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Symmetry is a crucial factor in determining the topological properties of materials. In nonmag-
netic chiral crystals, the existence of the Kramers Weyl fermions reveals the topological nature of the
Kramers degeneracy at time-reversal-invariant momenta (TRIMs). However, it is not clear whether
Weyl nodes can also be pinned at points of symmetry in magnetic materials where time-reversal is
spontaneously broken. In this study, we introduce a new type of Weyl fermions, called Heesch Weyl
fermions (HWFs), which are stabilized and pinned at points of symmetry by the Heesch groups in in-
admissible chiral antiferromagnets. The emergence of HWFs is fundamentally different from that of
Kramers Weyl fermions, as it does not rely on any anti-unitary symmetry A that satisfies A2 = −1.
Importantly, the emergence of HWFs is closely related to the antiferromagnetic order, as they are
generally obscured by nodal lines in the parent nonmagnetic state. Using group theory analysis,
we classify all the magnetic little co-groups of momenta where Heesch Weyl nodes are enforced and
pinned by symmetry. With the guidance of this classification and first-principles calculations, we
identify antiferromagnetic (AFM) materials such as YMnO3 and Mn3IrGe as candidate hosts for the
AFM-order-induced HWFs. We also explore novel properties of Heesch Weyl antiferromagnets, such
as nonlinear anomalous Hall effects and axial movement of Heesch Weyl nodes. Our findings shed
new light on the role of symmetry in determining and stabilizing topological properties in magnetic
materials, and open up new avenues for the design and exploration of topological materials.

I. INTRODUCTION

The notion of topology was first introduced in the
study of condensed matters to describe properties that
remain unchanged by perturbations. Initially, the dis-
cussion of topological properties was limited to gapped
systems [1–6], but it was soon extended to gapless sys-
tems such as the Dirac and Weyl semimetals [7–30], topo-
logical nodal-line semimetals [19, 31–46] and the topo-
logical nodal superconductors [47–55]. Especially in the
Weyl semimetals, the non-trivial topology is manifested
by doubly-degenerate point nodes, known as Weyl nodes,
that can be viewed as monopoles of Berry curvature with
non-zero integer chiral charges in reciprocal space.

In the meanwhile, symmetry plays a significant role
in determining the topology of a physical system. The
fundamental symmetry requirement for the emergence of
Weyl nodes is the breaking of either inversion P or time-
reversal T . Following this principle, numerous realistic
materials have been identified as Weyl semimetals, in-
cluding noncentrosymmetric crystals [22–25, 27–30] such
as TaAs, and magnetic materials [17, 18, 20] such as
A2Ir2O7 (where A=Y or a rare-earth element Eu, Nd,
Sm or Pr).

In most Weyl semimetals, the Weyl nodes emerge at
generic momenta in the 3D reciprocal space as if they
are just accidental degeneracies, despite their existence
being implied by the symmetry indicators [56]. However,
the scenario of Weyl nodes occurring by accident changes
considerably when it comes to Kramers Weyl fermions,
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a special type of Weyl fermions that exist in chiral non-
magnetic crystals [57]. The time-reversal T requires the
pinning of the Kramers Weyl node at TRIMs, due to
the Kramers degeneracy, and the chiral crystalline sym-
metries allow the chiral charges of them to be odd in-
tegers. With these in mind, a natural question to ask
is whether there are any Weyl fermions stabilized and
pinned at some high-symmetry momenta in a magnetic
material where time-reversal T is absent?

In this work, we provide a positive answer to this ques-
tion through lattice models and realistic material study
as well as a systematic group theory analysis. Inter-
estingly we discover a new type of Weyl fermions in
inadmissible chiral antiferromagnets (AFMs). In this
context, “inadmissible” refers to the magnetic groups
that forbid any finite net magnetization or, equva-
lently, any ferromagnetic order. This new type of Weyl
fermions are enforced and pinned at the points of symme-
try by the 2-dimensional double-valued irreducible (co-
)representations of the magnetic little co-groups. Their
emergence is not related to the Kramers degeneracy, i.e.
it does not require the existence of any anti-unitary sym-
metry A satisfying A2 = −1. This makes them fun-
damentally distinct from the Kramers Weyl fermions,
and we refer them as Heesch Weyl fermions (HWFs) af-
ter the Heesch groups, i.e. the magnetic point groups
(MPGs). More interestingly, most HWFs are directly
induced by the AFM order while in the parent nonmag-
netic phases they are usually covered up by nodal lines
or nodal planes.

