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It is known that intrinsic currents in magnetic metals often appear in the direction perpendic-
ular to the external field for linear and nonlinear responses. Distinct from three kinds of known
nonlinear currents, namely, the Drude contribution, the Berry curvature dipole induced current and
the Berry connection polarization induced current, here we report a intrinsic nonlinear current with
breaking time-reversal symmetry. This new kind of intrinsic nonlinear current from the nontrivial
Berry connection polarizability may emerge in the longitudinal or transverse direction, and both are
dissipative Ohmic currents. We unveil 66 magnetic point group symmetries that can accommodate
such nonlinear current, and possible candidate materials are proposed. This theory is also applied to
observe the nonlinear current we proposed in one- and two-dimensional Dirac systems as examples.

Introduction. The anomalous Hall effect (AHE) is a
fundamental transport phenomenon in which the charge
current flows perpendicularly to the applied electric field
without an external magnetic field, which is caused by the
intrinsic or extrinsic mechanism, depending on whether
the Hall conductivity is contributed by disorders [1, 2].
An essential consensus in last two decades is that the
linear intrinsic AHE is related to the topology of energy
bands. The semiclassical equations of motion describing
the wave-packet dynamics are augmented by an anoma-
lous velocity term that is perpendicular to the driving
electric field [3–5], thus the response current is of Hall-
type. Recently, the nonlinear Hall responses arouse great
interests. In particular, the nonlinear response can be
the leading order at certain symmetries. By now, three
kinds of the 2nd-order DC current are discovered, say, the
nonlinear Drude current which arises from the intraband
effects only, as a counterpart of the usual linear Drude
current; the one from the Berry curvature dipole (BCD),
which is a Hall-type current and proportional to the re-
laxation time [8–11], and thus gives an extrinsic nonlinear
Hall effect. Such disorder-induced nonlinear Hall effect
in time reversal symmetric systems was investigated in
many studies [10–16]; and the third one attributed to
the Berry-connection polarizability (BCP) [12–14, 20],
which is also a Hall-type current and independent of the
relaxation time, to this end it is referred as the intrinsic
nonlinear anomalous Hall effect (INAHE), recently it has
been experimentally explored in [21, 22].

For a long time, the Ohmic response current, for which
the conductivity tensor is symmetric in all indices [23],
is known as a dissipative term rather than a topological
property. The Hall response current, which is described
by the antisymmetric part of the conductivity tensor, is
commonly believed due to topological properties, such as

∗ zgzhu@ucas.ac.cn
† gsu@ucas.ac.cn

those in quantum Hall effect, anomalous Hall effect, spin
Hall effect, and nonlinear Hall effect, etc. Remarkably
and surprisingly, in this work we found that there ex-
ists another intrinsic nonlinear response current due to
nontrivial BCP, which is of Ohmic with symmetric con-
ductivity tensor. Both longitudinal and transverse com-
ponents give rise to dissipative nonlinear currents from
topological property.

The Ohmic nonlinear current identified in this work is
intrinsic, which differs strikingly from the known non-
linear Drude current [24–26] that is extrinsic. Moreover,
it differs remarkably from the known intrinsic nonlinear
current like INAHE as well, because the INAHE is
a genuine Hall effect and thus dissipationless. We
further analyze the symmetry properties of the intrinsic
nonlinear Ohmic current (INOC) we proposed in 122
magnetic point groups (MPGs). More importantly, we
point out that (besides the Drude term) the INOC exists
uniquely in materials with the symmetry groups of
6̄, 6′/m, 6̄m2, 6̄m′2′, 6′/mmm′, 23,m′3̄, 4′32′, 4̄3m,m′3̄m,
in which the predicted INOC may be tested directly in
experiments.

Intrinsic nonlinear Ohmic current. The 2nd-order con-
ductivity tensor is defined as the quadratic current re-
sponse J to the electric field E: J (2),α = σαα1α2Eα1Eα2

with α, α1, α2 · · · ∈ {x, y, z} are the space indices. Fol-
lowing the standard density matrix equations of mo-
tion approach [1–4], we present a detailed derivation
of the 2nd-order conductivity tensor. In the static
limit, we show that the 2nd-order conductivity tensor
within isotropic relaxation approximation can be sepa-
rated into the extrinsic and the intrinsic contributions
as σαα1α2 = σαα1α2

ext + σαα1α2

int . The extrinsic terms con-
tain the Drude and the BCD-induced currents identified
in previous studies [3, 26, 31, 32] and are reproduced in
detail in the Supplemental Material [33]. The relaxation
time τ dependence of the Drude is O(τ2), and O(τ) for
the BCD-induced currents. For the BCD-induced cur-
rent, the O(τ) dependence is related to the time reversal
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TABLE I. List of constraints on the longitudinal and transverse component of the intrinsic nonlinear Ohmic current by the
generators of magnetic point groups. The allowed (forbidden) conductivity tensors are indicated by ✓ (×).

