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The quest for topological states in strongly correlated materials is challenging but essential from fundamental
research and application perspectives. The magnetic Weyl semimetal (WSM) state in the chiral antiferromag-
net Mn3Sn emerges with strong electronic correlations, offering an intriguing arena for exploring the interplay
between Weyl fermions and correlation physics. One prominent characteristic of the WSM state is the chiral
anomaly, yet the potential effects of electronic correlations on the chiral anomaly remain unexplored. Here, we
report a comprehensive study of the in-plane magnetotransport properties of single-crystal Mn3+xSn1−x with
three different Mn doping levels (x = 0.053, 0.070, and 0.090). The excess Mn leads to glassy ferromagnetic
behavior and the Kondo effect, aside from shifting the chemical potential relative to the Weyl nodes. Thus, sys-
tematic tuning of the Mn doping level enables us to study the interplay between the spin-fluctuation scatterings,
the correlation effect, and the chiral anomaly. We identify negative longitudinal magnetoresistance and planar
Hall effect specific to the chiral anomaly for all three doping levels, indicating that the chiral anomaly persists
in the presence of strong correlations.

The convergence of topology and correlation physics opens
exciting new frontiers in quantum materials research, with
magnetic topological semimetal phases serving as a profound
example. Weyl fermions, the ever-elusive elementary particles
[1], have been found as low-energy quasiparticle excitations in
material systems [2–6]. In the corresponding Weyl semimetal
state (WSM), the Weyl fermions appear at linear crossings of
non-degenerate energy bands in momentum space, manifest-
ing topological properties through strongly enhanced Berry
curvature inherent to the band touching points. The WSM
states occur with either broken inversion or time-reversal sym-
metry (TRS). The latter case hosted by magnetic materials
yield an excellent ground to study the interplay of nontrivial
band topology with correlations and the resultant exotic elec-
tronic properties [4–18]. Moreover, magnetic WSMs enable
the realization of record-high transverse transport, rendering
them great potential for applications in spintronics and ther-
moelectric power generation [6, 17–24].

An important hallmark of WSM is the chiral anomaly (Fig.
1(a)) that leads to defining signatures in magnetotransport: (1)
a negative longitudinal magnetoresistance (NLMR) only for
parallel electric and magnetic fields [25–29]; (2) substantial
anisotropic MR (AMR) and planar Hall effect (PHE) under
co-planar electric field E and magnetic field B, respectively
following sin2θ and cos2θ dependence on the angle θ between
E and B [30, 31]. These magnetotransport signatures are cru-
cial for identifying WSM states, particularly those coexisting
with strong electronic correlations, because correlation effects
typically blur the spectroscopic fingerprints of the Weyl nodes
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in the angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES)
measurements. Moreover, theoretical analysis based on first-
principle approaches cannot access the detailed characteristics
of correlated WSM states; thus, there is a pressing need for
experimental studies of the magnetotransport properties.

An exceptional platform to study the interplay between
WSM state and electronic correlations is the hexagonal chiral
antiferromagnet (AFM) Mn3Sn [4]. The crystal structure of
this material consists of the Mn kagome lattices stacking along
c-axis ([0001]) [7], as shown in the left panel of Fig. 1(b). Be-
low the Néel temperature TN ∼ 430 K, the Mn moments form
an anti-chiral 120◦ order that breaks TRS and establishes the
magnetic WSM state (Fig. 1(b), right panel) [4, 32, 33]. The
macroscopic TRS breaking engenders the Weyl nodes and the
associated strongly enhanced Berry curvature, leading to sur-
prisingly large anomalous transverse transport and magneto-
optical effects comparable to those of conventional ferromag-
nets, despite the negligible net magnetization of the AFM or-
der [7, 22, 34, 35]. The magnetic Weyl fermions in Mn3Sn are
accompanied by strong correlations, as evident from signifi-
cant bandwidth renormalization and the Kondo effect induced
by substantial Mn doping at the Sn sites [36, 37]. Thus, a sys-
tematic study of the chiral-anomaly-driven magnetotransport
in Mn3Sn may provide unprecedented insights into intrinsic
behavior of the correlated magnetic WSM state.