The main text of this work is organized as follows. In
Sec.II, we exemplify AFM-order-induced HWFs through
a 6′ AFM lattice model. In Sec.III, we generally classify
all the Heesch groups that allow the existence of HWFs.
In Sec.IV, through first-principles investigation of several
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FIG. 1: Heesch Weyl fermions induced by a 6′ AFM order. (a,b) Top and side views of the AA-stacked graphene-like
lattice with the C-type antiferromagnetic order. (c) The first Brillouin zone of the magnetic unit cell. (d) The band structure
of the 6′ AFM phase (solid black lines) and the 6mm1′ nonmagnetic phase (green dashed lines) of the lattice model. The
red (blue) dots in (c,d) denote the Heesch Weyl nodes with chirality C = +1 (C = −1). The green thick lines represent the
doubly-degenerate KNLs in the nonmagnetic phase.

antiferromagnets, we demonstrate the existence of HWFs
in real materials. In Sec.V and Sec.VI, two potential ob-
servable effects, namely the nonlinear Hall effects induced
by Berry curvature multipoles and the axial movement
of Heesch Weyl nodes, are proposed. Finally in Sec.VII,
we conclude this paper with some further discussions in-
cluding the generalization to the magnetic space groups.

II. HEESCH WEYL FERMIONS INDUCED BY
THE 6′ AFM ORDER

To demonstrate the topological properties of Heesch
Weyl fermions induced by the antiferromagnetic (AFM)
order, we first introduce a model Hamiltonian represent-
ing a C-type antiferromagnet of the 6′ MPG, defined on
a 3D AA-stacked graphene-like lattice (Fig.1(a,b)). This
Hamiltonian can be decomposed into two parts as

H = H0 +HAFM . (2.1)

Here H0 is the normal Hamiltonian of the parent non-
magnetic phase of the achiral 6mm1′ point group and
HAFM represents the extra terms that are allowed in the
AFM phase of the chiral 6′ MPG. The exact form of H0

and HAFM , which includes the spin-orbit coupling effect
in both phases, is shown in the Methods section. The
band structures of the nonmagnetic phase and antiferro-
magnetic phase are shown in Fig.1(d).

The parent nonmagnetic phase of this model is a
typical representative of Kramers nodal line metals

(KNLMs), with doubly degenerate Kramers nodal lines
(KNLs) connecting TRIMs along Γ-A and M-L. Apart
from these KNLs, along K-H lies another doubly degen-
erate line, corresponding to the 2D double-valued irre-
ducible representation (IR) Γ̄6 of the little co-group C3v

of the K-H line (note that K and H are not TRIMs). The
other two 1D double-valued IRs Γ̄4, Γ̄5 would account for
the two non-degenerate bands along K-H.

When the system enters the antiferromagnetically or-
dered phase by cooling down below the Néel temperature,
the extra term HAFM now breaks all the mirrors, the six-
fold rotation C6 as well as the time-reversal symmetry
T while preserving the combined anti-unitary symmetry
C6T , or equivalently 6′. Correspondingly, throughout
the whole 1st Brillouin zone, all the double degeneracy
in the nonmagnetic phase is gapped out by the AFM or-
der except those at the high-symmetry point Γ, A, K, and
H, which is protected by the 2D irreducible corepresenta-
tion Γ̄5Γ̄6 of the little magnetic co-group 6′. Interestingly,
these doubly-degenerate nodes are found to be topolog-
ically non-trivial with finite chiral charges. In another
word, they are the topological Weyl nodes induced by
the AFM order, which we call Heesch Weyl fermions as
they are stabilized by the MPG, i.e., the Heesch groups.

