) is an effective current
generated through the curl of the magnetization per unit
volume, M = γ~/a3m. We refer to this effective current
contribution as a magnetization current and define it as

JM = ∇×M . (A.3)

The total source of electromagnetic fields contained at
the domain wall is therefore J = JM + JA.

The currents give rise to electromagnetic fields, de-
scribed by Jefimenko’s equations as [47]:

E(r, t) = − 1

4πε0c2

∫
dr′

[∂tJ(r′, t′)]ret
R

, (A.4)

B(r, t) =
µ0

4π

∫
dr′

(
[J(r′, t′)]ret × R̂

R2

+
[∂tJ(r′, t′)]ret × R̂

cR

)
,

(A.5)

where R = r−r′, such that R = |R| is the distance from
the source, and [...]ret means that the quantity is to be
evaluated at the retarded time tr = t − r/c. The fields
are evaluated by considering the three relevant length
scales, λ the domain wall width, R0 the wavelength of
the radiation, and R. The limit R � R0 constitutes the
far-field and R � R0 the near field; in both cases we
assume the limit r′ ∼ λ � r, where the extent of the
region containing the currents, r′, is much smaller than r
and is always the smallest length scale. The wavelength
R0 = τφc decreases as B−1 through the period of the
current τφ = 2π/ω. For B = 1 T, R0 ∼ 10 mm, while for
B = 15 T R0 ∼ 0.7 mm. The size of the domain in the
y- and z- directions, Ly and Lz, is also considered to be
small in comparison to r, where the width of Lz > νF τφ
is large enough so that the oscillating current does not
start accumulating charge at the edge. The behavior of
the radiated fields in the far- and near-field limits differ
in character: in the far-field the fields are radiative, and
in this region the total radiated power is well defined. In
the near-field limit Jefimenko’s equations are expanded
in terms of R/R0. In this limit the fields are dominated
by reactive fields, where the radiative components that
appear are higher order in R/R0 than the former and
thus less prominent [53]. Even so, we first proceed by ex-
ploring the near-field to show the qualitative appearance
of a radiated power due to the chiral anomaly.

Radiation in the near-field.—In the instantaneous ap-
proximation, or near-field, where R � R0, we have the
relation |t − tr|/τφ = R/R0 � 1, such that the radiated
fields in Eqs. (A.4)–(A.5) given in retarded time may be
expanded in terms of |t− tr| = R/c, which to the lowest
orders yields

E(r, t) = − 1

4πε0

∫ (
∂tJ

c2R
− ∂2t J

c3

)
dr′, (A.6)

B(r, t) =
µ0

4π

∫ (
J ×R

R3
− (∂2t J)×R

2c2R

)
dr′, (A.7)

for the electromagnetic fields.
As we are considering the limit λ� r we may further

expand in r−1, keeping only the lowest order terms, for
example

1

R
=

1

r

(
1 +

2 [xqx̃+ yy′ + zz′]

r2
+O

[
1

r2

])
, (A.8)

where x̃ = x′ −X(t) and xq = x −X(t), such that r =√
x2q + y2 + zy is defined as the distance from the domain

wall center. The anomaly contribution to the current is
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proportional to µ5(x, t), and its time derivatives, where
the axial chemical potential is given by

µ5(x, t) =

2
2
3

([
C1n5 +

√
C2

1n
2
5 + 4C3

2

] 2
3 − 2

2
3C2

)
6
(
C1n5 +

√
C2

1n
2
5 + 4C3

2

) 1
3

,

(A.9)
where the constants C1 = 81π2~3ν3F and C2 = 3(3µ2 +
π2T 2k2B). The axial density in the limit τφ � τ is

n5(x, t) =

∫ t

0

E5 ·B5 ds =
∆2

e2ν2Fλ

∫ t

0

φ̇ cosφ

cosh3
(
x−X(s)

λ

) ds.