Here, we carry out an in-depth investigation of the in-
plane magnetotransport properties of the single-crystalline
Mn3+xSn1−x of three different Mn doping levels, x =
0.053(3), 0.070(4) and 0.090(5). The details of experi-
mental methods are presented in the Supplemental Material
[38]. In magnetic WSMs, the presence of spin-fluctuation
scatterings often complicates the identification of the chiral
anomaly. Exploring the evolution of magnetotransport as a
function of Mn doping enables us to discern signatures spe-
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematics of the Landau levels (LLs) of the Weyl sys-
tem. The red and blue zeroth LLs (LL0s) correspond to the right-
and left-handed chiral levels, respectively. For the applied electric
field E parallel to the magnetic field B, the charge carriers pump
from the right-handed chiral level to the left-handed one, leading
to NLMR. (b) Crystal structure and spin configuration of hexago-
nal Mn3Sn. The left panel shows the side view of the crystal struc-
ture, where the Mn kagome lattices stack along c-axis ([0001]). The
right panel shows the anti-chiral 120◦ order of the Mn moments. (c)
Temperature dependence of the normalized zero-field resistivity for
the three doping levels measured with current I applied along a-axis
([21 10]). Inset shows an expanded semi-logarithmic plot of the low-
temperature ρxx(T ) for the x = 0.090 sample. The solid line is a fit
to the logarithmic function α lnT +β, which yields α = −1.03 and
β = 173.7 µΩcm.

cific to the magnetic WSM from those of spin fluctuations
and other conventional mechanisms. Our results show that
the chiral anomaly serves as the dominating mechanism for
the observed field and angle dependence of magnetotransport
in all three samples, indicating that the chiral anomaly of Weyl
fermions is robust in the presence of correlation effects.

We first examine the Mn doping effect on the transport
properties and magnetization. The normalized zero-field re-
sistivity ρxx/ρxx(390 K) of the three Mn3+xSn1−x samples
shows qualitatively the same behavior in the anti-chiral 120◦

state for T > 60 K (Fig. 1(c)). On further cooling, ρxx of the
x = 0.090 sample reaches a minimum at Tm = 34 K, devel-
oping a logarithmic upturn below Tm, and gradually levels off
below 10 K (Fig. 1(c) inset). Such behavior is characteristic
of the Kondo effect and is absent for the two lower doping
levels x = 0.053 and x = 0.070. Our finding is consistent
with previous reports that the Kondo effect emerges with sub-
stantial Mn doping in single crystals and thin-film samples of
Mn3Sn [36, 37].

To further characterize the behavior of excess Mn moments,
we conducted the magnetization measurement, as shown in
Figs. 2 (a)–(c). For all samples, we find that the coerciv-
ity and the spontaneous magnetization at room temperature
are of the order of 100 Oe and a few mµB /Mn, respectively
(Fig. 2(a)), typical of Mn3Sn [7, 22]. Figure 2(b) provides
the temperature dependence of the magnetization measured
under B = 0.1 T ‖ a-axis ([21 10]). While the magneti-
zation measured along a-axis slightly decreases from room
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FIG. 2. (a) Room-temperature field dependence of the magneti-
zation for the three Mn doping levels obtained with B ‖ a-axis.
(b)(c) Temperature dependence of the magnetization measured un-
der B = 0.1 T along (b) a-axis and (c) c-axis. The open and
closed circles represent field-cooling (FC) and zero-field-cooling
(ZFC) data, respectively. (d) Temperature dependence of the mag-
netic susceptibility of the x = 0.090 sample measured with B ‖ a-
axis. The solid line represents the fitting using the Curie-Weiss law
∆χ = C/(T − Θ), where ∆χ = χ(x = 0.090) − χ(x = 0.053),
C is the Curie constant and Θ is the Curie- Weiss temperature. The
1/∆χ is represented by the red squares.

temperature to 170 K for the x = 0.053 and x = 0.070 sam-
ples, the magnetization of the x = 0.090 sample increases
monotonically on cooling from room temperature down to
50 K. We attribute this upturn to the paramagnetic behavior
of the excess Mn and carry out Curie-Weiss analysis. For
fitting Curie-Weiss law ∆χ = C/(T − Θ), where C is the
Curie constant, and Θ is the Curie-Weiss temperature, we
subtract the susceptibility of x = 0.053 sample from one of
x = 0.090 to clarify the paramagnetic behavior of Mn mo-
ments: ∆χ = χ(x = 0.090) − χ(x = 0.053). The best fit
for 50 K < T < 300 K (the solid line in Fig. 2(d)) yields
Θ = −34 K and a moment size of µeff = 2.6 µB/Mn (see
Table S1 for details of the fitting parameter values [38]). The
size of the moment is rather large given only 0.9 % extra dop-
ing of Mn from x = 0.053 to x = 0.090, indicating the cluster
formation of the doped Mn moments.

