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The strong correlation between the non-trivial band topology and the magnetic texture makes
magnetic Weyl semimetals excellent candidates for the manipulation and detection of magnetization
dynamics. The parity violation together with the Pauli blocking cause only one Weyl node to
contribute to the photocurrent response, which in turn affects the magnetic texture due to the spin
transfer torque. Utilizing the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equation and the spin-transfer torque in non-
centrosymmetric Weyl magnets, we show that the chiral photocurrent rotates the magnetization
from the easy c axis to the a or b axis, which leads to an exotic current next to the photocurrent
response. The chiral photocurrent is calculated in the context of quantum kinetic theory and it has a
strong resonance on the order of mA/W near the Weyl nodes, the magnitude of which is controlled by
the momentum relaxation time. Remarkably, we study the influence of magnetic texture dynamics
on the topological nonlinear photocurrent response, including shift and injection currents along with
the new chiral photocurrent, and show that both the magnitude and the in-plane orientation of the
chiral photocurrent are strongly correlated with the direction of the magnetic moments.

I. INTRODUCTION

The magnetic topological materials provide an ideal
platform for rich and fundamental scientific discover-
ies stemming from the interplay of topology and mag-
netism [1–3]. An important advance is the realization of
magnetic Weyl semimetals [4–6], which are distinguished
among topological materials by the dynamic interplay
of magnetic texture and topological band crossings [7–
9]. The topological notion of Weyl nodes can be un-
derstood as effective magnetic monopoles with opposite
charges in momentum space as the origin of the diverg-
ing Berry curvature [10], leading to the large intrinsic
anomalous Hall conductivity [11–13]. The other quan-
tum metrics as the geometric origin of the nonlinear pho-
tocurrent response appear in inversion-asymmetric topo-
logical materials [14, 15]. The parity-violation in Weyl
systems leads to an inverted asymmetric transition of
the electron position and velocity in the nonlinear opti-
cal response, resulting in the shift and injection currents
[14, 16]. These nonlinear photocurrent conductivities are
thoroughly governed by system symmetries that dictate
the divergent behavior of topological quantum geome-
tries near the Weyl crossing points. The recently dis-
covered parity-violating magnetic Weyl semimetals are
proposed as promising candidates to generate both shift
and injection currents due to parity-time (PT) symmetry
breaking. In TaAs Weyl semimetals the non-liner chiral
photocurrent can be induced by a femtosecond circularly
polarized (CP) pulse through the non-equilibrium chiral
magnetic effect [17].

The magnetic texture in magnetic materials can be
controlled by a spin-polarized current without a magnetic
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field [18–22]. The tunable magnetization at the inter-
face between a topological insulator and a ferromagnetic
insulator opens up an intriguing venue to discover the
intimate relation between non-trivial band topology and
magnetic configuration [23–29]. The significant role of
strong spin-orbit coupling in magnetic Weyl semimetals
has attracted much attention in more efficient spintronic
applications and magnetic dynamics detection [7, 30, 31].
In particular, the electrically induced structural phase
transition in domain walls in a magnetic Weyl semimetal
is accompanied by transient nonlinear electrical signals
Jy ∝ (∇×M̂(x, t))E2

x, which can be taken as evidence for
the magnetic dynamics [32]. Further, the nonlinear opti-
cal response in non-centrosymmetric topological magnets
can be employed as a powerful tool for realizing the in-
trinsic connection among the optical response, quantum
geometry in momentum space and magnetic texture in
real space. Specifically, in a Weyl magnet, the magnitude
and direction of magnetization determine the spacing and
orientation of a pair of Weyl nodes of opposite chirality
in momentum space. Therefore, the potential to control
the magnetization can cause a topological redistribution
of Weyl nodes in k-space, leading to a remarkable change
in the nonlinear shift and injection currents.

In this research, we investigate the optical manipula-
tion of the magnetic texture in an inversion-asymmetric
Weyl magnet. The strong spin-orbit coupling in such ma-
terials induces a spin-transfer torque (STT) arising from
the optical transitions of a single Weyl node. Our key
question here is how a luminous light can rotate the mag-
netization and how these magnetic dynamics then lead
to the significant changes in the nonlinear photocurrent
responses. The Weyl nodes in an inversion-asymmetric
Weyl semimetal do not have the same energy, then the
light-induced resonant transitions in one node are Pauli-
blocked in another node. Therefore, in the frequency
window facing a node, only specific Weyl fermions with
chirality χ contribute to the interband transitions and
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correspondingly generate a chiral photocurrent response
J5. Such a chiral current can interact with the magnetic
texture and lead to magnetic rotation. We show that the
direction of magnetization rotates from the initial c axis
to the final a or b axis, leading to significant changes in
magnitude and orientation of the in-plane photocurrent
responses. Our research provides new insights into un-
derstanding the role of the tunable magnetic direction in
constructing the nonlinear topological shift and injection
currents.

The paper is structured as follows. In Sec. II we in-
troduce the features and symmetries of parity-violating
magnetic Weyl semimetals and provide some examples of
theoretically predicted and experimentally observed such
materials. Sec. III predicts the light-induced magnetiza-
tion rotation leading to an additional current owing to
the strong coupling between topological Weyl fermions
and magnetic orientation. The general properties of the
chiral photocurrent response are discussed in Sec. IV
and Sec. V is devoted to the quantum kinetic theory
of the second-order DC photocurrent, which stems from
the non-trivial quantum geometry of the band structure.
The nonlinear Drude response arises from the intraband
transitions, and the interband shift, gyration and injec-
tion currents and the influence of magnetic dynamics on
them are discussed in Sec. VI and Sec. VII. We conclude
our findings in Sect. VIII.

II. PARITY-VIOLATING MAGNETIC WEYL
SEMIMETALS

Weyl semimetals have been proposed and have
emerged in band structures in which either time-reversal
(TR) or inversion (I) symmetries breaks. It has been the-
oretically proposed and experimentally confirmed that a
large class of Weyl materials in RAlX (R=rare earths,
Al, X=Si, Ge) realize the Weyl fermions, respecting or
violating TR symmetry or I symmetry depending on the
choice of rare earth components and can even be catego-
rized into type I or type II Weyl semimetals [6, 9, 33].
More specifically, (Pr,Ce)AlX can be ferromagnetic with
an easy axis along the c and a directions [34–38], while
LaAlGe is nonmagnetic [39].

In this study, we focus on the ferromagnetic Weyl
semimetals, where the intrinsic magnetic texture breaks
the time-reversal symmetry below the Curie temperature
Tc, and also their peculiar lattice crystal breaks the in-
version symmetry (IS). Table. I has classified some exam-
ples of proposed or realized Weyl semimetals according
to TR, I and Lorentz symmetries (type I or type II) and
their magnetic properties. The ferromagnetism in such
materials arises from the ordering of the local moments of
the f-electrons. For example, in LaAlGe, a non-magnetic
Weyl semimetal, the f-orbital in the electronic configura-
tion of the La atom is empty, citing the density of states
(DOS) of the localized f-orbital found only in the con-
duction band. On the other hand, in (Pr,Ce)AlGe, the

TABLE I. Some distinguished examples of experimentally ob-
served or theoretically proposed magnetic and non-magnetic
Weyl semimetals. The last two compounds denoted by ∗,
RAlX (R=(Pr, Ce), X=(Ge,Si)), represent three examples of
theoretically proposed and experimentally observed parity-
violating magnetic Weyl semimetals.