(A.10)
To simplify the evaluation of the electromagnetic fields
we note that since E5 · B5 peaks at the center of the
domain wall, the value of the axial density may be ap-
proximated by its value at x = X(t). This requires
that τφ � λ/〈Ẋ〉, namely the timescale of building up
a nonzero axial density must be much smaller than the
time the it takes the domain wall to move away. In this
limit the axial density becomes

n5(X(t), t) =
∆2

e2ν2Fλ

∫ t

0

φ̇ cosφ

cosh3
(
X(t)−X(s)

λ

) ds, (A.11)

which, as the nonzero contributions from the integrand
come from s ∼ t, is approximately equal to

n5(X(t), t) =
∆2

e2ν2Fλ
sinφ. (A.12)

Assuming an external magnetic field in the z-direction,
Bext = Bẑ, together with the above consideration, yields
an electric field in the z-direction:

EAz (r, t) = − d2
ε0c2

Bλ

(
∂tµ5(X(t), t)

1

r
− ∂2t µ5(X(t), t)

c

)
,

(A.13)

as well as components of magnetic fields in the x-, and
y-directions:

BAx (r, t) = −d2µ0Bλ

(
µ5(X(t), t)

y

r3
− ∂2t µ5(X(t), t)

2c2
y

r

)
,

(A.14)

BAy (r, t) = d2µ0Bλ

(
µ5(X(t), t)

xq
r3
− ∂2t µ5(X(t), t)

2c2
xq
r

)
.

(A.15)

Here the superscript A refers to the source coming from
the anomaly and d2 = LyLze

2/(8π3~2). Similarly, the
electromagnetic fields due to the magnetization current,
are

EMy (r, t) = − d1
ε0c2

2qẊ
xq
r3
, (A.16)

EMz (r, t) =
d1
ε0c2

πφ̇ cosφλ
xq
r3
, (A.17)

and

BMx (r, t) = d1µ0

(
2q

z

r3
+ π sinφλ

3xqy

r5
− qẌ xqz

c2r3

+ πλ
[
φ̇2 sinφ− φ̈ cosφ

] xqy

2c2r3

)
,

(A.18)

BMy (r, t) = d1µ0

(
−π sinφλ

[
3x2q − r2

]
r5

−πλ
(
φ̇2 sinφ− φ̈ cosφ

) [x2q − r2]
2c2r3

)
,

(A.19)

BMz (r, t) = −d1µ0

(
2q
xq
r3
− 2qẌ

[
x2q − r2

] 1

2c2r3

)
.

(A.20)

The superscript M assigned to the fields refers to
the magnetization origin of the current, and d1 =
LyLzγ~/(4πa3).

Electromagnetic fields are dominantly reactive in the
near-field, radiative contributions do appear, but these
terms are higher order in the expansion in Eqs. (A.6)-
(A.7), which means that their amplitudes are small in
comparison to the reactive fields. The only fields that are
radiative, to the order we consider, and thus contribute to
a total power, are contributions coming from the anomaly
current. The time averages 〈µ5∂tµ5〉 = 〈∂tµ5∂

2
t µ5〉 = 0,

so the time averaged Poynting vector 〈SA〉 is composed
of components:

〈SAx 〉 =
d22
ε0c5

B2λ2〈(∂2t µ5)2〉xq
2r
, (A.21)

〈SAy 〉 =
d22
ε0c5

B2λ2〈(∂2t µ5)2〉 y
2r
. (A.22)

The total power per solid angle is given by [47]

dPA

dΩ
= r2n · 〈S〉

=
d22

2ε0c5
B2λ2〈(∂2t µ5)2〉r2 sin2 θ,

(A.23)

where n is a unit vector in the direction of r and θ is the
polar angle, so integrating over a surface of a sphere of
radius r yields the total power:

PA =
d22
ε0c5

4π

3
B2λ2〈(∂2t µ5)2〉r2. (A.24)

The power radiated towards a detector with area `2,
assuming that the solid angle of the detector is very small,
is given by

PA` = `2n · 〈S〉, (A.25)
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which is maximal for θ = π/2. The rate of photons Ṅ
emitted per unit time is thus

Ṅ =
PA`
Ep

, (A.26)

where the photon energy Ep = ~ω, ω being the angular
frequency of the radiated fields. The number of photons
emitted by a domain wall passing by a detector of length
` is then given by

n = Ṅt`, (A.27)

where t` = `/〈Ẋ〉 is the time it takes the domain wall
to pass the length of the detector. The number of emit-
ted photons depends on B both through the the power
PA` , which has a quartic B-dependence, and through 〈Ẋ〉
which is linear in B. For θ = π/2 and B = 10 T the
number of emitted photons is of order 20 for a detector
of length ` = 0.4 µm and of order 300 photons for ` = 1
µm.