To further illustrate, we can take the Heesch Weyl
fermion at K as an example. By expanding the Hamil-
tonian around K to the linear order of k and integrating
out the two trivial nondegenerate bands (see Supplemen-
tary Note 3 for details), the effective Hamiltonian near
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the double degeneracy at K can be formulated as

h̃(k+K) = v(k)σ̃0 +Azkzσ̃z

+ (kx, ky)

(
Re(Axy) Im(Axy)
−Im(Axy) Re(Axy)

)(
σ̃x

σ̃y

)
,

(2.2)

which is essentially a Weyl Hamiltonian with chirality
C = sgn(Az). Here Az and Axy are real and com-
plex hopping-dependent coefficients, respectively. Sim-
ilar analysis can be applied to Γ, A and H, leading to the
conclusion that all of them host Heesch Weyl fermions
with |C| = 1. Unlike the Kramers Weyl fermions which
only appear at the TRIMs, the Heesch Weyl fermions can
also emerge at other points of symmetry, like K and H in
the presented 6′ AFM model.

In Supplementary Note 2, we present additional lattice
models of Heesch Weyl antiferromagnets with different
Heesch groups. Similar to the Kramers Weyl semimetals,
these lattice models demonstrate that there can be long
Fermi-arcs extending over the entire Brillouin zone in the
Heesch Weyl antiferromagnets.

III. SYMMETRY CONDITIONS OF HEESCH
WEYL FERMIONS

In this section, we systematically investigate the sym-
metry requirement for the existence of HWFs based on
the irreducible (co-)representations of the MPGs. Here
we choose the MPGs (of total number 122) instead of the
magnetic space groups (of total number 1651) to avoid
the excessive complications brought by the nonsymmor-
phic operations. We will address these complications in
the discussion part. Additionally, we are only concerned
with the double-valued representations, as the spin-orbit
coupling is considered throughout our analysis.

A. Double degeneracy protected by the
inadmissible MPGs

Within the total 122 MPGs, there are only 31 groups
that are compatible with a ferromagnetic order, making
them “admissible” as they allow a finite net magnetiza-
tion. The other 91 groups are “inadmissible”. Within
these 91 inadmissible MPGs, we further exclude the ones
containing T or PT symmetry, as the former are the
grey groups representing the nonmagnetic crystals and
the band structures of the latter are doubly degenerate
within the whole Brillouin zone, making them irrelevant
in our discussion. The remaining 38 relevant inadmis-
sible MPGs can be further classified into two types ac-
cording to their “color” – the colorless groups consisting
of only unitary elements and the black-and-white groups
containing an equal number of unitary and anti-unitary
elements. Here an anti-unitary element is a combination
of a crystallographic symmetry operation and the time-
reversal.

In all colorless and black-and-white MPGs without
PT , there is no analog to the Kramers degeneracy as
they do not contain any anti-unitary element A which
satisfies A2 = −1 for half-integer-spin particles like elec-
trons. However, another type of symmetry-enforced de-
generacy emerges in the inadmissible MPGs, the essence
of which lies in the fact that all relevant inadmissible
MPGs have at least one 2D double-valued irreducible (co-
)representations, while all admissible ones can only have
1D double-valued irreducible (co-)representations. We il-
lustrate this point separately for colorless and black-and-
white groups with the following instructive arguments,
while a more rigorous proof is shown in the Supplemen-
tary Note 3.
As listed in Table I, we find that each colorless inad-

missible MPG has at least a pair of unitary element A
and B, where A has complex eigenvalues a, a∗ and A, B
satisfy AB = BA−1. The consequence of A and B is that

A (B|a⟩) = BA−1|a⟩ = a∗ (B|a⟩) , (3.1)

which indicates that B|a⟩ equals to |a∗⟩ (ignoring the
trivial phase factor) and the two states |a⟩ and |a∗⟩ form
a degenerate pair. At the same time, these two symme-
try elements together are also found to form a sufficient
condition for the net magnetization to be zero.
Take the colorless inadmissible group D3 for example.

D3 is composed of C3z where z is the spindle and three C2

about three accessory axes. Each rotation only permits
magnetization in the direction of their rotation axis, thus
any net magnetization is forbidden for this group. With
the inclusion of SOC, the Bloch states located at the
momentum with the magnetic little co-group D3 can be
labelled by the eigenvalues of C3z as |c3z⟩ with c3z = −1
or e±iπ/3. C3z and C2x satisfy

C3zC2x = C2xC
−1
3z , (3.2)

and we have

C3z (C2x|c3z⟩) = c∗3z (C2x|c3z⟩) , (3.3)

which indicates that the two states |eiπ/3⟩ and |e−iπ/3⟩
form a degenerate pair while | − 1⟩ can be from a non-
degenerate band.
Similarly, each inadmissible black-and-white group

contains at least one pair of elements formed by a uni-
tary element A with complex eigenvalues a, a∗ and an
anti-unitary element B, satisfying AB = BA. From this
relation, we can have