P Cy
2 Cz

2 PCy
2 PCz

2 Cz
3 Cz

4 PCz
4 Cz

4σv T PT Cy
2T Cz

2T PCy
2T PCz

2T Cz
3T Cz

4T PCz
4T Cz

4σvT

σxxx
INOL × × × ✓ ✓ ✓ × × ✓ × ✓ ✓ ✓ × × × × × ×

σyyy
INOL × ✓ × × ✓ ✓ × × ✓ × ✓ × ✓ ✓ × × × × ×

σxyy
INOL × × × ✓ ✓ ✓ × × ✓ × ✓ ✓ ✓ × × × × × ×

σyxx
INOL × ✓ × × ✓ ✓ × × ✓ × ✓ × ✓ ✓ × × × × ×

symmetry T -even property. Thus those terms dominate
in clean metals. The intrinsic part is composed of two
terms given by

σαα1α2

int = σαα1α2

INAHE + σαα1α2

INOC . (1)

In which the INAHE term is written as σαα1α2

INAHE =∑
m

e3

ℏ
∫
[dk]fkmΛαα1α2

km , with Λαα1α2

km = fkm(∂αGα1α2

km −
∂α1Gαα2

km ) and Gα1α2

km =
∑

n 2Re(A
α1

kmnA
α2

knm/εkmn) is
the Berry connection polarizability [12–14, 20]. The BCP
is responsible to nonadiabatic Laudau-zener tunnelling
processes [34, 35]. εkmn is defined as εkmn = εkm − εkn.
For convenience, we discard the k index in the following
unless otherwise specified. The INAHE term is indepen-
dent of τ , and thus is intrinsic. Accordingly, σINAHE

requires T -breaking and allows the PT -symmetry.
The central result of this paper is the discovery of the

Ohmic conductivity tensor in Eq. (1), which is expressed
as

σαα1α2

INOC =
∑
m

e3

ℏ

∫
[dk]Γαα1α2

m , (2)

with fm the equilibrium Fermi-Dirac distribution for the
m-th energy band. The integrand Γm is given by [33]
(Noting that the same formula is independently obtained
in [36])

Γαα1α2
m = fm(∂αGα1α2

m + ∂α1Gαα2
m + ∂α2Gαα1

m ), (3)

where Aα
kmn = i⟨ukm |∂αukn⟩ is the interband Berry con-

nection with |ukn⟩ the periodic part of the Bloch state
(Latin indices m, n, · · · are used to label energy bands),
and εmn is the difference between energy bands εm and
εn. One finds that by integration by part σINOC is of
the Fermi-surface effect. Noting that an intrinsic longi-
tudinal nonlinear current is reported [37], for which the
cyclic permutation symmetry of spacial indices is violated
that is identified as an axial-gravitational anomaly [38].
The semiclassical correspondence of such a current is the
quantum geometric correction to the energy dispersion.
However, for the INOC, we have not find a semiclassical
meaning of INOC to the best of our knowledge [39, 40].

It is seen that the INOC term is an intrinsic contri-
bution in the sense that it is O(τ0) and insensitive to

the impurity scattering, manifesting as a parallel con-
tribution to the INAHE. According to Eq. (3), we find
that σαα1α2

INOC is symmetric in all indices α, α1, and α2, in
this way it is recognized as the dissipative Ohmic current
[23]. Noting that the direction of INOC is not confined
to be along the longitudinal direction, but permitted in
the transverse direction as well. However, the transverse
component is not a genuine Hall effect as INAHE. For
the latter the third-rank conductivity tensor is antisym-
metric in two indices, then the current is dissipationless
and always perpendicular to electric field, irrespective
of how the field is oriented relative to the crystal axes.
One observes that σINOC is T -odd [33], and the com-
bined symmetry of T and point group operation such as
PT -symmetry is allowed.
Owing to the T -odd property, the symmetry transfor-

mations of σINOC take the form of

σαβγ
INOC = ηT

∑
δνξ

DαδDβνDγξσδνξ
INOC, (4)

whereD is the point group operation. The T -odd feature
of σINOC attributes to the factor ηT defined by

ηT =

{
1 primed operations,

−1 unprimed operations.
(5)

By use of Eq. (5), the constrains of all 18 generators of
MGPs on the in-plane σINOC tensors are listed in Table I.
Through Table I, the MPGs classified by the existence or
non-existence of the four contributions of the 2nd-order
conductivity tensors can be further deduced, as presented
in Table II in Supplementary Material [33]. Among all
122 MPGs, 66 of which allow σINOC. Particularly, the
MPGs (second row of Table II in Supplementary Mate-
rial), such as 3̄′m′, 6̄, 6′/m, allow σINOC but forbid both
σBCD and σINAHE, leaving σINOC as the unique trans-
verse 2nd-order response. In addition, some MPGs allow
both INOC and INAHE contributions, enabling a com-
parison between these two intrinsic contributions.
The intrinsic nonlinear Ohmic current in one-

dimensional model. A prominent feature of INOC is that
it allows an intrinsic longitudinal response. To give a
deeper understanding, we start with a one-dimensional
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FIG. 1. (a) Band structure of the 1D toy model. (b) Γxxx
− in

the momentum space for the valence band. (c) The intrinsic
longitudinal 2nd-order conductivity σxxx

INOC versus the Fermi
energy. (d) σxxx

INOC, σ
xxx
Drude and the linear conductivity σxx

Drude

versus the Fermi energy. The parameters t0 = 0.05 eV, t1 =
t2 = 2t0, ∆ = 4t0 are used for Fig. 1(a),(b),(d), and t1 =
t2 = 0.1 eV, ∆ = 0.2 eV are used for Fig. 1(c).

(1D) toy model. The Hamiltonian is written as

H = t0 sin (ka) + [t1 − t2 cos (ka)]τx +∆τz, (6)

where τ ’s and σ’s are two sets of Pauli matrices. t0, t1, t2
are parameters, ∆ controls the gap, a is the lattice con-
stant, which is set to a = 1Å. The energy dispersion is
given as ε±(k) = t0 sin (ka) ±

√
∆2 + (t1 − t2 cos (ka))2,

where +(−) sign corresponds to the conduction (valence)
band. The first term t0 sin (ka) breaks the reflection
symmetry and tilts the band structure, as manifested in
Fig. 1(a).

Considering that the spin-freedom is not involved, the
PT -symmetry is represented by PT = τxK, with K the
complex conjugate. One observes that H respects the
PT symmetry: PT H(k)(PT )−1 = H(k). The absence
of reflection symmetry allows for a nonvanishing intrinsic
longitudinal nonlinear conductivity σxxx

INOC.