The observed Kondo effect reflects the strong correlations
in Mn3Sn system. According to the previous ARPES study
combined with DFT analysis [4], the excess Mn induces rela-
tive position shift between the chemical potential and the Weyl
nodes. Although such an interpretation based on the rigid
band picture may hold for the low doping range with itinerant
Mn moments, the Kondo physics of localized Mn moments at
high doping levels such as x = 0.090 should modify the low-
energy bands and breaks such a scenario based on the rigid
band shift.

Below T ∼ 50 K, the ferromagnetically coupled Mn spin
clusters lead to a drastic upturn in the magnetization for the
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B ‖ c-axis (Fig. 2(c) and Fig. S2 [38] ). The in-plane magne-
tization also displays a relatively mild upturn corresponding
to the formation of the clusters (Fig. 2(b)). We determined
the onset temperature Tp of the ferromagnetic clustering ef-
fect by fitting a Gaussian function to the peak in dM/dT vs.
T for B ‖ c-axis (Fig. S2 inset [38]). With further cooling,
spin freezing behavior emerges, as evident from the bifurca-
tion between field-cooling (FC) and zero-field-cooling (ZFC)
magnetization curves (Figs. 2(b), (c)), and leading to the clus-
ter spin glass (SG) phase. The corresponding transition tem-
peratures (Tp and Tg along each field direction) are summa-
rized in Table S2 [38]. The excess Mn substituted at the Sn
site likely introduces ferromagnetic interaction forming a spin
cluster. Thus its frustration against the bulk antiferromagnetic
interaction should lead to the formation of SG phase [39, 40].

We next present signatures of the chiral anomaly revealed
by in-plane magnetotransport measurements. For all three
samples, MR observed in the anti-chiral 120◦ ordered phase
is highly anisotropic: the field-dependent measurements show
NLMR for the parallel configuration B ‖ I ‖ a-axis whereas
positive transverse MR (TMR) for the perpendicular case
B ‖ b-axis ([0110]) and I ‖ a-axis (Fig. 3). The magnitude
of NLMR increases with decreasing temperature from 300 K
down to 60 K, consistent with previous studies [4]. Experi-
mental artifacts due to current jetting has been ruled out for
Mn3Sn [4, 33]. Thus, the observed NLMR in Mn3+xSn1−x is
intrinsic, unlike those reported in high-carrier-mobility WSM
materials [29, 41]. Other possible mechanisms for negative
MR are the field-induced suppression of spin-fluctuation scat-
tering [42, 43] and weak localization [44]. Our observation
denies both mechanisms; the magnitude of NLMR induced
by the former mechanism decreases with decreasing T , which
contrasts strongly with our observation. The latter mechanism
induces negative and dominant MR in all directions and at low
field regime [45], which cannot explain our results. Thus, we
can exclude both thermal spin fluctuations and weak localiza-
tion as the main driver for the observed NLMR; the primary
mechanism behind NLMR is the chiral anomaly of magnetic
Weyl fermions.

Though the overall behavior of the LMR and TMR is qual-
itatively in line with the chiral anomaly, their variations with
Mn doping reveal contribution from the fluctuating Mn spin
clusters on top of the chiral-anomaly-induced behavior. On
approaching the cluster glass phase (T . 100 K), the posi-
tive TMR of all three samples develops a broad, weakly T -
dependent maximum near 5 T (downward arrows in Fig. 3),
indicating that a negative MR component emerges. This ad-
ditional component may arise from the fluctuating Mn defect
clusters. At a given T , the maximum in TMR shifts to lower
B with increasing Mn doping x, suggesting that the ferromag-
netic coupling among the Mn defect clusters enhances with
increasing x, leading to the reduced characteristic field for po-
larizing the spin clusters. Indeed, the negative MR is typically
seen in spin glass materials [46–48]. The fluctuations of Mn
clusters also affect the behavior of NLMR: The LMR is linear-
in-field in the single domain state beyond 1 T at high T s but
develops nonlinear field dependence for T . 100 K, with the
curvature change occurring right below the field of the broad