Compounds TRS IS Type Magnetic Properties
AB [40–43]

√
× I Non-Magnetic

A=(Ta,Nb),B=(As,P)
(W,Mo)Te2[44, 45]/Ta3S2 [46]

√
× II Non-Magnetic

LaAlGe [39]
√
× II Non-Magnetic

Mn3A ×
√

II Non-Collinear
A=(Sn [47],Ge [48]) Anti-Ferromagnetic

CuMnSb × × II Collinear
[10, 49, 50] Anti-Ferromagnetic
YbMnBi2 ×

√
II Canted

[51] Anti-Ferromagnetic
Alternative Layers of Magnetically × × I Magnetic Impurities
Doped TI and NI as the Spacer [52] Order Ferromagnetically

Co3Sn2S2 [5]/HgCr2Se4 [53] ×
√

I Ferromagnetic
PrAlSi [54, 55] ×

√
I Ferromagnetic

PrAlX∗ × × I Ferromagnetic
X=(Ge [6, 33],Si [56])

CeAlGe∗[33, 38] × × II Ferromagnetic

Parity-violating

time-invariant WSM

𝑘𝑧

𝑘𝑥

𝑘𝑧

𝑘𝑥

𝑀 ∥ Ƹ𝑧

Parity-violating 

magnetic WSM

𝒘𝟏𝒘𝟐

𝒘𝟑 𝒘𝟒

𝒘𝟏

𝒘𝟐

𝒘𝟑

𝒘𝟒

(a)

𝒘𝟑

𝑘𝑧

𝐸

𝒘𝟏

𝒘𝟐
𝒘𝟒

𝑘𝑧

𝐸

𝒘𝟏𝒘𝟑

𝒘𝟐𝒘𝟒

(b)

𝑀 ∥ Ƹ𝑧

𝜎𝑥𝑦
𝐴𝐻 = 0 𝜎𝑥𝑦

𝐴𝐻 ≠ 0

FIG. 1. (a) Left hand side: The minimum model for
a time-invariant inversion asymmetric Weyl semimetal with
four nodes. The blue and red circles represent the Weyl
nodes with opposite chiralities. Right hand side: The mag-
netism along ẑ rearranges the Weyl nodes to violate TRS. The
green lines are the Fermi arcs connecting two Weyl nodes.
(b) Represents the corresponding schematics energy disper-
sion of Weyl nodes in non-magnetic and ferromagnetic Weyl
semimetals. The solid lines denoted the Weyl nodes with
kx,y > 0 and the dashed lines are nodes with kx,y < 0.

f-orbital in the Pr (or Ce) atom contains two (or one)
electrons, leading to ferromagnetization in these two ma-
terials [33]. In magnetic Weyl semimetals with inversion
symmetry, i.g., Co3Sn2S2 [5], HgCr2Se4 [53] and PrAlSi
[54, 55], the magnetism of texture splits the Weyl nodes
in k-space. However, the parity-violating magnetic Weyl
semimetals are generated by IS breaking, i.e., nodes are
split by inversion symmetry breaking, and the magnetic
texture only reconfigures the Weyl nodes along the mag-
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netic direction in order to break TR symmetry. Figure 1
shows how magnetism rearranges the Weyl nodes in an
inversion asymmetric crystal. The low-energy Hamilto-
nian describing a minimum model near w1 and w4 nodes
is given by [Appendix. A]

H0 = ~vF(k⊥ − kw⊥) τ0 ⊗ σ⊥ + ~vF (kzτz − (1)

(kwz − kM )τ0)⊗ σz + u τz ⊗ σ0 + λ τy ⊗ σz.

The last two terms are responsible for inversion symme-
try breaking, while other symmetries are preserved. The
term λτy ⊗ σz is the momentum-independent spin-orbit
interaction that split the degeneracy at every points ex-
cept the Weyl crossings. This term is closely analogous
to the Dresselhous spin-orbit interaction term allowed in
the absence of IS. The role of uτz⊗σ0 is shifting two tips
of Weyl cones in energy and breaks IS. The positions of
the nodes are given by k(w1,w3) = (±kw⊥,±kwz − kM ) and
k(w2,w4) = (∓kw⊥,±kwz + kM ), where the vector kw =
(kw⊥, k

w
z ) denotes the node positions in time-invariant in-

version asymmetric WSM and kM = (J S/~vF )M̂ is the
momentum separation due to magnetism [Fig. 1], where
J is the ferromagnetic exchange interaction and S is the
magnitude of the texture magnetic moment. In the time-
invariant WSMs [Fig. 1: Left], e.g. TaAs family, no
linear anomalous Hall effect is observed. On the other
hand, parity-violating magnetic Weyl semimetals [Fig. 1:
Right], i.e. PrAl(Ge,Si) and CeAlGe, the Chern number
is nonzero in the regions between nodes that are displaced
by texture magnetic moments. Therefore, the anomalous
Hall effect is expected to be present in the linear response
to an electric field in parity-violating magnetic WSMs
[11]. For PrAlGe with node spacing kw = 0.15 Å−3 the
intrinsic anomalous Hall conductivity is estimated to be
σAH = 738 Ω−1 cm −1 [6].

The divergent behavior of the quantum geometry of
the electron wave function near the Weyl points plays an
important role in the bulk photogalvanic effect in topo-
logical materials [14]. The presence of TR or parity-time
(PT) symmetry helps us predict which of the nonlinear
response elements may be zero [14, 57]. In the presence
of the PT symmetry, the Berry curvature vanishes at any
point in k space, so there is no way to get the Weyl phase.
MnGeO3 is a 3D Dirac semimetal with both TR and I
symmetry broken while PT symmetry is preserved. How-
ever, in parity-violating magnetic Weyl semimetals such
as PrAl(Ge,Si) and CeAlGe, both TR and PT symme-
try are broken and both shift and injection currents are
expected to be present. In the following, we will discuss
two impactful parameters in the non-linear photocurrent
response in Weyl semimetals. The first is the magneti-
zation direction and the second is the chemical poten-
tial which determines the energy difference between the
Fermi surface and the singularity of quantum geometries.

III. CHIRAL CURRENT-INDUCED MAGNETIC
ROTATION

In this section, we aim to calculate the light-
induced spin-transfer-torque (STT) Te through the non-
equilibrium spin polarization of electrons 〈σ(r)〉, which
appears when one node contributes more than the other
node, leading to the chiral current J5 = evF 〈σ(r)〉. The
chiral current can be induced as a non-equilibrium photo-
response. Using the well-known Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert
(LLG) equation [58]

dM̂

dt
= γ0Beff × M̂ + αM̂ × dM̂

dt
+ Te, (2)

the dynamic behavior of the magnetic texture can be ex-
tracted. The parameter γ0 is the gyromagnetic ratio, Beff

is an effective magnetic field, α is the Gilbert or viscous
damping parameter, which is proportional to the energy
loss rate [59], and Te is the STT describing the electronic
background contribution to the magnetic texture dynam-
ics.

The STT Te on the right-hand side arises from the
exchange interaction between itinerant electrons and the

magnetic moments and is given by Te = |kM |
eρs

M̂ × J5,

where J5 =
∑
χ
χJχ is the chiral stream. The wave vector

kM determines the separation of the Weyl nodes in mo-
mentum space due to magnetism, i.e. χkMM̂z, which
is given by kM = JS

~vF , and ρs is the number of lo-
cal magnetic moments per unit volume. Therefore, the
STT arises when one node contributes more than the
other node in inducing a torque on localized magnetic
moments. In other words, the non-equilibrium spin po-
larization of electrons is essential to rotate the magnetic
texture, so the total current J =

∑
χ
Jχ can not induce

STT. Here, the main origin of such a nodal imbalance
is the optical transitions of a single Weyl node while the
other node is Pauli blocked. We note that because of
M̂(t = 0) = ẑ the STT only applies to the in-plane com-
ponents of the magnetic moments. Figure 2 represents
the time evolution of magnetic moments induced by the
chiral current from the initial z-axis to the final x- or
y-axis, depending on the magnitude of the chiral pho-
tocurrent J0

5,‖ and its orientation ϕj0 at t = 0 [Appendix.