Combining the relations ε+(−k) = −ε−(k) and
Ax

+(−k) = −Ax
−(k), it is easy to verify that the inte-

grand Γxxx
± is odd function with Γxxx

± (k) = −Γxxx
± (−k),

as illustrated in Fig. 1(b). Therefore, it gives finite σxxx
INOC

when the reflection symmetry of dispersion is broken due
to the tilt term. In Fig. 1(c) we show σxxx

INOC as a function
of Fermi energy µ for different t0. One can see that σxxx

INOC
is mostly concentrated around the gap, owing to its Fermi
surface effect. The magnitude of σxxx

INOC decreases as t0
declines, as expected by symmetry analysis.

In this model, the 2nd-order electric conductivities
only contain σINOC and Drude terms since both P and
T symmetries are violated [2, 3]. The 2nd-order Drude

conductivity is given as [33]

σαα1α2

Drude =
τ2e3

ℏ3
∑
m

∫
[dk]εm∂

α∂α1∂α2fm. (7)

It is seen that the 2nd-order Drude conductivity arises
only from the intraband effects. The 2nd-order conduc-
tivity tensors σxxx

INOC, σ
xxx
Drude are presented Fig. 1(d), in

which the relaxation time is set as τ = 10 ps. One
observes for the 2nd-order Drude conductivity, there is
one peak and one valley around the gap, while for the
INOC conductivity there are two peaks and two val-
leys around the gap. This is because the interband
Berry connections (for INOC conductivity) experience
four times of drastic changes when the Fermi energy
crosses the gap, which determines the behaviors of σxxx

INOC.
For σxxx

Drude, however, it is only determined by the band
dispersion. The linear Drude conductivity σxx

Drude =

− e2τ
ℏ2

∫
[dk]

∑
m εm(∂x∂xfm) is also plotted in Fig. 1(d).

It is symmetric about µ = 0, as required by the second
derivative on fm. In practice, the intrinsic and extrinsic
parts can be separated by their different scalings with the
relaxation time. Since the linear (2nd-order) Drude con-
ductivity is proportional to τ (τ2), the σINOC is expected
to dominate in low conducting samples (dirty limit).
The transverse effect of intrinsic nonlinear Ohmic cur-

rent in two-dimensional (2D) k · p model. It is intriguing
to investigate the INOC in T -breaking systems excluding
the INAHE-induced current. As we demonstrated [33],
Cz

3 -symmetry forbids σINAHE but allows σINOC. Accord-
ing to Table I, one of the MPGs that allows σINOC but
forbids σINAHE and σBCD is 3̄′m′. One of the correspond-
ing magnetic space group is R-3′c′(No.167.106). The k ·p
model of the magnetic space group R-3′c′ at Γ point is
found as [41]

H(k) =

h11 h12 h13
h21 h22 h23
h31 h32 h33

 . (8)

The Hamiltonian is given in form of the block matrices,
in which the blocks are written as h11 = e1, h22 = e2,

h33 =
r3
2

(√
2

2
kxσx +

√
3

2
kyσx −

√
3

2
kxσz +

√
2

2
kyσz

)

+ e3

√
2

2
σ0,

h12 =r2kz,

h13 =
r3
2

(
−
√
3kxM11 − kxM12 + kyM11 −

√
3kyM12

)
,

h23 =
r4
2

(
kxM11 −

√
3kxM12 +

√
3kyM11 + kyM12

)
,

(9)
where σ are the Pauli matrixes, Mij are defined as the
vectors of which only the (i, j) entry is 1 and the rest
are zero. e1-e3 and r1-r4 are the model parameters.
The model is two-fold degenerate at k = 0, as shown
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FIG. 2. (a) Band structure of the 2D four-band k · p model
at the k = 0 plane, where the upper two degenerate bands
at k = 0 are plotted. (b) 2D contour plot of the energy
dispersion for the valence band. (c) Band integrand Γxyy for
the valence band. (d) Calculated σxyy

INOC as a function of Fermi
energy. The parameters are: e1 = −1 eV, e2 = 0.5e1, e3 = 0,
r1 = r2 = r3 = r4 = −2e1.

in Fig. 2(a). As a consequence, the Berry connections
are mostly contributed by these two bands. In addi-
tion, the energy spectrum shows Cz

3 -symmetry [as seen in
Fig. 2(b)], which is required by MPG 3̄′m′. In addition,
the model contains Cx

2 -symmetry, and the nonvanishing
transverse response comes from σxyy

INOC [33].
The integrand Γxyy in the momentum space for the

lower band of these two bands is plotted in Fig. 2(c). One
observes that Γxyy of this band does not preserve the
inversion symmetry. As a consequence, the mismatch
between the inversion antisymmetry of Γxyy and the Cz

3

symmetry of fm results in a nonzero σxyy
INOC. The σxyy

INOC
as a function of Fermi energy is shown in Fig. 2(d). As
the Fermi energy approaches to the degenerate point, the
magnitude of the Berry connection becomes large due to
the rapid changes of Bloch wave functions, leading to a
large value of σxyy

INOC.
The material AgRuO3 reveals an antiferromagnetic

transition at T = 342(3) K [42], for which the MPG is
3̄′m′ and it is possible to observe the INOC as the unique
transverse response. We also expect the recently synthe-
sized magnetoelectric honeycomb Mn4Ta2O9 [43] would
be the similar platform to manifest the INOC. Other ma-
terials whose MPGs belong to the second row in Table II
in Supplementary Material are also the candidate mate-
rials to observe the INOC.