maximum in TMR.
We then look into the TMR observed in the x = 0.090

sample (Fig. 3(c)) that shows distinct behavior in different
field ranges: steep increase below 3 T, a downturn in the
intermediate field range around 5 T, and nearly B2 increase
at higher fields (the dash line in Fig.3(c)). The low-field in-
crease is likely related to the suppressed carrier hopping due to
Zeeman splitting. This mechanism typically occurs when the
bandwidth of electrons exceeds the on-site Coulomb repul-
sion, resulting in a positive MR that sharply increases in the
low field regime and saturates at higher fields [49–52]. In the
Mn3Sn case, the bandwidth of Mn 3d electrons near the Fermi
level is around 4 eV [4, 53] and the Coulomb repulsion is typ-
ically a few eV for 3d electrons. Thus, the Zeeman-splitting
effect can be relevant for the observed low-field increase in
the TMR. The B2 behavior at higher fields in the x = 0.090
sample may arise from orbital MR (OMR) [54–57]. Then, we
roughly estimate the size of the spin fluctuation component at
60 K by removing the B2 OMR background from the total
TMR (the dash line in Fig. 3(c)). The estimated magnitude of
the spin fluctuation component is 0.059 %, which is an order
of magnitude smaller than the experimental NLMR. This re-
sult indicates that the chiral anomaly contribution is still sub-
stantial at 60 K and 100 K despite the enhanced fluctuations
of the Mn clusters in the highly doped regime.

The doping dependence of the NLMR magnitude reveals
correlation effects beyond the rigid band model. At each mea-
sured T , the magnitude of NLMR first increases with Mn dop-
ing from x = 0.053 to x = 0.070 then decreases at x = 0.090,
where the excess Mn moments behave as localized magnetic
impurities. Earlier DFT calculations predict that the increased
Mn doping from x = 0.053 to x = 0.090 shifts the chemical
potential toward the Weyl nodes [4, 22, 58], resulting in en-
hancement of the chiral- anomaly-induced effects. The spin
fluctuation contribution should also increase with increasing
Mn doping. Thus, the spin fluctuation alone cannot cause
the decrease of NLMR magnitude with increasing x from
0.070 to 0.090 if the rigid band model remains valid. Given
that the chiral anomaly dominates the NLMR at all doping
levels, as discussed above, the observed doping dependence
signals the breakdown of the rigid band model for high Mn
doping. Namely, above a certain threshold concentration of
xc > 0.070, the localized Mn moments and the associated
Kondo effect likely induce minor modification of the electron
bands, more than simply shifting the Fermi level.

To further clarify the contribution from the chiral anomaly,
we investigate the angular dependence of the AMR and PHE.
We focus on data measured at B = 3 T, where the single-
domain state is established and the influence from field-
induced deformation of the spin texture should be negligibly
small [59]. Figure 4 shows the angular dependence of the
AMR and PHE as a function of T and x, with the current ap-
plied along a-axis and a rotating field lying in ab-plane (Fig.
4(a) inset). The oscillating AMR and PHE are predominantly
two-fold, with ∆ρxx ∝ cos 2θ and ∆ρPHE

yx ∝ sin 2θ, as ex-
pected from the chiral anomaly. In several WSMs such as
MoTe2 [55] and Co3Sn2S2 [60, 61], the LMR is positive, and
the observed two-fold oscillations in AMR and PHE mainly
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100 × (ρxx(B) − ρxx(0 T))/ρxx(0 T). Blue arrows mark the maximum in TMR at T = 60 K. The dashed line in (c) is a fit to B2

dependence of TMR at 60 K for the x = 0.090 sample, which gives MR( %) = 2.87 × 10−3B2 + 0.122. The illustrations in each panel
show the hexagonal crystal plan of Mn3Sn (See Fig. 1b) and the field B and current I directions (marked by the arrows).
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T = 200 K. The solid lines in all panels are the best fits using Eqs.
(1) and (2).

arise from the OMR rather than the chiral anomaly. While the
OMR may also present in the magnetotransport of Mn3Sn,
we observe NLMR in the I ‖ B configuration for the entire
measured T range and for all three samples (Fig. 3), indicat-
ing that the OMR contribution in Mn3Sn is minor and fails to
conceal the chiral-anomaly-driven magnetotransport. We note
that the small OMR contribution is in line with the short mean

free path on the order of ∼ 10 Å, comparable to the lattice
parameters. Strong damping of quasi-particles due to elec-
tron correlations is observed in ARPES measurements, which
should cause the short mean free path as well as the peak in the
temperature dependence of the resistivity near room T (Fig.
1(c)) [4].