B]. Using the LLG equation, and in the absence of a
magnetic field Beff, we show that strong spin-orbit cou-
pling in magnetic Weyl semimetals together with nonlin-
ear light-induced electronic spin polarization leads to an
additional nonlinear photocurrent response generated by
magnetic dynamics. In magnetic Weyl semimetals, the
magnetic texture in real space is inherent to the nodes
position in momentum space and exhibits a dynamical
interplay with it [32, 60]. This key feature leads to an

effective U(1) axial vector A5 = (J S/evF )M̂ , in the low
energy Hamiltonian [Appendix.A]. Hence, the dynami-
cal behavior of A5 gives rise to an axial electric field

E5 = − JSevF
˙̂
M . Using Eq. (2), E5 can be written as
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[Appendix. B]

E5 = −~|kM |2

e2ρs
exp(αΘ̂)(M̂ × J5), (3)

where exp(αΘ̂)O = (1+αM̂×O+α2M̂×(M̂×O)+ · · · )
and α is the dissipation parameter and J5 is the chiral
photocurrent response. We should note that the axial
electric field E5 only exists in the dynamic regime be-
fore approaching the steady state. Such a pseudo-electric
field induces a longitudinal drift current δjχ = χδσχE5

for each node χ [60]. The longitudinal conductivity δσχ
is well defined if two Fermi surfaces of two nodes are far
enough apart in momentum space that the scattering be-
tween the nodes can be neglected. Then the longitudinal
conductivity for Weyl semimetals can be estimated as

δσχ =
−e2τu2

χ

3π2~3vF
' −(104 − 105) S/m, (4)

where we choose u± = 20 (or 50) meV (the energy sepa-
ration between nodes and Fermi surfaces), vF = 5× 105

m/s and τ = 1 ps. Using the expression for the axial
electric field in Eq. (3), we may write the (axial) current
δj(5) as a consequence of the interplay between electronic

degree of freedom and the magnetic texture M̂

δj = exp(αΘ̂)(M̂ × J5)
∑
χ

ηχ,

δj5 = exp(αΘ̂)(M̂ × J5)
∑
χ

χηχ
(5)

where ηχ =
τu2

χ|kM |2

3π2~2vF ρs
is a dimensionless quantity and

depends on the system-dependent or non-universal pa-
rameters. Therefore, the light-induced magnetic dynam-
ics in magnetic Weyl semimetals can induce chiral current
δj5 = δj+ − δj− with components

δj5,x = −η(J5,y + αJ5,x +O(α2) + · · · ),
δj5,y = η(J5,x − αJ5,y +O(α2) + · · · ),

(6)

where η = η+ + η−, and ± stands to opposite chiralities.
Figure 3(a) estimates the parameter η using the quanti-
ties τ = 1 ps (the typical relaxation time in semimetals),
vF = 5 × 105 m/s [61], kM = 0.15 Å−1, ρs ' 1.5 × 1028

m−3 (volume of unit cell: V = 262.1 Å3 for a ferromag-
netic Weyl semimetal candidate PrAlGe [11]). Figure
3(b) represents the change in magnitude of the in-plane
chiral current (x and y components) at time t, i.e., J t‖,

in comparison to its magnitude at t = 0. If η exceeds
the viscose damping parameter α (η > α), the magneti-
zation dynamics increase the magnitude of the in-plane
chiral photocurrent response and vice versa in the inset.
Having used Eq. (6), we conclude that magnetic texture
dynamics can also change the orientation of the in-plane
current density as

tanϕjt =
tanϕj0 + η − αη tanϕj0

1− η tanϕj0 − ηα
, (7)

0 1 2 3 4

0 1
- 1 . 5 8 0
- 1 . 4 2 2
- 1 . 2 6 4
- 1 . 1 0 6
- 0 . 9 4 8 0
- 0 . 7 9 0 0
- 0 . 6 3 2 0
- 0 . 4 7 4 0
- 0 . 3 1 6 0
- 0 . 1 5 8 0
0 . 0 0 0
0 . 1 5 8 0
0 . 3 1 6 0
0 . 4 7 4 0
0 . 6 3 2 0
0 . 7 9 0 0
0 . 9 4 8 0
1 . 1 0 6
1 . 2 6 4
1 . 4 2 2
1 . 5 8 0

0

FIG. 2. (a): The light (propagates along the z-axis)-induced
magnetic texture evolution in a parity-violating magnetic
Weyl semimetals. The magnetization direction rotates away
from the initial c-axis to the final a- or b-axis depending on the
initial chiral photocurrent magnitude J0

5,‖ and its orientation

ϕj0. In the intermediate stage, between the initial and equilib-
rium states, an axial electric field E5 is induced to the system.
We define a = JS

e~vFρs
. (b): The density plot of the modified

in-plane photocurrent due to the magnetic texture dynamics.
ϕ0
j and ϕtj are the orientation of in-plane chiral photocurrent

in the absence and presence of magnetic dynamics.

where ϕj0 = tan−1(J5,y/J5,x) and ϕjt = tan−1((J5,y +

δJ5,y)/(J5,x+δJ5,x)). Here ϕjt and ϕj0 are the polar angles
between x and y components of current with and with-
out taking into account the magnetic texture dynamics
[Fig. 2(b)]. According to Fig. 2 (b), the magnetic tex-
ture dynamics can reorient and even reverse the in-plane
photocurrent. Therefore, the magnetic texture dynamics
may lead to a significant change in the orientation of the
in-plane chiral photocurrent.

It is worth noting that the above discussion is a gen-
eral result and can be applied for both linear and circular
polarization of light, which can induce chiral current into
the system. The spin manipulation in topological mate-
rials, particularly Weyl semimetlas, has received consid-
erable attention due to its wide applications in spintronic
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FIG. 3. (a): The parameter η with respect to ū where

ū =
√

(u2
+ + u2

−)/2. (b): The effect of magnetic texture dy-

namics on the magnitude of chiral photocurrent. The modifi-
cation coefficient of chiral current due to magnetic dynamics
at time t is given by |J t5,‖| =

√
(1− αη)2 + η2|J0

5,‖|. The
inset demonstrates that in the case of α > η, the relative
magnitude slightly lowers.

devices [8, 9, 31, 32, 62, 63]. In the next section, we will
discuss the electronic contribution of chiral photocurrent

(J
(2)
5 ) in the context of the non-linear quantum kinetic

theory, and show how the magnitude and direction of the
in-plane components can be affected by the direction and
magnitude of the magnetic moments.

IV. CHIRAL PHOTOCURRENT RESPONSE

Motivated by recent measurements of the nonlinear op-
tical response in transition metal monopnictides such as
TaAs, TaP, NbAs and the Weyl semimetal RhSi and
CoSi [64–66], we perform the chiral photocurrent re-
sponse in magnetic Weyl semimetals.

The general form of the second-order response to the
electric field of light is defined as [67, 68]

J
(2)
l (ω;ω1, ω2) =∑

i,j

∫
dω1dω2

(2π)2
σl;ij(ω;ω1, ω2)Ei(ω1)Ej(ω2),

(8)

where ω = ω1 + ω2. The DC-photocurrent response due
to the irradiation of light with frequency Ω is character-
ized in the condition of ω = 0 or ω1 = −ω2. We define
ω1 = −ω2 = Ω, then we will have Ei(Ω)Ej(ω − Ω) =
Ei(Ω)Ej(−Ω) or ω = 0 in our formalism. We assume
the electric field of incident light E(t) = E0ê, where

ê = (̂i cos θp cos Ωt + ĵ sin θp sin Ωt) is the unit polariza-
tion vector in which θp = 0(±π/4) denotes the linearly
(circularly) polarized light.

Depending on the nature of light polarization, we can
decompose the bulk photovoltaic effect (BPVE) into the
piezoelectric-like response (Linearly-polarized (LP) pho-
tocurrent), and gyrotropic response (Circularly-polarized

(CP) photocurrent) [69, 70]:

J
(2)
l (ω = 0) =

|E0|2
∑
i,j

∫
dΩ

2π
(βLl,ij(Ω)Re[eie

∗
j ] + βClr(Ω)κr).