Coexistence of the intrinsic nonlinear Ohmic current
and the intrinsic nonlinear anomalous Hall effect. Next
we study two-dimensional systems where the intrinsic
transverse 2nd-order responses induced by INAHE and
INOC coexist. Here we consider a tilt four-band Dirac
model, which describes orthorhombic CuMnAs [44]. Such
a model is permitted a finite INAHE [12]. The Hamilto-
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FIG. 3. (a)-(c) The lower band integrand Γxxx, Γxyy and Λxyy

for σxxx
INOC, σ

xyy
INOC and σxyy

INAHE. (d) Calculated σxxx
INOC, σ

xyy
INOC

and σxyy
INAHE as a function of Fermi energy. The parameters

are: vx = vy = 1 × 106m/s, t = 0.4vx, ∆ = 0.06 eV, kBT =
0.01 eV.

nian is given by

H(k) = tkx + vxkxτx + vykyτyσx +∆τz, (10)

where (kx, ky) are the wave vectors, τ and σ are two
sets of Pauli matrices, t, vx, vy and ∆ are the model
parameters. t tilts the system along the x direction,
and ∆ controls the gap. The dispersion is given by

E±(k) = tkx ±
√
v2xk

2
x + v2yk

2
y +∆2. Due to the pres-

ence of the spin freedom, the PT operation is repre-
sented by −iσyK. By imposing the PT operation, one
can verify that PT H(k)(PT )−1 = H(k), satisfying the
PT symmetry. As a consequence, with each band two
fold degeneracies appear at each momentum k due to
the Kramers degeneracy. In addition, the model holds σy
symmetry, therefore both σyxx

INOC and σyxx
INAHE are forced

to vanish and the only nonvanishing transverse response
comes from σxyy

INOC and σxyy
INAHE [12, 33]. For the longitudi-

nal response, σxxx
INOC is the only nonvanishing contribution

for similar considerations.
For σxxx

INOC and σxyy
INOC, the integrand Γxxx for the lower

band as well as Γxyy are plotted in Fig. 3(a) and Fig. 3(b).
Both show a dipole pattern, and the dipoles are mostly
concentrated around the gap region. Notably, one ob-
serves that both Γxxx and Γxyy are odd functions of kx,
which are similar to Λxyy, as shown in Fig. 3(c). Nev-
ertheless, Γxxx, Γxyy and Λxyy are antisymmetric in the
presence of inversion symmetry in momentum space. In
the absence of the tilting, the corresponding currents
vanishes when the integral is taking over the momen-
tum. However, there should be finite corresponding cur-
rents due to the broken inversion symmetry when tilt-
ing term is introduced. As the Fermi energy changes,
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σxxx
INOC, σ

xyy
INOC and σxyy

INAHE show a similar Fermi-surface-
dependent feature, as plotted in Fig. 3(d).

Discussions. The intrinsic nonlinear Ohmic current
should be present in a large class of three-dimensional
materials with time-reversal symmetry breaking. This
present study illuminates a deeper insight on the intrinsic
currents in ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic materi-
als. To find a semiclassical correspondence of the INOC
is of particular interest. An additional natural extension
of our work is the inclusion of spin effect. Recently, the
nonlinear spin effects in T -breaking system are attract-
ing much attention, such as the nonlinear spin current in-
duced by BCD in antiferromagnetic metals [45] and non-
linear spin magnetoelectric effect induced by BCP [46].

The derivation of the spin version of the INOC might be
straightforward. Likewise, a temperature gradient can
also be capable in the generation of INOC. Based on the
recently developed nonlinear thermal transport theory
[47, 48], the thermal counterpart of the INOC deserves a
future study.
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I. DERIVATION OF THE SECOND-ORDER CONDUCTIVITY IN THE DC LIMIT

A. Reduced density matrix equations of motion

By use of the reduced density matrix equations of motion, we reproduce the expression for the 2nd-order electric
conductivity [1–4]. We write down Hamiltonian in momentum space

Ĥ0 =
∑
m

∫
[dk]εkmc

†
kmckm, (S1)

with εkm the dispersion for m band. There are two standard ways to introduce the perturbation of the electric
field within the framework of independent electrons. The first is so-called the velocity gauge with the momentum
substituted by

Ĥ = Ĥ0(k − eA(t)), (S2)

where A(t) is the magnetic vector potential. The other is the length gauge, where the electric field E(t) is coupled
to the position operator r̂:

Ĥ = Ĥ0 + ieE(t) · r̂, (S3)

which is known as the dipole Hamiltonian. The two descriptions of Hamiltonian can be shown equal by use of a gauge
transformation [5, 6], therefore the choice of the two gauges should give identical results.

In the following we adopt the length gauge. An obvious problem is that the matrix element of the position operator
r̂ is ill defined. To this end, the covariant derivative operator is introduced to overcome this difficulty [2, 5, 7]. In the
Bloch representation, it is defined as

D̂kmn = δmn∇k − iAkmn, (S4)
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where Ak is the Berry connection whose matrix elements are Akmn = i⟨ukm |∇kukn⟩, with |ukn⟩ the periodic part
of the Bloch functions. The covariant derivative operator acts on operators via

[D̂k, Ô(k)]mn = ∇kO(k)mn − i[Ak, Ô(k)]mn. (S5)

We adopt the reduced density matrix (RDM) equations of motion approach to calculate the nonlinear thermal response
in length gauge. The RDM in band space is given by the average of the product of a creation and a destruction operator
in Bloch states

ρkmn(t) ≡ ⟨c†mk(t)cnk(t)⟩. (S6)

With the definition of RDM, the expectation value of an operator O can be calculated as