A (B|a⟩) = BA|a⟩ = a∗ (B|a⟩) , (3.4)

which also implies that the two states |a⟩ and |a∗⟩ can
furnish a 2D double-valued irreducible corepresentation,
as listed in Table I.
We note that, different from the grey groups where

the Kramers double degeneracy is enforced by the time-
reversal symmetry, it is still possible for the inadmissible
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TABLE I: HWFs in the inadmissible chiral AFMs. In the third column, we adopt the same convention for the irreducible
(co-)representations as in Ref. [58]. |C| represents the absolute value of Weyl node chirality. A and B form the pair of elements
that is mentioned in Eq. 3.1&3.4. Dαβ =

∫
k
f0∂αΩβ and Qαβγ =

∫
k
f0∂α∂βΩγ are the Berry curvature dipoles and quadrupoles

as formulated in Eq. 8.6&8.11. Here only the non-zero terms are listed, and we omit the symmetric terms in the quadrupole
where Qβαγ = Qαβγ . The last column lists the candidate AFMs that host HWFs, together with their magnetic space groups
and Néel temperatures in the parentheses.

Type MPG IR (co)reps |C| A B Dαβ Qαβγ Candidate AFMs

colorless

222 E 1 C2z C2x Dxx, Dyy, Dzz Qyzx, Qzxy, Qxyz
FePO4

(P212121, 125K)

422 E1,E2 1 C4z C2x Dxx = Dyy, Dzz Qyzx = −Qzxy
Ho2Ge2O7

(P41212, 1.6K)

32 E1 1 C3z C2x Dxx = Dyy, Dzz
Qyzx = −Qzxy, La0.33Sr0.67FeO3

Qxxx = −Qyyx = −Qxyy (P3221, 200K)

622
E1,E2 1

C6z C2x Dxx = Dyy, Dzz Qyzx = −Qzxy -
E3 3

23 E, 1F, 2F 1 C2z C2x Dxx = Dyy = Dzz Qyzx = Qzxy = Qxyz
Mn3IrGe

(P213, 225K)

432 E1,E2 1 C4z C2x Dxx = Dyy = Dzz 0
SrCuTe2O6

(P4132, 5.25K)

black-
and-white

4′ 2E1E 1 C2z C4zT
Dxx = Dyy, Dzz,
Dxy = −Dyx

Qyzx = Qzxy, Qxyz,
Qxxz = −Qyyz, Qxzx = −Qyzy

-

6′ 1E2E 1 C3z C2zT
Dxx = Dyy, Dzz,
Dxy = −Dyx

Qxxx = −Qyyx = −Qxyy,
Qxxy = −Qyyy = Qxyx

YMnO3

(P6′3, 66(42)K)

4′22′ E 1 C2z C4zT Dxx = Dyy, Dzz Qyzx = Qzxy, Qxyz
Er2Ge2O7

(P4′1212
′, 1.15K)

6′22′ E1 1 C3z C2zT Dxx = Dyy, Dzz Qxxx = −Qyyx = −Qxyy -

4′32′ E, 1F, 2F 1 C2z C4zT Dxx = Dyy = Dzz Qyzx = Qzxy = Qxyz
BaCuTe2O6

(P4′132
′, 6.3K)

colorless or black-and-white MPGs to have 1D double-
valued irreducible corepresentations besides the 2D ones
as discussed. This point has already been exemplified by
the |c3z = −1⟩ states in the D3 group. Generally speak-
ing, the eigenstates with complex eigenvalues of opera-
tion A are paired with each other while the eigenstates
with real eigenvalues are separately non-degenerate.

B. HWFs protected by the inadmissible chiral
groups

In the previous subsection, we showed that the 38 rele-
vant inadmissible MPGs can stabilize double degeneracy
which is fundamentally different from Kramers degener-
acy. In this subsection, we further point out the topolog-
ical nature of these double degeneracies within the chiral
ones of the 38 inadmissible MPGs. In another word, we
find that the HWFs are protected by the inadmissible
chiral groups.