Radiation in the far-field.—The electromagnetic fields
in the far-field approximation are [54]:

E(r, t) = − 1

4πε0c2

[∫
∂tJ⊥ dr′

]
r

, (A.28)

B(r, t) =
µ0

4π

[∫
∂tJ⊥ dr′

]
× r

cr2
, (A.29)

where J⊥ = J−(J ·R)R/R2. The expressions are evalu-
ated with the same approximations as for the near-field,
namely assuming that the axial chemical potential is only
non-zero at the center of the domain wall, as well as ex-
panding all expression in terms of r−1 to the lowest order,
and where we assume the external magnetic field to be in
the z-direction. The radiated fields due to the anomaly
takes the form

EAx (r, tr) =
d2
ε0c2

λB∂tµ5(X(t), t)
zxq
r3

, (A.30)

EAy (r, tr) =
d2
ε0c2

λB∂tµ5(X(t), t)
zy

r3
, (A.31)

EAz (r, tr) = − d2
ε0c2

λB∂tµ5(X(t), t)

(
1− z2

r2

)
1

r
,

(A.32)

for the three components of the electric field, and

BAx (r, tr) = −d2µ0λB∂tµ5(X(t), t)

(
z2y

cr3
+

y

cr2

[
1− z2

r2

])
,

(A.33)

BAy (r, tr) = d2µ0λB∂tµ5(X(t), t)

(
z2xq
cr3

+
xq
cr2

[
1− z2

r2

])
,

(A.34)

BAz (r, tr) = 0, (A.35)
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FIG. 4. The main plot shows the contribution from the
anomaly, PA, and the contribution from the magnetization,
PM , to the total power as functions of the applied magnetic
fieldB in the far-field limit. Note the different scale. The inset
depicts the normalized power per solid angle, (dPA/ dΩ)/AA
for the anomaly contribution and (dPM/dΩ)/AA for the
magnetization contribution, where AA and AM are the am-
plitudes of the respective quantities, as functions of the az-
imuthal angle ϕ for constant values of θ, where the radius of
the plot is the magnitude of the power for a given angle. Here
the −− dashed curve corresponds to θ = π/2, the .. dotted
curve θ = π/3 and the solid line, θ = π/4. In both plots the
anomaly contribution is green, and the magnetization contri-
bution is orange. Here r = 1 cm, for other parameter values
see [28].

for the magnetic field components. The corresponding
fields due to the curl of the magnetization are

EMx (r, tr) =
d1
ε0c2

[
2x2q − r2

](
q2Ẋ

y

r5
− π cosφφ̇

zλ

r5

)
,

(A.36)

EMy (r, tr) =
d1
ε0c2

(
q4Ẋ

xqy
2

r5
− 2π cosφφ̇

xqλyz

r5

)
,

(A.37)

EMz (r, tr) =
d1
ε0c2

(
q4Ẋ

xqyz

r5
− 2π cosφφ̇

xqz
2λ

r5

)
,

(A.38)

and

BMx (r, tr) = 0, (A.39)

BMy (r, tr) = d1µ0

(
−q2Ẋ yz

cr4
+ π cosφφ̇

z2λ

cr4

)
, (A.40)

BMz (r, tr) = d1µ0

(
q2Ẋ

y2

cr4
− π cosφφ̇

yzλ

cr4

)
. (A.41)

The power per solid angle of these radiation fields takes
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the form:

dP

dΩ
=

d22
ε0c3

B2λ2〈(∂tµ5)2〉 sin2 θ
(
1− 2 sin2 ϕ cos2 θ

)
+

d21
ε0c3

1

r2

(
4〈Ẋ2〉 sin2 ϕ sin2 θ

[
cos2 θ + sin2 ϕ sin2 θ

]
+λ2π2〈cos2 φφ̇2〉 cos2 θ

[
cos2 θ + sin2 ϕ sin2 θ

])
+
d1d2
ε0c3

B〈∂tµ5 cosφφ̇〉πλ
2

r
cosϕ sin θ cos2 θ (2

+ cos2 θ + sin2 ϕ sin2 θ
)
.