With decreasing temperature (Figs. 4(a)(b)) or increasing
Mn doping (Figs. 4(c)(d)), both AMR and PHE show grow-
ing deviations from the two-fold behavior, indicating the pres-
ence of higher-order oscillations. A recent theoretical study
on Mn3X(X = Sn, Ge) indicates that the tilted Weyl cones in
the E1g magnetic configuration (Fig. 1(b)) may cause four-
and six-fold oscillations [62]. We then fit the 3 T AMR and
PHE data using the equations below:

ρxx = Cxx
0 +

6∑
n=2

n:even

Cxx
n cos(nθ − φxxn ) (1)

ρPHE
yx = Cyx

0 +

6∑
n=2

n:even

Cyx
n sin(nθ − φyxn ) (2)

The temperature dependence of each component’s ampli-
tude are summarized in Fig. 5. For each doping level, the
two-fold amplitudes of the AMR and PHE nearly overlap,
confirming their identical origin. Specifically, the two-fold
oscillations grow monotonically on cooling until peaking at
around 10 to 30 K, and then decline with decreasing T in the
SG phase. This decline may result from the suppression of
the Weyl points in momentum space. In the SG phase, the
randomness of the ferromagnetic clusters tends to suppress
the Weyl points and thus chiral anomaly because they require
the translational symmetry. This is one possible mechanism
behind the observed peak near the freezing temperature in the
two fold amplitude.
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FIG. 5. Temperature dependence of the oscillation amplitudes of the angular dependent AMR (Cxx
n , open symbols) and PHE (Cyx

n , closed
symbols) of (a) x = 0.053, (b) x = 0.070, and (c) x = 0.090. The amplitudes of two-, four- and six-fold oscillations at 3 T are obtained from
the fits with Eqs. (1) and (2). The yellow and blue shades represent the temperature regions of the anti-chiral 120◦ order and the SG phase,
respectively. Tg represents the SG transition temperature obtained for B ‖ a-axis. [38].

We then discuss the origin of the higher-order component
in the observed angular dependence. The amplitudes of the
four-fold component is negligible in the entire measured T
range in the x = 0.053 sample (Fig. 5(a)) but becomes finite
with higher Mn doping (Figs. 5(b)(c)). As mentioned above,
the increased Mn doping brings the chemical potential closer
to the Weyl nodes, so the theoretically predicted higher-order
components may be enhanced by Mn doping. This picture can
also reasonably explain the more dramatic, non-linear T vari-
ation of the two-fold oscillations found at increased x (Figs.
5(b)(c)). Moreover, the four-fold component in x = 0.070
and 0.090 samples peaks at a higher temperature about 60 K
than the two-fold components (10 to 30 K). Right below the
peak temperature of the four-fold component, the ferromag-
netic clusters form, blurring the Weyl points and the associ-
ated chiral anomaly. (Fig. S2 [38]). This feature suggests
that the four-fold component provides a more sensitive probe
to the proximity to the Weyl nodes than the two-fold compo-
nent. The size of the four-fold component in x = 0.090 re-
mains substantial; this confirms that the chiral anomaly due to
the proximity to the Weyl points is robust against the electron
correlation effect.

To summarize, we investigate the properties of in-plane
MR using three samples with different Mn doping levels in
the Weyl AFM Mn3Sn. From the temperature dependence of
the zero-field resistivity and the magnetization, we find that

doping of the excess Mn engenders local magnetic moments
and the Kondo effect, defying the rigid band picture in the
highest Mn doped sample. Unlike other magnetic WSMs, all
the samples exhibit NLMR in the anti-chiral 120◦ order, con-
sistent with the theoretical prediction of the chiral anomaly.
The measured AMR and PHE reveal four-fold oscillation in
x = 0.070 and 0.090 samples of Mn3+xSn1−x in addition to
the typical two-fold oscillation. The temperature dependence
of the oscillatory components of higher doped samples reflect
the proximity to the Weyl nodes and the robustness of chiral
anomaly against correlation effects. Our comprehensive anal-
yses on chiral-anomaly-induced magnetotransport and mag-
netism lay the foundation for the studies on WSM in corre-
lated metals.
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