(9)

The superscripts L and C represent the linear and circu-
lar BPVE, respectively. The symmetry of βLl,ij(Ω) is the

same as in the piezoelectric tensor, i.e. βLl,ij = βLl,ji, and
its form is symmetric under index permutation, then we
can use βLl,ij = 1

2 [σl;ij+σl;ji]. On the other hand, the vec-
tor κ is defined as κ = ie×e∗ which is non-zero only for
circularly polarized light and βClr(Ω) = iεijrσ

l;ij is an-
tisymmetric under index permutation and is called the
gyration tensor. The nonlinear Drude response JDr, the
Berry curvature dipole term JBCD , the injection stream
J Inj, the shift current JSh and the gyration current JGyr

are classified into the second-order photocurrent response
in the DC limit [16]. With the exception of the Drude
response, the other terms are directly governed by vari-
ous intrinsic geometric quantities of the band structure.
Quantum geometries such as Berry curvature and the or-
bital magnetic moment play key roles in linear electronic
and optical transport effects [71–73]. In the nonlinear
response, light-induced direct current or the generation
of second harmonics, the other quantum geometries ap-
pear in the formalism [14, 57, 74, 75]. We note that
the metric connection (Γ) and the symplectic connection

(Γ̃) have contributions to the shift and gyration currents,
and also the quantum geometric berry curvature (B)
and quantum metric (G) appear in LP and CP injec-
tion terms, respectively. Furthermore, the berry curva-
ture dipole (BCD) vanishes in an untilted parity violated
magnetic Weyl semimetals in which both T and PT sym-
metries are broken [75]. However, it has been shown that
a tilt parameter can induce BCD in a T symmetric (non-
magnetic) but non-centrosymmetric Weyl systems lead-
ing to the accordingly a nonlinear anomalous Hall effect
[76, 77]. The BCD vanishes for an untilted and isotropic
Weyl semimetal. In the following sections, we will discuss
that the nonlinear interband photocurrent increases near
the Weyl crossing points, which is directly attributed to
the divergence behavior of quantum geometries near the
Weyl nodes, and we will also consider the effect of mag-
netic dynamics into the photocurrent response.

V. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK: QUANTUM
KINETIC EQUATION

The quantum Liouville equation of density matrix in
the Bloch representation, i.e., |n,k〉 = exp(ik · r) |un,k〉,
is given by

∂ 〈ρ(k, t)〉
∂t

+
i

~
[H, 〈ρ(k, t)〉] + κ(〈ρ(k, t)〉) = 0. (10)

Here, H = H0 + HE is the complete Hamiltonian, k
the crystal momentum, n the band index, κ(〈ρ(k, t)〉)
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is that scatter integral and H0 is the non-interacting
Hamiltonian. In the presence of a light-matter interac-
tion, the effect of the electromagnetic field on the time-
dependent perturbation can be mapped according to the
electric dipole approximation Hamiltonian in the linear
approach, i.e. HE = er · E(t), where the electric field
couples to the Hamiltonian via a dipole energy. The ma-
trix representation of position operator in the quantum
framework would be

[rk]nm = iδnm∂k +Rnm(k), (11)

where R(k) =
∑

a=x,y,z
Ra(k)ek is the Berry vector poten-

tial with components [Ra(k)]nm = i 〈unk |∂kaumk 〉. This
term leads to the topologically non-trivial transport phe-
nomena such as the well-known Hall conductivity in sys-
tems with broken TR symmetry. The velocity operator
in the Heisenberg picture can be obtained as

[vk]nm = [ṙk]nm = ~−1(∂kεn)δnm + i~−1εnmRnm(k),
(12)

where εnm = εn − εm is the difference of the eigenvalues
of the unperturbed Hamiltonian H0. The second term
contributes to the off-diagonal components or the inter-
band responses. If the magnitude of the electric field
|E| is small enough, it can be viewed as a perturbation
of the Bloch-Hamiltonian operator. Then we may ex-
pand the density matrix ρ in powers of the electric field
ρ =

∑
N

ρ(N), where ρ(N) is the N th correction to ρ(0) due

to the electric field. Then, the quantum kinetic equation
in its recursive form would be

∂ρ
(N)
(t)

∂t
+
i

~
[H0, ρ

(N)
(t) ] + κnm(ρ

(N)
(t) ) =

eE(t)

~
· [Dkρ

(N−1)
(t) ].

(13)
Here, DkO = DO

Dk = ∇kO − i[Rk,O] is defined as the
covariant derivative. The solution of Eq. (13). i.e., the
N th order correction to the density matrix, is given by

ρ(N)
nm (ω) = e

∫
dΩ

2π
dωnmE

i(Ω) [Dikρ(N−1)(ω−Ω)]nm, (14)

where dωnm = (~ω − εnm + i~τ−1)−1, and for simplicity,

we estimate the scattering integral as κnm(ρ(N)) ' 〈ρ〉
τ

,

and τ is assumed to be k-independent. The zeroth cor-
rection is the Fermi-distribution function at zero fre-
quency, ρ

(0)
nm = 2πδ(ω)δnm f(εkn), with f(εkn) = (1 +

eβ(εkn−µ))−1. The linear-order correction, yields

ρ(1)
nm(ω) = 2πe dωnmE

i(ω){∂kf (0)(εkn)δnm + iRnmk Fnm},
(15)

where Fnm ≡ f(εkn)−f(εkm) is defined as the difference
between the occupation in bands n and m in equilib-
rium. The first term in Eq. (15) is diagonal and captures
the intra-band Drude conductivity in metals or doped
semimetals with finite Fermi surface, and the second term
is off-diagonal and obtains the inter-band optical transi-
tions which in the case of 3D Dirac or Weyl semimetals
is linear in ω.

Using the linear response in Eq. (15), the second cor-
rection ρ(2) would be

ρ(2)
nm(ω) = e

∫
dΩ

2π
dωnmE

i(Ω) [Dikρ(1)(ω − Ω)]nm

= ρ
(2)
I,nm + ρ

(2)
II,nm + ρ

(2)
III,nm.

(16)

We find ρ
(1)
nm(ω−Ω) = e dω−Ω

nm Ei(ω−Ω)[Dikρ(0)]nm, where

we have used Eq. (14) and ρ(0)(ω −Ω′ −Ω) = ρ(0)δ(ω −
Ω′ − Ω). Then, we can decompose the diagonal and off-
diagonal parts of the second order correction of density
matrix

[ρ
(2)
I (ω)]nm =

e2

∫
dΩ

2π
dωnmd

ω−Ω
nm Ei(Ω)Ej(ω − Ω)∂ki∂kjf(εkn)δnm,

(17)

[ρ
(2)
II (ω)]nm =

ie2

∫
dΩ

2π
dωnmE

i(Ω)Ej(ω − Ω){∂ki(dω−Ω
nm RjnmFnm)+

i
∑
n′

(Rik,n′nR
j
k,n′md

ω−Ω
n′m Fn′m −Rjk,nn′Rik,n′md

ω−Ω
nn′ Fnn′)},

(18)

[ρ
(2)
III (ω)]nm =

ie2

∫
dΩ

2π
dωnmd

ω−Ω
nn Ei(Ω)Ej(ω − Ω)Rik,nm∂kjFnm.

(19)

The summation over the repeating indices i, j = x, y, z

is implicit. The terms ρ
(2)
I and ρ

(2)
III are determined by

derivative of the Fermi distribution function, then it
would be non-zero for materials with a finite Fermi sur-
face and different velocities in bands m and n, e.g. metals

or doped semi-metals. The other term ρ
(2)
II is also finite

without a Fermi surface, so it can exist for insulators as
well as for metals or doped semimetals. The Nth order
correction to the light-induced current is obtained by

J
(N)
i (ω) = −e

∑
n,m

∫
dk

(2π)d
vik,nm ρ

(N)
k,mn(ω). (20)

The second-order response can be obtained by setting
N = 2, and using the second-order correction to the den-

sity matrix, i.e., ρ
(2)
k,mn.

VI. INTRA-BAND CONTRIBUTION:
NON-LINEAR DRUDE RESPONSE

The intra-band transitions (n = m) in the non-linear
response, similar to the linear response, can be only cap-
tured for a single band with finite Fermi surface. The

term ρ
(2)
I,nn in Eq. (17) is responsible for this non-linear
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FIG. 4. Non-linear Drude response of inversion asymmetric
magnetic Weyl semimetals as a function of light Ω. The real
and imaginary parts of the conductivity are demonstrated by
blue and red lines, respectively. We set τ = 1 ps (~/τ = 0.65
meV), T=10 K (kBT=0.86 meV), ~vF = 3.25 × 103 meVÅ,
~vF kwx(y) = 140 meV, ~vF kwz = 210 meV, JS = 100 meV,
u+ = 50 meV, u− = 20 meV.

intra-band response. Therefore, the non-linear Drude
conductivity tensor is given by

σ
(2,Dr)
l,ij = −e3

∑
n

∫
dk

(2π)d
d0
nnd
−Ω
nn v

l
k,nn∂ki∂kjf(εkn).