We first clarify the definition of chiral MSGs. For the
32 colorless MPGs G′ and 32 grey MPGs G′ ⊗ T , if G′

only contains group elements with determinant +1, the
corresponding MPG is classified as chiral. Otherwise if
G′ also contains elements with determinant −1, e.g. mir-
rors or other roto-inversions, the corresponding MPG is
classified as achiral. For the 58 black-and-white MPGs
G, the anti-unitary elements need to be first transformed

back to the corresponding unitary ones and G is trans-
formed to a colorless MPG G′ = H+T (G−H). Here H
is the invariant subgroup of G formed by all the unitary
elements in G. The chirality of G is defined to be the
same as that of its colorless partner G′.

Assuming the little co-group Gk0
at momentum k0 is

one of the relevant inadmissible MPGs, and there are
two Bloch states at k0 furnishing a 2D irreducible (co-
)representation of Gk0

and representing a degeneracy in
the band structure. By moving a small deviation δk from
k0, the little co-group now changes to Gk0+δk. As we only
consider the case where k0 is of the highest symmetry
within its vicinity, Gk0+δk should be a subgroup of Gk0

and satisfies ∀g ∈ Gk0+δk, gδk = δk.

If Gk0 is an inadmissible chiral MPG, Gk0+δk can only
be an admissible MPG because no inadmissible chiral
MPGs can permit a small non-zero δk satisfying gδk =
δk, ∀g ∈ Gk0+δk. In proving this statement, we have uti-
lized the fact that δk behaves the same way under sym-
metry operations with the net magnetization m when
any roto-inversion is absent. This statement means that
the double degeneracy at k0 with chiral Gk0

is split in any
direction when k moves away from k0. Further, a case-
by-case k · p analysis (as listed in Table I) confirms that
these separate nodal points are Weyl nodes with nonzero
chiral charges, which are dubbed Heesch Weyl fermions.
Same as the Kramers Weyl fermions, the chiral charge of
HWFs can only take odd integer value. More precisely,
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FIG. 2: Candidate antiferromagnetic materials to host Heesch Weyl fermions. (a,c) and (e,f) show the primitive
unit cell and the first Brillouin zone of the noncollinear AFM-ordered YMnO3 and Mn3IrGe, respectively. The red arrows
in (a,b,e) represent the local spins of Mn atoms. In (b), we show the top view of the AFM YMnO3 unit cell. By virtually
rotating the local spins clockwise by an in-plane angle α, the magnetic space group changes from P6′3 to P6′3cm

′, giving rise to
an almost-degenerate line along Γ-A (the ∆ line) due to the compatibility relation Γ6(2) → ∆6(2). (d) shows the DFT band
structure of AFM-ordered YMnO3, where the almost-degenerate bands along Γ-A are highlighted by the red dashed rectangle.
The solid blue lines represent the doubly-degenerate bands on the kz = π plane. The red (blue) dots in (c,d) denote the Heesch
Weyl nodes with chirality C = +1 (C = −1) located at momenta ±K. (g) presents the DFT band structure of AFM-ordered
Mn3IrGe. The red dots in (f,g) denote the Heesch Weyl nodes with chirality C = ±1, and the green dots represent the multifold
fermions with 3-fold degeneracy.

their chirality takes the value ±1 with only one excep-
tion which corresponds to the E3 representation of the
622 group, where the chiral charge is equal to ±3.

If Gk0
is an inadmissible achiral MPG, k0 cannot be a

Weyl point as any nonzero chirality is forbidden by achi-
ral symmetry operations at k0. The possible scenario for
this case is that there is at least one nodal line coming
out from k0, similar to the noncentrosymmetric achiral
nonmagnetic materials where Kramers nodal lines con-
nect different TRIMs.

IV. CANDIDATE MATERIALS HOSTING
HEESCH WEYL FERMIONS

Through symmetry analysis and first-principles calcu-
lations and searching the magnetic material database [59,
60], we theoretically propose several antiferromagnetic
materials as candidates hosting HWFs, as listed in the
last column in Table I. In this section, we demonstrate
the HWFs in real materials by taking antiferromagnetic
YMnO3 and Mn3IrGe as two concrete examples.