⟨Ô⟩ = tr[ρ̂Ô], (S7)

where ρ̂, the full many-body density matrix, can be written as

ρ̂ =
∑
n

pn |ψn⟩ ⟨ψn| , (S8)

with {|ψn⟩} a set of complete basis. In the Schrödinger picture, the time evolution of ρ̂ is determined by the dynamics
of |ψn⟩:

iℏ
∂

∂t
|ψn(t)⟩ = Ĥ(t) |ψn(t)⟩ . (S9)

The velocity operator is defined through

v̂α = ∂tr̂
α =

1

iℏ
[r̂α, Ĥ]. (S10)

By use of the covariant derivative operator Eq. (S5), its matrix elements turn out to be

v̂αmn =
1

ℏ
[D̂α, Ĥ0]mn =

1

ℏ
[δmn∂

αεkm − iAα
kmnεknm] . (S11)

The electric current can be obtained from the RDMs and velocity operator as traces over band space:

Jα(t) = −e
∫

[dk]Tr[ρ̂(t)v̂α]. (S12)

The equation of motion of the full many-body density matrix takes the form

iℏ
∂ρ̂(t)

∂t
= [Ĥ0, ρ̂(t)] + ieEα[D̂α, ρ̂(t)]. (S13)

Where the summation of repeated space indices is indicated. After computing the commutator on the r.h.s of Eq. (S13),
we arrive at the closed equations of motion for the RDM:[

∂

∂t
+ i

1

ℏ
εkmn

]
ρkmn(t) =

e

ℏ
Eα[D̂α, ρ(t)]kmn. (S14)

Here, we define εkmn = εkm−εkn. For convenience, we discard the k index in the following unless otherwise specified.
By use of the Fourier transformation

ρmn(ω) =

∫
dω

2π
e−iωtρmn(t), (S15)

the equations of motion in the frequency domain is

ρmn(ω) = − e

ℏω − εmn

∫
dω1

2π
Eα1(ω1)[D̂

α1 , ρ̂(ω − ω1)]mn. (S16)
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The density matrix is expanded into contributions of different powers on the external field as ρ =
∑

i=0 ρ
(i), where

the zero-order one is the the Fermi-Dirac distribution function times the unit matrix in band space ρ
(0)
kmn = fkmδmn.

The recursion equations for the RDM are obtained as

ρ(n)mn(ω) = −edmn(ω)

∫
dω1

2π
Eα1(ω1)[D̂

α1 , ρ̂(n−1)(ω − ω1)]mn. (S17)

with the matrix dmn(ω) defined through

dmn(ω) =
1

ℏω − εmn
. (S18)

With the definition Eq. (S12), the current in terms of the Fourier components is written as

Jα(ω) =

∫
dω1σ

αα1(ω;ω1)E
α1(ω1) +

∫
dω1dω2σ

αα1α2(ω;ω1, ω2)E
α1(ω1)E

α2(ω2) + · · · , (S19)

in which the conductivity tensors are defined as the coefficients in an expansion of the current in powers of the electric
field.

B. Linear response

The linear current is obtained in form of the 1st-order RDMs as

J (1),α(ω) =

∫
[dk]Tr[ρ(1)(ω)(−ev̂α)], (S20)

with response coefficients determined by the Kubo formula. When we consider the static limit, from the first order
RDM is found as

ρ(1)mn = ieEα1 ·
(
δmn

1

ℏω
∂α1fm − i

1

ℏω − εmn
Aα1

mnfnm

)
. (S21)

Here, we define fnm = fn − fm. Combining Eq. (S20), Eq. (S11) and Eq. (S21), one observe that the linear current is
contributed by two parts:

J (1),α = Eα1(ω)[χαα1
1 (ω) + χαα1

2 (ω)]. (S22)

Where the first term is written as

χαα1
1 (ω) = −i e

2

ℏ2

∫
[dk]

1

ω

∑
m

(∂αεm)(∂α1fm). (S23)

And the second term is related to the Berry connection

χαα1
2 (ω) = i

e2

ℏ
∑
m

∫
[dk]

εmn

ℏω − εmn
Aα1

mnAα
nmfmn. (S24)

Now we consider the static limit, where the scattering rate is introduced by replacing the matrix dmn as

dmn(ω) =
1

ℏω + iγ − εmn
. (S25)

In which γ represents the relaxation rate, and the relaxation time can be approximately evaluated as τ = 1/γ. In
our paper we focus on the simple case that the scattering of the impurities is phenomenologically integrated into γ.
Specifically, when the scattering potential is explicitly written in Hamiltonian, the scattering of impurities can be
formally treated in the equations of motion, as demonstrated in Ref.[4, 8, 9]. In the static limit, one observes that
the Drude contribution χαα1

1 is linearly dependent on τ . χαα1
2 (ω) becomes

χαα1
2 −−→

DC

e2

ℏ
∑
m

∫
[dk]Ωγ

mfm, (S26)

where the Berry curvature is defined as Ωγ
m = ϵαα1γ∂αAα1

mm, with ϵαα1γ the Levi-Civita symbol. It is seen that the
intrinsic term in the static limit is independent of τ , resulting the usual linear anomalous Hall effect.
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C. Second-order response

Now we turn to the second-order response and demonstrate the emergence of BCD-induced current, INAHE and
the newly discovered INOC under different symmetry. The second-order current is written as

J (2),α =

∫
[dk]Tr[ρ(2)(−ev̂α)]. (S27)

By use of the recursive relation Eq. (S13), the 2nd-order RDM is contributed by four terms:

ρ(2)(ω) = e2
∫
dω1

2π

∫
dω2

2π
Eα1(ω1)E

α2(ω2)[ϱ
1,α1α2(ω1, ω2) + ϱ2,α1α2(ω1, ω2) + ϱ3,α1α2(ω1, ω2) + ϱ4,α1α2(ω1, ω2)].