(21)
We note that the above conductivity is symmetric un-
der i↔ j, therefore the non-linear Drude conductivity is
classified as the LP-photocurrent response. The product
of d0

nnd
−Ω
nn is a complex function, so the above conduc-

tivity tensor can be divided into the real and imaginary
parts as

Re[σ
(2,Dr)
l,ij ] = −e

3

~
τ2

1 + Ω2τ2
Tr[U lijnnf(εkn)],

Im[σ
(2,Dr)
l,ij ] = −e

3

~
Ωτ3

1 + Ω2τ2
Tr[U lijnnf(εkn)],

(22)

where U lijnn = 〈n|(∂kl∂ki∂kjH0(k))|n〉, and Tr[O] =∑
k,nO. The ratio of the real part to the imaginary part

is given by
Re[σ

(2,Dr)
l,ij ]

Im[σ
(2,Dr)
l,ij ]

=
1

Ωτ
, so the current survives

in the limit of Ωτ � 1. Figure 4 shows the numerical
result for the nonlinear Drude response of an inversion-
asymmetric magnetic Weyl semimetal with respect to
the light frequency Ω. As the figure shows, the nonlin-
ear Drude current is suppressed by dissipation when the
light period 1/Ω is shorter than the quasiparticle lifetime
τ . Only the intraband response is determined by deriva-
tives of the band energy or the group velocity and does
not depend on the quantum geometries. Also, the in-
traband current does not generate a chiral current, since
both nodes are activated at the same time. Therefore,

the Drude current cannot rotate the magnetization. In
the following, we will discuss that the inter-band contri-
bution to the chiral photocurrent can trigger the magne-
tization dynamics, resulting in a remarkable impact on
the in-plane photocurrent response.

VII. INTER-BAND RESPONSE

The contribution of ρ
(2)
II,mn (Eq. (18)) in the photocur-

rent response results in

J
(2,II)
l (ω = 0) =

−e
~
∑
n,m

∫
dk

(2π)d
vlk,nm ρ

(2)
II,mn. (23)

We can decompose Eq. (18) into two distinct terms; (1):
the first term and the second term with n′ = n,m which

we denote it by ρ
(2)
II,1 and (2): The second term with

n′ 6= n,m, which we denote it by ρ
(2)
II,2. Then, we have

ρ
(2)
II,1(ω = 0) |n,m=

ie2

∫
dΩ

2π
d0
nmE

i(Ω)Ej(−Ω)Dinm(d−Ω
nmRjnmFnm),

(24)

and

ρ
(2)
II,2(ω = 0) |n,m= −e2

∑
n′ 6=n,m

∫
dΩ

2π
d0
nmE

i(Ω)Ej(−Ω)

(Rik,n′nR
j
k,n′md

−Ω
n′mFn′m −Rjk,nn′Rik,n′md

−Ω
nn′Fnn′),

(25)

where Dinm = ∂ki − i(Rinn −Rimm) is the U(1)-covariant
derivative, and Fnm = f(εkn) − f(εkm) is again the dif-
ference in distribution function of state n and m. Worth
noting that the diagonal part of [ρ

(2)
II,1]nm with n = m

vanishes due to Fnn = 0, while [ρ
(2)
II,2]nm exists for both

diagonal (n = m) and off-diagonal (n 6= m) parts. The
following subsections include the resultant photocurrent
responses given by second-order quantum kinetic formal-
ism.

A. Shift current and Gyration Current

The off-diagonal part of the velocity (second term

in Eq. (12)) together with ρ
(2)
II,1 and ρ

(2)
II,2, lead to

the LP shift current, βL,Sh
l,ij , which originates from the

inversion-assymmetric transition of electron position and
is definded when τ → ∞ [69, 74], and CP gyration cur-

rent response ,βC,Gyr
lr , satisfying the following expression

J
(2,II)
l =

|E0|2
∑
i,j

∫
dΩ

2π~
{βL,Sh

l,ij (Ω)eie
∗
j + iβC,Gyr

lr (Ω)(e× e∗)r}.

(26)
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FIG. 5. The momentum-space distribution of quantum ge-
ometries for xxy and xxx components of (a),(c): Γvc(metric

connection) and (b),(d) Γ̃xxyvc (symplectic connection), near the
Weyl point with χ = +1. The subscript v and c denote va-
lence and conduction bands, respectively. (e): The frequency
dependence of circular gyration response and (f): the linear
shift current along the x- and y- direction where resonance
peaks stem from node χ = +1 or χ = −1. (x(y), 0): dark
blue and red, while (x(y), t): light blue and orange, denote
the x or y components of photo-response before and during
the magnetic dynamics.

We set τ →∞, T = 10 K (kBT=0.86 meV),
~vF = 3.25× 103 meVÅ, JS = 500 meV, u+ = 50 meV,

u− = 20 meV.

where

βL,Sh
l,ij (Ω) =

−e3

~
Tr[ΓlijnmP

1

~Ω− εnm
Fnm + πΓ̃lijnmδ(~Ω− εnm)Fnm],

(27)

and

βC,Gyr
lr (Ω) =

− εijr
e3

2~
Tr[Γ̃lijnmP

1

~Ω− εnm
Fnm − πΓlijnmδ(~Ω− εnm)Fnm].

(28)

Here, the third-rank metric connection Γjlinm, and sym-

plectic connection Γ̃jlinm control the shift and gyration
currents near the gap closing point, which are defined
as

Γlijnm = Re[[DlRik]nmRjk,mn],

Γ̃lijnm = Im[[DlRik]nmRjk,mn].
(29)

The integration over 3D k-space can be decomposed
into an integration over energy and an integration

over 2D surface with fixed energy ε, i.e.,
∫ d3k

(2π)3
=∫∞

0

dε

2π~
∫
ε

d2σ

(2π)2

1

|vk|
, where vk is the group velocity.

The significant contribution arises when the 2D surface
in the k-space surrounds a Weyl node. Worth noting
that the first term in Eq. 28 could manifest a Fermi-
surface effect after using the band-resolved Berry curva-
ture and conducting a partial derivative,

∑
m Γ̃lijnmFnm =

i
∑
m ∂lBijnmFnm = iBln(∂lFnm), where the Berry curva-

ture for the nth band is defined as Bln =
∑
n′
εlij
2
Bijnn′ =

i

2

∑
n′ εlij [Rinn′Rjn′n −R

j
nn′Rin′n].

Figure 5 demonstrates the different behavior of xxx
and xxy components of the metric and symplectic con-
nection near the Weyl nodes. Such nonlinear topological
photoresponses arise from the divergence in the quan-
tum geometries near the Weyl points. Therefore, only
optical excitations with frequency windows facing the
Weyl crossing points make a maximum contribution to
the nonlinear photoresponse. Since nodes with opposite
chirality have different energies in inversion-asymmetric
Weyl semimetals, i.e. u+ and u−, for light frequencies
2 min(u+, u−) 6 Ω < 2 max(u+, u−) and u+ 6= −u−
only one Weyl node contributes to the interband excita-
tions. The other node plays a role for Ω > 2 max(u+, u−).
Therefore, the optical excitations with different energies
are activated at different frequencies when the chemical
potential is tuned so that it is not equidistant from two
nodes, ie 2µ 6= u+ + u−. Figures 5 (e) and (f) demon-
strate the linear shift and circular gyration currents in
the absence and presence of magnetic dynamics. The
dynamics of magnetic textures leading to a remarkable
change in magnitude and sign of both the x and y com-
ponents of photocurrents obtained from quantum kinetic
theory, corresponding to an in-plane reaction orientation
change ( according to Fig. 2(b)).