Previous experimental work revealed that the mag-
netic order of both antiferromagnets is highly non-

collinear [61, 62], as shown in Fig. 2(a,b,e). The Néel tem-
peratures TN for these two antiferromagnets are 66K and
225K respectively, implying their relatively large strength
of antiferromagnetic exchange interaction. The nonmag-
netic parent phase of YMnO3 above TN is a ferroelectric
perovskite with noncentrosymmetric space group P63cm
(No. 185, ΓhC

3
6v), and the A-type noncollinear AFM or-

der reduces the symmetry of the system to a chiral mag-
netic space group P6′3 (No. 173.131) by breaking all the
mirrors. In comparison, the highly noncollinear magnetic
order in Mn3IrGe only breaks the time reversal while pre-
serving all the crystalline symmetry in the nonmagnetic
parent phase with space group P213 (No. 198, ΓcT

4).

From the symmetry perspective, the antiferromagnetic
YMnO3 is actually a material realization of the 6′-AFM
model presented in Sec.II – the AFM order is supposed
to split the nodal lines along Γ-A and K-H, leaving the
double degeneracy at Γ, A, K and H to be Heesch Weyl
nodes. However, this picture from the magnetic point 6′

does not fully apply to AFM-ordered YMnO3, as its sym-
metry generator 6′3 contains a half-translation along the
z-direction. The major effect of this nonsymmorphic 6′3
is to force the boundary plane kz = π of the 1st Brillouin
zone to be doubly degenerate, submerging the Heesch
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(a)

AFM Mn3IrGe

(b) (c)

(d) (e)
Jω

V3ω

FIG. 3: Observable effects induced by Heesch Weyl fermions. (a) Schematic of the device setup for measuring the
third-order nonlinear Hall effect in a slab of antiferromagnetic Mn3IrGe. (b, c) Illustration of the axial movement of the 32
Heesch Weyl node with chirality 1 induced by uniaxial strain or spin canting along the x-direction. (d, e) Illustration of the
splitting and axial movement of the 622 Heesch Weyl node with chirality 3 induced by uniaxial strain or spin canting along the
x-axis of the C2x symmetry. The orange arrows labelled ”σx” represent the direction of the applied strain or spin canting.

Weyl fermions that should have appeared at A and H
in the symmorphic case. Additionally, due to the weak
breaking of the mirror symmetry {m110|0, 0, 1

2} by the
AFM order (Fig. 2(b)), the spin splitting along Γ-A line is
almost negligible, obscuring the Heesch Weyl nodes at Γ.
Fortunately, the Heesch Weyl fermions at momenta ±K
are not affected by these nonsymmorphic effects, as ver-
ified by the first-principles calculation (Fig.2(d)). These
Heesch Weyl nodes are directly induced by the AFM or-
der, and are promising to be observed through angle-
resolved photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES) measure-
ments.

Unlike the insulating characteristics of the antiferro-
magnetic YMnO3, Mn3IrGe exhibits a typical metallic
band structure (Fig. 2(g)), making it a promising plat-
form for measurements of transport properties including
the nonlinear Hall effects, as we will discuss in the next
section. Moreover, there are plenty of unconventional
fermions including the 23 HWFs at Γ, 222 HWFs at M
and multifold fermions at R near the Fermi energy that
are relevant to the transport properties. Last but not
least, the spin splitting originating from both spin-orbit
coupling and antiferromagnetic exchange interaction in
Mn3IrGe can be as large as 200meV, providing an excel-
lent condition to directly observe these unconventional
fermions, e.g. through ARPES measurements. More de-
tails about the material realization are included in Sup-
plementary Note 4.

V. BERRY CURVATURE MULTIPOLES AND
NONLINEAR ANOMALOUS HALL EFFECTS IN

HEESCH WEYL ANTIFERROMAGNETS

From the symmetrical point of view, the intrinsic
anomalous Hall effect (AHE) is forbidden in the Heesch
Weyl antiferromagnets without strain or the magnetic
moment canting. This can be understood by defining an
axial Hall vector h = (σa

zy, σ
a
xz, σ

a
yx) [63], where σa

ij is
the Hall conductivity tensor with the anti-symmetric re-
lation σa

ij = −σa
ji. The Hall current is ja = σaE = h×E,

and it can be easily seen that h is a T -odd axial vector,
which has the same symmetry transformation rules as the
magnetization M . Therefore, the inadmissible nature of
Heesch Weyl antiferromagnets intrinsically forbids any fi-
nite Hall vectors, where the large Berry curvatures of the
Heesch Weyl fermions strictly cancel out with each other
among the Weyl nodes of opposite chiralities.