(S28)
In which the energy conservation ω = ω1 + ω2 is indicated. The expressions for each term are obtained as

ϱ1,α1α2
mn (ω1, ω2) =− dmn(ω)dmn(ω2)(∂

α1∂α2fm)δmn,

ϱ2,α1α2
mn (ω1, ω2) =idmn(ω)dmm(ω2)Aα1

mn(∂
α2fnm),

ϱ3,α1α2
mn (ω1, ω2) =idmn(ω)∂

α1 [dmn(ω2)Aα2
mnfnm] ,

ϱ4,α1α2
mn (ω1, ω2) =

∑
p

dmn(ω)
[
Aα1

mpdpn(ω2)Aα2
pnfnp −Aα1

pndmp(ω2)Aα2
mpfpm

]
.

(S29)

Without written explicitly, the symmetrize procedure [α1, ω1] ↔ [α2, ω2] is indicated. In ϱ1,α1α2
mn only the diagonal

components of the covariant derivative operator are involved, as a result it is of two k derivatives. For ϱ2,α1α2
mn and

ϱ3,α1α2
mn , one diagonal and one non-diagonal term are combined. While for ϱ4,α1α2

mn no diagonal component is involved
and it gathers all the interband (Berry connections) factors. Together with Eq. (S11) and Eq. (S27), the second-order
electric current is given as

J (2),α(ω1, ω2) = Eα1(ω1)E
α2(ω2)[χ

αα1α2
1 (ω1, ω2)+χ

αα1α2
2 (ω1, ω2)+χ

αα1α2
3 (ω1, ω2)+χ

αα1α2
4 (ω1, ω2)+χ

αα1α2
5 (ω1, ω2)],

(S30)
with

χαα1α2
1 (ω1, ω2) =

∑
m

e3

ℏ

∫
[dk]dmn(ω)dmn(ω2)(∂

αεm)(∂α1∂α2fm)δmn, (S31)

χαα1α2
2 (ω1, ω2) =

∑
m,n

e3

ℏ

∫
[dk]− dmn(ω)dmm(ω2)εmnAα

nmAα1
mn∂

α2fnm, (S32)

χαα1α2
3 (ω1, ω2) =

∑
m,n

e3

ℏ

∫
[dk]− dmn(ω)εmn∂

α1 [dmn(ω2)Aα2
mnfnm]Aα

nm, (S33)

χαα1α2
4 (ω1, ω2) =

∑
m,n,p

i
e3

ℏ

∫
[dk]dmn(ω)εmnAα

nm

[
Aα1

mpdpn(ω2)Aα2
pnfnp −Aα1

pndmp(ω2)Aα2
mpfpm

]
(S34)

χαα1α2
5 (ω1, ω2) =

∑
m,n

e3

ℏ

∫
[dk]− dmm(ω)Aα1

mndnm(ω2)Aα2
nmfmn∂

αεmn. (S35)

Since ϱ1,α1α2 is diagonal, χαα1α2
1 comes from the combination of the diagonal part of vα and ϱ1,α1α2 . Owing to the

presence of fnm, χαα1α2
2 (χαα1α2

3 ) comes from the nondiagonal part of v and ϱ2,α1α2(ϱ3,α1α2). For ϱ4,α1α2 , the absence
of nondiagonal constrain of fnm results the nondiagonal term χαα1α2

4 and the diagonal term χαα1α2
5 .

When we consider the static limit, χαα1α2
1 is directly obtained as

χαα1α2
1 −−→

DC
−τ

2e3

ℏ3
∑
m

∫
[dk](∂αεm)∂α1∂α2fm. (S36)

One observes that it is found as the Drude contribution with the conductivity tensor σαα1α2

Drude = e3χαα1α2
1 , which is the

dominant contribution to the 2nd-order conductivity in clean metals. This term is finite only if when both of the P
and T are violated.

For χαα1α2
2 , whether the T exists or not affects its dependence on the relaxation time τ . For scalar particles,

T -symmetry renders:

Aα
kmn = Aα

−knm, (S37)
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and we obtain

χαα1α2
2 (ω1, ω2)

T−→
∑
m,n

e3

ℏ

∫
[dk]− 1

2
[dmn(ω)− dnm(ω)]dmm(ω2)εmnAα

nmAα1
mn∂

α2fnm,

χαα1α2
5 (ω1, ω2)

T−→
∑
m,n

e3

ℏ

∫
[dk]− 1

2
[dnm(ω2)− dmn(ω2)]dmm(ω)fmnAα2

nmAα1
mn∂

αεmn.

(S38)

For particles with half-integer spins, every band is two fold degenerate at each k point owing to T , and the inter-band
Berry connection are transformed as [3]

AMρ,Nρ′(k) =
∑
τ,τ ′

ANτ,Mτ ′(−k)(−iσy)†ρ′τ (−iσy)τ ′ρ. (S39)

In which the Kramers doublet is explicitly written as |ukm⟩ = |ukM,ρ⟩ with Kramers degrees of freedom ρ = ±. By
use of Eq. (S39), one can verify that Eq. (S38) applies to the spinors and thus applies to the particles with arbitrary
spin numbers. Within the static limit, we have

1

2
[dmn(ω)− dnm(ω)]dmm(ω2) −−→

DC
i

1

εmnγ
, (S40)

and χαα1α2
2 takes the form

χαα1α2
2

T−−→
DC

∑
m,n

−τe
3

ℏ
i

∫
[dk](∂α1fnm)Aα

mnAα2
mn

=
∑
m

τe3

ℏ

∫
[dk]− εαα2γfm∂

α1Ωγ
m.