B. Injection Current

The diagonal part of the velocity vk,nn, together with

ρ
(2)
II,2, lead to the injection current in terms of the LP and

CP photocurrent

J
(2,Inj)
l = |E0|2

∑
i,j

∫
dΩ

2π
{βL,Inj

l,ij eie
∗
j + iβC,Inj

lr (e×e∗)r},

(30)
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FIG. 6. The momentum-space distribution of quantum ge-
ometries (a): Bzc (Berry curvature) and (b): Gxxvc (quantum
metric), near the Weyl point with χ = +1. The subscript v
and c denote valence and conduction bands, respectively. (c):
The quantized circular and (d): the linear injection responses
as a function of frequency in the absence and presence of mag-
netic dynamics (non-zero E5). In (c), the circular injection
current is a quantized response and vary with the relaxation
time. The magnetization dynamics lead to an increase in uni-
versal magnitude, which is denoted by a green solid line. In
(d), the magnitude of x- and y- components change, resulting
in the rotation of photocurrent. We set τ = 1 ps (~/τ = 0.65
meV), T=10 K (kBT=0.86 meV), ~vF = 3.25 × 103 meVÅ,
JS = 500 meV, u+ = 50 meV, u− = 20 meV.

where

βL,Inj
l,ij = −πτe

3

~
Tr[
∑
n′

∆l
nn′Gijn′nFn′nδ(~Ω− εnn′)],

βC,Inj
lr = εijr

πτe3

2~
Tr[
∑
n′

∆l
nn′Bijn′nFn′nδ(~Ω− εnn′)],

(31)

where Gijn′n is called the quantum metric and Bijn′n is the
Berry curvature which are defined as

Gijn′n =
1

2
[Rinn′Rjn′n +Rjnn′Rin′n],

Bijn′n = i[Rinn′Rjn′n −R
j
nn′Rin′n],

(32)

, respectively. The injection current clearly depends on
the velocity difference along the current response between
two bands, topology of bands as well as the relaxation
time [78]. Similar to the previous linear shift and circu-
lar gyration currents, the geometric singularities near the
Weyl closing points significantly contribute to the light-
induced injection current. Figures 6(a) and (b) represent
the quantum metric Gxxvc and Berry curvature Bcz near a

FIG. 7. The nonlinear optical response of the linear in-
jection, shift current responses (solid lines), circular gyration
and injection currents (dashed line) as a function of light fre-
quency Ω. The linear shift and circular gyration currents
(with τ → ∞) are multiplied by a factor of 20 due to the
graphical purpose. The current J =

∑
l=x,y,z Jl is the to-

tal current where the first and second peaks arise from node
χ = +1 and χ = −1, respectively. I0 is the light intensity in

units of W/m2 where we set |E|2 = 2I20/ε0c and ε0c = e2

4πα~
with α = 1/137. Other parameters are the same as Fig. 6.

Weyl node with χ = +1. The circular injection current

βC,Inj
lr is a quantized and constant response that depends

on the fundamental and universal quantities like topolog-
ical charge of Weyl nodes χ, electric charge e and Planck

constant h:
∑
l=x,y,z β

C,Inj
lz = −πτe

3

h2
χ = −β0χ (A/V

2
)

[79][Fig. 6(c)]. The magnetization dynamics can change
the magnitude of βxz and βyz, resulting in enhancement
of universal magnitude for circular injection response for
magnetic Weyl semimetals [Green dashed line in Fig.
6(c)].

Fig. 7 collects the results of the nonlinear optical re-
sponses of both linearly and circularly polarized lights.
Accordingly, the injection currents are much stronger
than the shift and gyration currents and then can be
the dominant optical response in the system. The pho-
tovoltaic current exhibits a strong resonance in order of
mA/W in the vicinity of the Weyl nodes, with a magni-
tude controlled by the momentum relaxation time. Since
the Weyl nodes can be arranged by magnetic texture
direction, the nonlinear optical response could be used
as the basis for a terahertz photo-detector. With some
straightforward algebra, we can show that the magnetic
dynamics may not be able to notably modify the mag-
nitude of total photocurrent |J | =

√∑
l |Jl|2 in Fig. 7,

although it results in a change in both direction and mag-
nitude of the in-plane photo-response [Eq. 6].

Finally, we note that the Pauli blocking is symmetric
in an untilted Weyl cone, which means that the Ω = 2uχ
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frequency window is symmetric. For tilted nodes, the
Pauli blocking becomes asymmetric. In other words, the

frequency window
2uχ

1+vt/vf
< Ω <

2uχ
±(1−vt/vf ) becomes

wider and more asymmetric for transitions between the
bands. The character ± designates the inclined type I
or type II. Furthermore, in a highly asymmetric type
II Weyl semimetal a partial compensation between two
nodes may occur when the tilt parameter satisfy the con-

dition vt
vf

> 1+u1/u2

1−u1/u2
leading to the partially activation

of two nodes simultaneously. The influence of tilting
on the nonlinear photoresponse is extensively studied in
[14, 74, 80].

VIII. CONCLUSION

This work has investigated the significant correlation
of nonlinear DC photocurrent with magnetic texture in
a parity-violating magnetic Weyl semimetal. The tun-
able chemical potential and IS breaking lead to a chiral
photocurrent generated by interband transitions of Weyl
fermions belonging to a node with chirality χ while the
other node has not yet been activated due to the Pauli
blocking. We have shown that this chiral photocurrent

induces STT that causes magnetic texture dynamics, re-
sulting in magnetic texture rotation from the initial c-
axis to the final a- and b-axes. The momentum space
positions of the Weyl nodes kw are affected by the mag-
nitude and direction of the magnetization, so any magne-
tization dynamics can move the Weyl nodes in momen-
tum space, giving them a time dependence of the form
kw = M(t). Accordingly, the dynamic magnetic mo-
ments can be mapped to an axial electric field E5. In
the dynamic regime of magnetic texture, the presence of
an axial electric field induces an additional in-plane cur-
rent arising from the interplay between non-trivial band
topology in momentum space and magnetic texture in
real space. Our theory predicts that the in-plane orienta-
tion of photocurrents in parity-violating magnetic Weyl
semimetals is strongly correlated with the direction of
magnetic texture moments.
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Appendix A: Model Hamiltonian and Topological Characteristics

The low-energy Hamiltonian describing a 3D parity-violating magnetic Weyl semimetal with minimum model with
w1 and w4 nodes is given by

H0 = ~vF τz ⊗ σ · (k − kw⊥)− ~vF τ0 ⊗ (σzk
w
z − kMσ · M̂(r, t)) + u τz ⊗ σ0 + λ τy ⊗ σz, (A1)

where vF is the Fermi velocity without tilt, kw = (kw⊥, k
w
z ) is the node coordinate in the k-space, the wave-vector

kM = J S/~vF describes the shift of nodes due to the coupling between electrons and magnetic texture through the
exchange interaction J , and the 2 × 2 Pauli matrices σ and τ represents the spin and orbital degree of freedom,
respectively. The last two terms are added to the Hamiltonian to violate inversion symmetry (IS), but respect all
other symmetries. The term λτy ⊗ σz is the momentum-independent spin-orbit interaction that split the degeneracy
at every points except the Weyl crossings. This term is closely analogous to the Dresselhous spin-orbit interaction
term allowed in the absence of IS. The role of uτz ⊗ σ0 is shifting two tips of Weyl cones in energy and breaks IS.
The inversion operator changes the sign of the momentum and orbital degree of freedom, i.e., H(k)→ τxH(k)τx and

τxτ
y(z)τx = −τy,(z). Using the canonical transformation, i.e., σx,y → τzσx,y, and M̂ ‖ ẑ, the above Hamiltonian is

written as

H0 = ~vF(k⊥ − kw⊥) τ0 ⊗ σ⊥ + ~vF (kzτz − (kwz − kM )τ0)⊗ σz + u τz ⊗ σ0 + λ τy ⊗ σz, (A2)

In this representation the above Hamiltonian can be presented as a block diagonal Hamiltonian given by Hχ
0 (k) =

~vf (k⊥−kw⊥) ·σ⊥+~vf (χkz− (kwz −km))σz+χuχσ0 = fxσx+fyσy+fχ,zσz+χuχσ0, where uχ determines the shift of

nodes in energy due to the IS breaking. Then, the corresponding eigenvalues are given by εχtk = χuχ+t
√
f2
x + f2

y + f2
χ,z,

where fx = ~vF(kx − kwx ), fy = ~vF(ky − kwy ), fχ,z = ~vF(kz − χ(kwz − kM )), and t = ± denotes the conduction and
valence bands, respectively, and χ = ± represents the chirality. The corresponding eigenstates of Eq. (A2) would

be |nχt 〉k =
1√
2

 √
1 + fχz /ε

χ
tk

teiϕk
√

1− fχz /εχtk

 , where eiϕk = eiϕ − kw⊥
k⊥
eiϕw in which ϕ and ϕw are the polar angles of vectors

k and kw in the kx − ky plane, respectively. The Berry connection or Berry vector potential in the eigenstates
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FIG. 8. The band dispersion of model Hamiltonian in Eq. (A1) along the k⊥ = kw⊥ line as a function of momentum kz along
the Weyl nodes (a) without tilt vt/vf = 0 and (b): with tilted cones vt/vf = 1.