While the first-order AHE is prohibited in Heesch
Weyl antiferromagnets, the Berry curvatures induced by
the Heesch Weyl nodes can still be manifested in the
multipoles forms where finite nonlinear AHE can be
measured as the leading order with the vanishing first-
order AHE. Interestingly, through symmetry analysis we
find that all the Heesch Weyl antiferromagnets are al-
lowed to have nonzero Berry curvature dipoles Dαβ and
quadrupoles Qαβγ (as listed in Table I), which can in-
duce finite second-order and third-order nonlinear Hall
effects [64, 65] (see Method for more details).

Let us take the metallic Heesch Weyl antiferromagnet
Mn3IrGe as a concrete example. We propose the mea-
surement of high-order nonlinear Hall effect should be
done upon a slab sample with the surface normal vector
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along the c-direction (i.e. (001) direction, as shown in
Fig. 3(a)). The second-order nonlinear Hall effect van-
ishes due to C2z rotation symmetry of the slab sample.
However, a finite third-order nonlinear Hall voltage with
frequency 3ω from the Berry curvature quadrupole can
be measured along (110) direction as the leading order
effect when an AC current with frequency ω along (11̄0)
flows through the sample. More interestingly, this third-
order Hall signal is closely related to the antiferromag-
netic order. When the temperature goes above the Néel
temperature, the third-order Hall effect vanishes; by flip-
ping the Néel vector (i.e. changing the antiferromagnetic
order to its time-reversal counterpart) the sign of the
third-order Hall signal can be reversed. This property of
Heesch Weyl antiferromagnets can be used to detect the
emergence or the flipping of their magnetic order with
transport measurement.

VI. THE AXIAL MOVEMENT OF HEESCH
WEYL NODES

In this section, we propose a novel approach for ma-
nipulating the axial movement of Heesch Weyl nodes by
applying delicate-symmetry-breaking strain or spin cant-
ing. Unlike the pinning of Kramers Weyl nodes at TRIMs
or the rather random movement of ordinary Weyl nodes
under perturbations, this method allows for precise con-
trol of the movement of Heesch Weyl nodes.

For example, consider a 32 HWF located at Γ with
chirality +1 (Fig. 3(b)). The 3-fold rotation C3z to-
gether with the 2-fold rotation C2x pins the 32 HWF
at Γ. By applying an uniaxial stain or spin canting along
x-direction, C3z is broken and the still preserved C2x

symmetry guarantees the axial movement of the Heesch
Weyl node along the rotational axis of C2x (Fig. 3(c)).
Another interesting example concerns Heesch Weyl

nodes with the chiral charge ±3 in the 622 Heesch group
(Fig. 3(d)). Similarly, if we apply an uniaxial strain or
spin canting along one of the secondary axes, such as
the x-axis of C2x, to break the six-fold rotation while
preserving C2x, the charge +3 Heesch Weyl node will be
split into three charge +1 Weyl nodes. One of these Weyl
nodes moves strictly along the x-axis, while the other two
Weyl nodes can move freely off the axis, forming a C2x

pair with each other (Fig. 3(e)). In Supplementary Note
2 and 3, we explicitly show the axial movement of Heesch
Weyl nodes with both lattice models and k · p models.
During this process, the system symmetry is reduced

from “inadmissible” groups into “admissible” groups,
where the previously mutually cancelled Berry curvature
can be now released to induce a finite anomalous Hall sig-
nal in the Heesch Weyl antiferromagnets. The efficiency
coefficient between the induced anomalous Hall conduc-
tivity and the strength of the applied strain or spin cant-
ing is expected to be high due to the large Berry cur-
vature of the Heesch Weyl fermions. More interestingly,
this controllable axial movement of HeeschWeyl node can

potentially be applied to realize the non-Abelian braid-
ing of Weyl nodes proposed in Ref. [66]. This exciting
possibility warrants further study.