(A.42)
The angular dependence of the power, as a function of
the azimuthal angle ϕ, is depicted in Fig. 4 for the nor-
malized contributions from the anomaly and the magne-
tization for different values of the polar angle θ. Since the
magnetization term proportional to 〈cos2 φφ̇2〉 is several
order larger than the term proportional to 〈Ẋ2〉, we only
consider the radiation from the former. The anomaly
contribution is maximal for θ = π/2 for which it has a
constant ϕ-dependence, and it is zero at θ = 0, π. The ϕ-
dependence for other values of θ is such that the power at
these angles is maximum for ϕ = 0, π and minimum for
ϕ = π/2, The magnetization contribution on the other
hand is constant in ϕ for θ = 0, π, and in between these
values of θ it is maximum for ϕ = π/2 and minimum for
ϕ = 0, π. The radiation from the two contributions thus
have a different angular dependence.

The terms which mix contributions from both the
anomaly and the magnetization do not contribute to the
total power, which is

P (r) =
d22
ε0c3

λ2B2〈(∂tµ5)2〉3π
2

4

+
d21
ε0c3

1

r2

(
13π2

8
〈Ẋ2〉+

π3

8
(π + 3)λ2〈cos2 φφ̇2〉

)
.

(A.43)
Note that the contribution from the anomaly is con-
stant in r, while the magnetization contribution falls off
quadratically with distance. This stems from the fact
that only terms odd in x̃ in ∂tJ

M contribute to the
electromagnetic fields, which yields a higher order de-
pendence in r−1 than the contribution stemming from
∂tJ

A, which is even across the domain wall. Note also
that the rotation of the internal angle, φ̇, and the ve-
locity of the domain wall both are linear in the external
magnetic field, and that ∂tµ5 in turn is linear in φ̇. This
means that the anomaly contribution is quartic in the
external magnetic field, while the magnetization contri-
bution is merely quadratic, which renders the anomaly
contribution the dominating one for larger values of B.
The total power as a function of the external magnetic
field is displayed in Fig. 4 for parameter values [28] and
r = 1 cm, which shows the different B-dependencies of
the two contributions and also depicts how the anomaly
contribution is several orders of magnitude larger than

the contribution from the magnetization. For B = 5−10
T, R0 ∼ 1 mm, so the distance to the detector in the
far-field is of order r = 1 cm and larger which, since the
power due to the anomaly is constant in r whilst the
magnetization contribution decays as r−2, implies that
the anomaly contribution always dominates in the far-
field.
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Maŕıa A H Vozmediano, “Elastic Gauge Fields in Weyl
Semimetals,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 177202 (2015).

[25] D. I. Pikulin, Anffany Chen, and M. Franz, “Chiral
Anomaly from Strain-Induced Gauge Fields in Dirac and
Weyl Semimetals,” Phys. Rev. X 6, 041021 (2016).

[26] Adolfo G Grushin, Jorn W F Venderbos, Ashvin Vish-
wanath, and Roni Ilan, “Inhomogeneous Weyl and Dirac
Semimetals: Transport in Axial Magnetic Fields and
Fermi Arc Surface States from Pseudo-Landau Levels,”
Phys. Rev. X 6, 041046 (2016).

[27] We assume inversion symmetry such that the energy dif-
ference of the Weyl nodes b0 = 0.

[28] Lattice constant a = 0.5 nm, hard axis anisotropy
K⊥/a

3 = 102 J/m3, domain wall width λ = 10 nm, do-
main wall length in y-, z-directions, Ly = Lz = 10µm,

Fermi velocity νF = 5 · 105 m/s, inter-valley scattering
rate τ = 1 ns, Gilbert damping constant α = 0.01 and
half the length of the Weyl node separation |b| = 0.1π/a.

[29] Junya Shibata, Gen Tatara, and Hiroshi Kohno, “A brief
review of field- and current-driven domain-wall motion,”
J. Phys. D 44, 384004 (2011).

[30] Gen Tatara, Hiroshi Kohno, and Junya Shibata, “Micro-
scopic approach to current-driven domain wall dynam-
ics,” Phys. Rep. 468, 213 (2008).

[31] Yasufumi Araki, “Magnetic Textures and Dynamics
in Magnetic Weyl Semimetals,” Ann. Phys. (Berl.) 5,
1900287 (2019).

[32] Yago Ferreiros, F. J. Buijnsters, and M. I. Katsnelson,
“Dirac electrons and domain walls: A realization in junc-
tions of ferromagnets and topological insulators,” Phys.
Rev. B 92, 085416 (2015).

[33] Yago Ferreiros and Alberto Cortijo, “Domain wall motion
in junctions of thin-film magnets and topological insula-
tors,” Phys. Rev. B 89, 024413 (2014).