representation is given by [Rk,a]nn
′

= i 〈n|∂kan′〉, where a = x, y, z and n, n′ = ± denotes the conduction and valence
bands, respectively. The individual components of the Berry connection are given by

[Rk,x]nn
′

=σ̃0
1

2k⊥
(sinϕ− kw⊥

k⊥
sinϕw)− σ̃z

1

2k⊥

fχz
εχk

(sinϕ− kw⊥
k⊥

sinϕw)−

σ̃y
~vFf

χ
z

2(εχk )2
(cosϕ− kw⊥

k⊥
cosϕw)− σ̃x

~kF

2εχk
(sinϕ− kw⊥

k⊥
sinϕw),

[Rk,y]nn
′

= −σ̃0
1

2k⊥
(cosϕ− kw⊥

k⊥
cosϕw) + σ̃z

1

2k⊥

fχz
εχk

(cosϕ− kw⊥
k⊥

cosϕw)−

σ̃y
~vFf

χ
z

2(εχk )2
(sinϕ− kw⊥

k⊥
sinϕw) + σ̃x

~vF

2εχk
(cosϕ− kw⊥

k⊥
cosϕw),

[Rk,z]nn
′

= σ̃y
~vFk⊥
2(εχk )2

∂fχz (kz)

∂kz
,

(A3)

where σ̃a are the Pauli matrices in the eigenstates basis to represent the matrix elements of [Rk,a]nn
′
, i.e., [Rk,a]nn

′
=(

〈+|Rk,a|+〉 〈+|Rk,a|−〉
〈−|Rk,a|+〉 〈−|Rk,a|−〉

)
. These components of Berry vectors clearly depend on the specific configuration of Weyl

nodes in the Brillouin zone, which is determined by the magnetic-texture properties and lattice structure. The
Berry vectors are the building blocks of the topological and geometrical features of the band structure which play the
prominent and vital role in photocurrent response. The quantum geometrical quantities also depend on the topological
charge or chirality of each node χ.

Appendix B: Light-induced magnetic texture dynamics

In the absence of a magnetic field, the magnetic dynamics based on Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert (LLG) equation [58]
would be

dM̂

dt
=Te + αM̂ × dM̂

dt
= Te + αM̂ × (Te + αM̂ × dM̂

dt
) =

Te + αM̂ × Te + α2M̂ × (M̂ × Te) + ... = exp(αΘ̂)Te

(B1)

where Θ̂O = M̂ ×O and the spin-transfer torque is given by Te = |kM |
eρs

M̂ × J5. For spin-transfer torque to be non-

vanishing, the chiral current J5 must be generated in the system. This chiral current can be induced in an inversion
asymmetric WSM, since only one Weyl node will be activated due to the Pauli blocking in another node.

The magnetic dynamics can also be understood in terms of an axial electric field E5 = −~
e |kM |

˙̂
M =

−~
e |kM | exp(αΘ̂)Te. Therefore, the axial electric field can be written as

E5 = −~|kM |2

e2ρs
exp(αΘ̂)(M̂ × J5), (B2)

The light-induced time evolution of magnetic texture up to the first order of α is given by

dM̂

dt
= Te + αM̂ × Te =

|kM |
eρs
{M̂ × J5 + αM̂ × (M̂ × J5)} (B3)
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leading to the following equations

dM̂x

dt
= −|kM |

eρs
(J0

5,‖ sinϕj0 + αJ0
5,‖ cosϕj0),

dM̂y

dt
=
|kM |
eρs

(J0
5,‖ cosϕj0 − αJ0

5,‖ sinϕj0),

dM̂z

dt
= 0.

(B4)

Here, ϕj0 is the orientation of in-plane photo-current when M̂ = ẑ. The time evolution of magnetic moments is
illustrated by Fig. 2(a).

Appendix C: Inter-band photo-currents

1. Shift and Gyration Responses

The off-diagonal part of the velocity (second term in Eq. (12)) together with ρ
(2)
II,1 and ρ

(2)
II,2, leads to the conductivity

tensor as following

σ
(2,II)
l,ij,O =

e3

~
Tr[d0

mnεnmRlk,nmDimn(d−Ω
mnR

j
k,mnFnm)]

+ i
e3

~
Tr[d0

mnεnmRlk,nm
∑
n′ 6=m

[f ijn′ ]mn],
(C1)

where [f ijn′ ]mn = Rik,n′mR
j
k,n′nd

−Ω
n′nFn′n − Rjk,mn′Rik,n′nd

−Ω
mn′Fmn′ , and Tr =

∑
n

∫
[dk] indicates both a matrix trace

and an integration of momentum k over the Brillouin zone, and the summation over m(6= n) is implicit. The term

iRlk,nm
∑
n′

[f ijn′ ]mn in Eq. (C1), can be written in a more compact form by using the dummy nature of indices,

iRlk,nm
∑

n′ 6=n 6=m

[f ijn′ ]mn =i
∑

n′ 6=n 6=m

Rlk,nmRik,n′mR
j
k,n′nd

−Ω
n′nFn′n − i

∑
n′

Rlk,nmR
j
k,mn′Rik,n′nd

−Ω
mn′Fmn′

= i
∑

n′ 6=n 6=m

(Rlk,nmRik,n′m −Rik,nmRlk,mn′)Rjk,n′nd
−Ω
n′nFn′n.

(C2)

Using the sum-rule [81] ∑
m

i(Rlk,nmRik,n′m −Rik,nmRlk,mn′) = [DlRik]nn′ − [DiRlk]nn′ , (C3)

the second term of Eq. (C1) is recast as

i
e3

~
Tr[d0

mnεnmRlk,nm
∑
n′ 6=m

[f ijn′ ]mn] =
e3

~
Tr[d0

mnεnm([DlRik]nm − [DiRlk]nm)Rjk,mnd
−Ω
mnFmn]. (C4)

Conducting the partial derivative in the first term of Eq. (C1) and summing with Eq. (C4), we find the following

expression for σ
(2,II)
l,ij,O

σ
(2,II)
l,ij,O =

e3

2~
Tr[d0

mnεnm[DlRik]nmRjk,mnd
−Ω
mnFnm] + [(i,−Ω)↔ (j,Ω)]. (C5)

We introduce the symmetric and anti-symmetric quantities as

Sl;ijnm = [DlRik]nmRjk,mn + [DlRjk]mnRik,nm,

Al;ijnm = [DlRik]nmRjk,mn − [DlRjk]mnRik,nm.
(C6)
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We also define the third-rank geometric tensors such as the metric connection Γjlinm, and symplectic connection Γ̃jlinm,
which are defined as

Γlijnm = Re[[DlRik]nmRjk,mn],

Γ̃lijnm = Im[[DlRik]nmRjk,mn].
(C7)

where Dlnm = ∂kl − i(Rlnn −Rlmm). Then we can write Sl;ijnm and Al;ijnm in terms of the geometric quantities

Sl;ijnm = Γlijnm + iΓ̃lijnm + (i↔ j),

Al;ijnm = Γlijnm + iΓ̃lijnm − (i↔ j).
(C8)

For the inter-band transitions to dominate, the frequency of light must be larger than the energy difference between
the states n and m, i.e., Ω ≥ εnm � 1/τ , therefore, the term εnmd

0
mnd

−Ω
mn can be decomposed into the real and

imaginary parts as

εnmd
0
mnd

−Ω
mn = −{P 1

Ω− εnm
− iπδ(Ω− εnm)}, (C9)

where P stands for the principal value in k-integration. Then, the conductivity expression in Eq. (C5) is simplified
as

σ
(2,II)
l,ij,O =

−e3

2~
Tr[Sl;ijnmP

1

Ω− εnm
Fnm − iπAl;ijnmδ(~Ω− εnm)Fnm]. (C10)

The above expression can be obtained in terms of LP and CP photocurrent response by using the general formula in
Eq. (9)

J
(2,II)
l = |E0|2

∑
i,j

∫
dΩ

2π~
{βL,Sh

l,ij (Ω)eie
∗
j + iβC,Gyr

lr (Ω)(e× e∗)r}. (C11)

where

βL,Sh
l,ij (Ω) =

−e3

~
Tr[ΓlijnmP

1

Ω− εnm
Fnm + πΓ̃lijnmδ(~Ω− εnm)Fnm],

βC,Gyr
lr (Ω) = −εijr

e3

2~
Tr[Γ̃lijnmP

1

Ω− εnm
Fnm − πΓlijnmδ(~Ω− εnm)Fnm].