(S41)

It is seen that the integral of χαα1α2
2 |ω1,ω2→0 is the Berry curvature dipole Dα1γ =

∫
[dk]εαα2γfm∂

α1Ωγ
m [10, 11],

which is also called the extrinsic non-linear Hall effect, since it depends on the relaxation time τ .
For χαα1α2

5 it becomes

χαα1α2
5 (ω1, ω2)

T−−→
DC

∑
m,n

e3

ℏ

∫
[dk]

τ

εmn
fmnAα1

nmAα2
mn∂

αεmn. (S42)

Noting that χαα1α2
5 does not contribute to the conductivity since it vanishes under the symmetrize procedure [α1, ω1] ↔

[α2, ω2].
However, the broken of time-reversal symmetry but maintaining a combined operation of T and a spacial symmetry

may turn χαα1α2
2 and χαα1α2

5 intrinsic . For instance, let us consider the PT symmetry. For the scalar particles, the
PT symmetry yields:

Aα
kmn = Aα

knm. (S43)

By use of Eq. (S43), we obtain

χαα1α2
2 (ω1, ω2)

PT−−→ −
∑
m,n

e3

ℏ

∫
[dk]

1

2
(dmn(ω) + dnm(ω))dmm(ω2)εmnAα

nmAα1
mn∂

α2fnm,

χαα1α2
5 (ω1, ω2)

PT−−→ −
∑
m,n

e3

ℏ

∫
[dk]

1

2
[dnm(ω2) + dmn(ω2)]dmm(ω)fmnAα1

nmAα2
mn∂

αεmn.

(S44)

Taking the static limit, we have

1

2
[dmn(ω) + dnm(ω)]dmm(ω2) −−→

DC

1

2(ω2 + iγ)

2(ω + 2iγ)

(ω + 2iγ)2 − ε2nm
→ − 2

ε2nm
,

1

2
[dmn(ω2) + dnm(ω2)]dmm(ω) −−→

DC

1

2(ω + iγ)

2(ω2 + iγ)

(ω2 + iγ)2 − ε2nm
→ − 1

2ε2nm
.

(S45)
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In above, the clean limit (γ → 0) is take since the expressions converge. For the spinors, the PT symmetry results

AMρ,Nρ′(k) = −
∑
τ,τ ′

ANτ,Mτ ′(k)(−iσy)†ρ′τ (−iσy)τ ′ρ. (S46)

As expected, it is found that Eq. (S44) applies to particles with integer and half-integer spins. Following the parallel
demonstration, we obtain

χαα1α2
2

PT−−→
DC

∑
m,n

e3

ℏ

∫
[dk]

2

εmn
Aα

nmAα1
mn∂

α2fnm =
∑
m,n

−e
3

ℏ

∫
[dk]

4

εmn
gαα1
mn ∂

α2fm,

χαα1α2
5

PT−−→
DC

∑
m,n

e3

ℏ
1

2ε2mn

fmnAα1
nmAα2

mn∂
αεmn = −

∑
m,n

e3

ℏ
∂α(

1

εmn
)gα1α2

mn fm.

(S47)

In which the quantum metric is defined as gα1α2
mn = 1

2 (A
α1
mnAα2

nm + Aα2
mnAα1

nm). which manifests itself as the intrinsic
contribution to the 2nd-order conductivity tensor since it is independent on the relaxation time τ . As mentioned,
consider χαα1α2

2 is not symmetric, and it should be symmetrized with respect to the external field indices α1 and α2

as

χαα1α2
2 =

∑
m,n

−e
3

ℏ

∫
[dk]

2

εmn
(gαα1

mn ∂
α2 + gαα2

mn ∂
α1)fm, (S48)

Next we give the symmetry analysis of χαα1α2
3 . Since this term is not divergent in the clean limit, the formula in

static limit can be written as:

χαα1α2
3 −−→

DC

∑
m,n

−e
3

ℏ

∫
[dk]∂α1

(
1

εmn
Aα2

mnfnm

)
Aα

nm, (S49)

The T symmetry results:

∂α1

(
Aα2

kmnfkmn

εkmn

)
Aα

knm = −∂α1

(Aα2

−knmf−kmn

ε−kmn

)
Aα

−kmn. (S50)

By using the obtained relations, one can verify that χαα1α2
3 vanishes under T . For the PT -symmetric system, the

PT symmetry gives:

∂α1

(
Aα2

kmnfkmn

εmn

)
Aα

knm = ∂α1

(
Aα2

knmfkmn

εmn

)
Aα

kmn. (S51)

Making use of Eq. (S51), we obtain:

χαα1α2
3

PT−−→
DC

∑
m,n

e3

ℏ

∫
[dk]− 1

2
fmn

(
Aα2

mnBα1α
nm + Bα1α

mn Aα2
nm

εmn

)
, (S52)

where the dipole of the inter-band Berry connection is defined as Bαβ
mn = ∂αAβ

mn. By use of the relation

∂αAβ
mn − ∂βAα

mn = i⟨∂αum|∂βun⟩ − i⟨∂βum|∂αun⟩, (S53)

Eq. (S52) is rewritten as

χαα1α2
3 = παα1α2 + ηαα1α2 (S54)

in which

παα1α2 =
∑
m,n

−e
3

ℏ

∫
[dk]fmn

(
Aα2

mnBαα1
nm

εmn

)
,

ηαα1α2 =
∑
m,n,p

−e
3

ℏ
i

∫
[dk]fmnAα2

mn

(Aα1
npAα

pm −Aα
npAα1

pm

εmn

)
,

(S55)
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where we use

⟨∂α1un|∂αum⟩ − ⟨∂αun|∂α1um⟩ =
∑
p

Aα1
npAα

pm −Aα
npAα1

pm. (S56)