[34] Kentaro Nomura and Naoto Nagaosa, “Electric charging
of magnetic textures on the surface of a topological insu-
lator,” Phys. Rev. B 82, 161401(R) (2010).

[35] Yaroslav Tserkovnyak and Daniel Loss, “Thin-film mag-
netization dynamics on the surface of a topological insu-
lator,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 187201 (2012).

[36] Jacob Linder, “Improved domain-wall dynamics and
magnonic torques using topological insulators,” Phys.
Rev. B 90, 041412(R) (2014).

[37] R. Rajaraman, Solitons and Instantons: An Introduc-
tion to Solitons and Instantons in Quantum Field The-
ory (North-Holland Publishing Company, Amsterdam,
1987).

[38] Maxim N. Chernodub, Alberto Cortijo, Adolfo G.
Grushin, Karl Landsteiner, and Maŕıa A. H. Vozmedi-
ano, “Condensed matter realization of the axial magnetic
effect,” Phys. Rev. B 89, 081407 (2014).

[39] N. L. Schryer and L. R. Walker, “The motion of 180◦

domain walls in uniform dc magnetic fields,” J. Appl.
Phys. 45, 5406 (1974).

[40] Dmitri E Kharzeev, “The Chiral Magnetic Effect and
anomaly-induced transport,” Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 75,
133 (2014).

[41] Adriaan M.J. Schakel, Boulevard of Broken Symmetries:
Effective Field Theories of Condensed Matter (World Sci-
entific Publishing Co. Pte. Ltd., Singapore, 2008).

[42] T. L. Gilbert, “A phenomenological theory of damping
in ferromagnetic materials,” IEEE Trans. Magn. 40, 3443
(2004).

[43] S. A. Parameswaran, T. Grover, D. A. Abanin, D. A.
Pesin, and A. Vishwanath, “Probing the chiral anomaly
with nonlocal transport in three-dimensional topological
semimetals,” Phys. Rev. X 4, 031035 (2014).

[44] Jan Behrends, Adolfo G Grushin, Teemu Ojanen, and
Jens H. Bardarson, “Visualizing the chiral anomaly in
Dirac and Weyl semimetals with photoemission spec-
troscopy,” Phys. Rev. B 93, 075114 (2016).

[45] Kenji Fukushima, Dmitri E. Kharzeev, and Harmen J.
Warringa, “Chiral magnetic effect,” Phys. Rev. D 78,
074033 (2008).

[46] There is an additional axial contribution to the chiral
magnetic effect J = e2/(2π2~2)µB5 [55]; this does not
affect our results as Bz(x, t) is odd around the domain
wall center and thus averages to zero.

[47] John David Jackson, Classical Electrodynamics, 3rd ed.

http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1126/science.aav2873
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aav2334
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRev.177.2426
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02823296
http://dx.doi.org/j.physrep.2010.07.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s42254-019-0121-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(83)91529-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(83)91529-0
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.88.104412
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.88.104412
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aac6089
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.075205
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.075205
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms11615
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.026601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.026601
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031002
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031002
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.177202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.6.041021
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevX.6.041046
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/0022-3727/44/38/384004
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2008.07.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/andp.201900287
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/andp.201900287
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.085416
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.085416
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.024413
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.161401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.187201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.90.041412
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.90.041412
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.081407
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.1663252
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.1663252
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2014.01.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2014.01.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TMAG.2004.836740
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TMAG.2004.836740
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.4.031035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.075114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.074033
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.074033


10

(Wiley, New York, NY, 1999).
[48] The distance from the domain wall to the detector is

R = |r − r′|, where r is the detector coordinates and
r′ is the domain wall coordinates. We assume the limit
r′ � r, such that R ∼ r, and therefore simply refer to
the distance to the detector as r.

[49] S Gustavsson, I Shorubalko, R Leturcq, T Ihn, K Ensslin,
and S Schön, “Detecting terahertz current fluctuations in
a quantum point contact using a nanowire quantum dot,”
Phys. Rev. B 78, 035324 (2008).

[50] Ramón Aguado and Leo P Kouwenhoven, “Double Quan-
tum Dots as Detectors of High-Frequency Quantum
Noise in Mesoscopic Conductors,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 84,
1986 (2000).

[51] S Gustavsson, R Leturcq, B Simovič, R Schleser, T Ihn,
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