(C12)

The LP photocurrent, βL,Sh
l,ij , is classified into the Shift current [69], while the CP photo-response, βC,Gyr

lr , is classified
into the Gyration current.

2. Injection currents

On the other hand, the diagonal part of the velocity vk,nn together with ρ
(2)
II,2 leads to the following conductivity

tensor

σ
(2,II)
l,ij,D =

e3

2~
Tr[d0

mnv
l
k,nmδnm

∑
n′ 6=m

[f ijn′ ]mn] = −iτ e
3

2~
Tr[vlk,nn

∑
n′

(n′ 6=n)

[f ijn′ ]nn]

= −iτ e
3

2~
Tr[
∑
n′

∆l
nn′Rinn′Rjn′nd

−Ω
n′nFn′n] + [(i,−Ω)↔ (j,Ω)]

= −iτ e
3

2~
Tr[
∑
n′

∆l
nn′Rinn′Rjn′n(d−Ω

n′n + dΩ
nn′)Fn′n]

(C13)

where we have used [f ijn′ ]nn = Rik,n′nR
j
k,n′nd

−Ω
n′nFn′n−Rjk,nn′Rik,n′nd

−Ω
nn′Fnn′ , and ∆l

nn′ = vln−vln′ is the group velocity

difference between the band n and n′, Tr =
∑
n

∫
[dk].
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The real and imaginary parts of the quantity Rinn′Rjn′n can be defined in terms of symmetric and antisymmetric
quantum geometric quantities as [57]

Rinn′Rjn′n = Gijn′n − iB
ij
n′n/2, (C14)

where Gijn′n is called the quantum metric and Bijn′n is the Berry curvature which are defined, respectively

Gijn′n =
1

2
[Rinn′Rjn′n +Rjnn′Rin′n],

Bijn′n = i[Rinn′Rjn′n −R
j
nn′Rin′n].

(C15)

The quantity Bijn′n is related to the Berry curvature for the nth band as

Bln =
∑
n′

εlij
2
Bijnn′ =

i

2

∑
n′

εlij [Rinn′Rjn′n −R
j
nn′Rin′n]. (C16)

Using the fact that d−Ω
n′n + dΩ

nn′ = −2iδ(~Ω− εnn′), The conductivity σ
(2,II)
l,ij,D is written as

σ
(2,II)
l,ij,D = −πτe

3

~
Tr[
∑
n′

∆l
nn′Fn′n(Gijn′n −

i

2
Bijn′n)δ(~Ω− εnn′)] (C17)

The term contains Gijn′n (Bijn′n) satisfies the symmetric (anti-symmetric) condition under permutation i ↔ j, then it
is classified into LP (CP) current, known as the injection current arising from the longitudinal velocity injection.

Then, the injection current response in terms of general expression for LP and CP photocurrent would be

J
(2,Inj)
l = |E0|2

∑
i,j

∫
dΩ

2π
{βL,Inj

l,ij eie
∗
j + iβC,Inj

lr (e× e∗)r}, (C18)

where

βL,Inj
l,ij = −πτe

3

~
Tr[
∑
n′

∆l
nn′Gijn′nFn′nδ(~Ω− εnn′)],

βC,Inj
lr = εijr

πτe3

2~
Tr[
∑
n′

∆l
nn′Bijn′nFn′nδ(~Ω− εnn′)].

(C19)
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[12] J. Kübler and C. Felser, EPL (Europhysics Letters)

108, 67001 (2014), URL https://doi.org/10.1209%

2F0295-5075%2F108%2F67001.
[13] E. Liu, Y. Sun, N. Kumar, L. Muechler, A. Sun, L. Jiao,

S.-Y. Yang, D. Liu, A. Liang, Q. Xu, et al., Nature
Physics 14, 1125 (2018), URL https://doi.org/10.

1038%2Fs41567-018-0234-5.
[14] J. Ahn, G.-Y. Guo, and N. Nagaosa, Phys. Rev. X

10, 041041 (2020), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/

10.1103/PhysRevX.10.041041.
[15] N. Nagaosa, T. Morimoto, and Y. Tokura, Nature Re-

views Materials 5, 621 (2020).
[16] H. Watanabe and Y. Yanase, Phys. Rev. X 11,

011001 (2021), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.

1103/PhysRevX.11.011001.
[17] K. Taguchi, T. Imaeda, M. Sato, and Y. Tanaka, Phys.

Rev. B 93, 201202 (2016), URL https://link.aps.org/

doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.201202.
[18] L. Berger, Phys. Rev. B 54, 9353 (1996), URL https:

//link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.54.9353.
[19] M. Tsoi, A. G. M. Jansen, J. Bass, W.-C. Chiang,

M. Seck, V. Tsoi, and P. Wyder, Phys. Rev. Lett.
80, 4281 (1998), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.

1103/PhysRevLett.80.4281.
[20] W. H. Rippard, M. R. Pufall, S. Kaka, S. E.

Russek, and T. J. Silva, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92,
027201 (2004), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.

1103/PhysRevLett.92.027201.
[21] S. I. Kiselev, J. C. Sankey, I. N. Krivorotov, N. C. Emley,

R. J. Schoelkopf, R. A. Buhrman, and D. C. Ralph, Na-
ture 425, 380 (2003), URL https://doi.org/10.1038%

2Fnature01967.
[22] I. N. Krivorotov, N. C. Emley, J. C. Sankey, S. I.

Kiselev, D. C. Ralph, and R. A. Buhrman, Sci-
ence 307, 228 (2005), URL https://doi.org/10.1126%

2Fscience.1105722.
[23] I. Garate and M. Franz, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104,

146802 (2010), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.

1103/PhysRevLett.104.146802.
[24] T. Yokoyama, Y. Tanaka, and N. Nagaosa, Phys. Rev.

B 81, 121401 (2010), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/

10.1103/PhysRevB.81.121401.
[25] F. S. Nogueira and I. Eremin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109,

237203 (2012), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.

1103/PhysRevLett.109.237203.
[26] K. Nomura and N. Nagaosa, Phys. Rev. B 82,

161401 (2010), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.

1103/PhysRevB.82.161401.
[27] Y. Tserkovnyak and D. Loss, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108,

187201 (2012), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.

1103/PhysRevLett.108.187201.
[28] Y. Ferreiros and A. Cortijo, Phys. Rev. B 89,

024413 (2014), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.

1103/PhysRevB.89.024413.
[29] J. Linder, Phys. Rev. B 90, 041412 (2014), URL https:

//link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.90.041412.
[30] Y. Sun, C. Lee, H.-Y. Yang, D. H. Torchinsky,

F. Tafti, and J. Orenstein, Phys. Rev. B 104,
235119 (2021), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.

1103/PhysRevB.104.235119.
[31] T. Suzuki, L. Savary, J.-P. Liu, J. W. Lynn, L. Balents,

and J. G. Checkelsky, Science 365, 377 (2019), URL
https://doi.org/10.1126%2Fscience.aat0348.

[32] S. Heidari, R. Asgari, and D. Culcer, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2210.01150 (2022), URL https://arxiv.org/abs/

2210.01150.
[33] G. Chang, B. Singh, S.-Y. Xu, G. Bian, S.-

M. Huang, C.-H. Hsu, I. Belopolski, N. Alidoust,
D. S. Sanchez, H. Zheng, et al., Phys. Rev. B 97,
041104 (2018), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.

1103/PhysRevB.97.041104.
[34] S. Bobev, P. H. Tobash, V. Fritsch, J. D. Thompson,

M. F. Hundley, J. L. Sarrao, and Z. Fisk, Journal of
Solid State Chemistry 178, 2091 (2005), ISSN 0022-
4596, URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/

article/pii/S002245960500174X.
[35] H. Flandorfer, D. Kaczorowski, J. Gröbner, P. Rogl,
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