By using integration by parts, we can separate παα1α2 into two parts with παα1α2 = παα1α2
1 + παα1α2

2 :

παα1α2
1 =

∑
m,n

e3

ℏ

∫
[dk]∂αfmn

(
Aα2

mnAα1
nm

εmn

)
, (S57)

παα1α2
2 =

∑
m,n

e3

ℏ

∫
[dk]fmn∂

α

(
Aα2

mn

εmn

)
Aα1

nm. (S58)

Combining Eq. (S57) and Eq. (S58), we have

παα1α2 = −
∑
m,n

e3

ℏ

∫
[dk]

1

εmn
∂αgα1α2

mn fm, (S59)

Now we write the intrinsic 2nd-order conductivity tensor as

σαα1α2

int = χαα1α2
2 + παα1α2 + ηαα1α2 + χαα1α2

4 + χαα1α2
5 . (S60)

χαα1α2
4 (ω1, ω2) in the static limit is

χαα1α2
4 −−→

DC

∑
m,n,p

e3

ℏ

∫
[dk]iAα

nm

(
Aα1

mp

1

εpn
Aα2

pnfnp −Aα1
pn

1

εmp
Aα2

mpfpm

)
. (S61)

Following a parallel discussion, one found χαα1α2
4 vanishes under T . For the PT symmetry, one can verify (by use of

band-index permutation), we have:

χαα1α2
4 + ηαα1α2

=
∑
m,n,p

e3

ℏ

∫
[dk]ifpnAα2

pn

Aα1
nmAα

mp +Aα
nmAα1

mp

εpn
−
∑
m,n,p

e3

ℏ

∫
[dk]ifmpAα2

mp

Aα1
pnAα

nm +Aα
pnAα1

nm

εmp

=0.

(S62)

It is found that with PT symmetry, the term involving three-band transitions cancels out, and the 2nd-order conduc-
tivity is composed of the terms up to two band transitions. Now, we have

σαα1α2

int = χαα1α2
2 + παα1α2 + χαα1α2

5 , (S63)

which can be reorganized as

σαα1α2

int = (
1

2
χαα1α2
2 + 2παα1α2 + 2χαα1α2

5 ) + (
1

2
χαα1α2
2 − παα1α2 − χαα1α2

5 ), (S64)

In which the first term is contribution of the anomalous nonlinear Hall effect (or, alternatively referred as the intrinsic
nonlinear Hall effect):

σαα1α2

INAHE =
1

2
χαα1α2
2 + 2παα1α2 + 2χαα1α2

5

=
∑
m

e3

ℏ

∫
[dk](−∂αGα1α2

m fm + ∂α2Gαα1
m fm) + (α1 ↔ α2)

(S65)

where the Berry-connection polarizibility is defined as [12]

Gα1α2
m =

∑
n

2
Aα1

mnAα2
nm +Aα2

mnAα1
nm

εmn
=
∑
n

2Re
Aα1

mnAα2
nm

εmn
. (S66)

It manifests itself as the intrinsic contribution to the 2nd-order Hall conductivity [13, 14]. The second term in Eq. (S64)
is the intrinsic nonlinear Ohmic current, which is recognised as

σαα1α2

INOC =
1

2
χαα1α2
2 − παα1α2 − χαα1α2

5

=
∑
m

e3

ℏ

∫
[dk](∂αGα1α2

m + ∂α1Gαα2
m + ∂α2Gαα1

m )fm.
(S67)

Table I shows the classification results of the 2nd-order electric responses in the T -/PT -symmetry systems.
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TABLE I. Classification of the 2nd-order DC electric conductivity in the T -/PT -symmetry systems.

T PT

χ1 × σDrude

χ2 σBCD χ2(PT )
1
2
χ2(PT ) + 2π + 2χ5(PT ) = σINAHE

χ3 × π + η
1
2
χ2(PT )− π + χ5(PT ) = σINOC

χ4 × χ4(PT )
η + χ4(PT ) = 0

χ5 × χ5(PT )

II. SYMMETRY TRANSFORMATIONS OF THE FOUR TERMS OF THE 2ND-ORDER
CONDUCTIVITY

For the 2nd-order Drude conductivity tensor, it is T -odd and manifests as the time-pseudotensor. The crystal
symmetries impose constraints of the form

σαβγ
Drude =

∑
δνξ

DαδDβµDγξσδνξ
Drude, (S68)

In addition, one finds that σαβγ
Drude is symmetric with in all space indices, as a result only 18 of the 33 elements are

independent. The BCD is T -odd and is an antisymmetric tensor

Σγδ
BCD =

1

2
ϵαβγσαβδ

BCD. (S69)

The constraints of the crystal symmetries take the form:

Σαβ
BCD = det(D)

∑
γδ

DαγDβδΣγδ
BCD. (S70)

Eq. (S70) indicates that ΣBCD behaves like the space-pseudotensor. For σINAHE, due to the fact that it is antisymmetric
by permuting the first two indices

Σγδ
INAHE =

1

2
ϵαβγσαβδ

INAHE, (S71)

And the transformations under the point group operations take the form

Σαβ
INAHE = ηTdet(D)

∑
γδ

DαγDβδσγδ
INAHE, (S72)

therefore it is recognized as the time-space-pseudotensor. By use of symmetry transformations of σINOC given in Eq.
(4) in the main text, the constrains of the generators of MPGs on the INOC conductivity are obtained ( Table I in
the main text). Combined with Eq. (S68), Eq. (S70) and Eq. (S72), the constrains of the MPGs on the all four terms
of 2nd order electric conductivity tensors are obtained, as listed in Table II. It can be seen that the part excluding
σINOC in Table II is just the case discussed in Ref.[14].
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