VII. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

Although the classification of HWFs is based on the
analysis of the Heesch groups, the main conclusions can
be generalized to the Shubnikov groups, i.e. the mag-
netic space groups. In Supplementary Note 6, we provide
an exhaustive list of all the HWFs located at points of
symmetry in type-I,II,IV Shubnikov groups where time-
reversal symmetry is broken. Interestingly we find that
all the Weyl nodes located at points of symmetry rising
from 2D double-valued irreducible (co-)representations
can be classified either as the Kramers Weyl nodes or as
the Heesch Weyl nodes. In other words, there is no other
kind of Weyl fermions located at points of symmetry that
originate purely from nonsymmorphic symmetries.
Instead, the nonsymmorphic symmetry plays a de-

structive role in the formation of HWFs, basically in two
ways. First, it can merge the HWFs into nodal lines
or nodal planes. For example, in the case of antiferro-
magnetic YMnO3, the HWFs that should have emerged
at momenta A and H are covered by the nodal plane
induced by the nonsymmorphic symmetry {2001|00 1

2}T .
Second, it can split the originally 2D irreducible (co-
)representations in the symmorphic groups into two 1D
representations in their nonsymmorphic counterparts.
More details about the nonsymmorphic complication are
included in the Supplementary Note 4 and 6.
In summary, we have identified the general existence

of Heesch Weyl fermions in inadmissible chiral antiferro-
magnets. Several antiferromagnetic materials have been
proposed as candidate hosts for Heesch Weyl fermions,
among which the most promising ones are noncollinear
antiferromagnets YMnO3 and Mn3IrGe. Moreover, we
have proposed interesting phenomena induced by Heesch
Weyl fermions, including higher-order nonlinear Hall ef-
fects as the leading order effect and the precise control of
the axial movement of Heesch Weyl nodes.
Note added. During the completion of this paper, we

became aware of other works that discuss band touch-
ings based on magnetic point groups (MPGs) and the
classification of nodal structures in magnetic systems.
However, the focus of our work is fundamentally differ-
ent from these works, and the conclusions we draw are
closely related to experimental observables, which we be-
lieve will garner attention and interest in the scientific
community.
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Method

Tight-binding Hamiltonian of the 6′ antiferromagnet
with Heesch fermion

In this section, we provide the exact form of the tight-
binding Hamiltonian of the 6′ AFM model with Heesch
Weyl fermions in Eq.2.1 of the main text. Up to the
nearest-neighbor hopping, the Hamiltonian of the par-
ent nonmagnetic phase which respects the 6mm1′ point
group can be written as

H0 =
∑
k,σσ′

[
(T

(1)

0,σσ′e
ik·a1 + T

(2)

0,σσ′ + T
(3)

0,σσ′e
−ik·a2)c†AσkcBσ′k

+ h.c.

]
+

∑
k,τ,σ

2tz cos(k · c)c†τσkcτσk,

(8.1)

while the extra terms given by the AFM order with the
symmetry of 6′ MPG are formulated as

HAFM =
∑
k,σσ′

[
(T

(1)

σσ′e
ik·a1 + T

(2)

σσ′ + T
(3)

σσ′e
−ik·a2)c†AσkcBσ′k

+ h.c.

]
+

∑
k,ττ ′,σσ′

[(
m+ 2mz cos(kzc)

)
τz,ττ ′σz,σσ′

+2 sin(kzc)
(
t′zτz,ττ ′σ0,σσ′ + αzτ0,ττ ′σz,σσ′

)]
c†τσkcτσk

(8.2)

with the inter-sublattice hopping matrices

T
(1)
0 =

(
t0 ω∗iβ
ωiβ t0

)
, T (1) =

(
0 ω∗α1

ωα2 0

)
, (8.3)

T
(2)
0 =

(
t0 ωiβ

ω∗iβ t0

)
, T (2) =

(
0 ωα1

ω∗α2 0

)
, (8.4)

T
(3)
0 =

(
t0 iβ
iβ t0

)
, T (3) =

(
0 α1

α2 0

)
. (8.5)

Here ω = 2π
3 , α1 and α2 are two independent complex

hopping parameters in the AFM phase. In the nonmag-
netic phase, apart from the normal hopping t0, matrices

T
(1,2,3)
0 have the same form as T (1,2,3) respectively, but

with further symmetry requirement that α1 = α2 = iβ is
a purely imaginary parameter. In Eq.8.1&8.2, the sub-
scripts τ, τ ′ = A,B represent the sublattice indices, and
σ, σ′ =↑, ↓ the spin indices. τ0,z(σ0,z) is the Pauli matrix
acting on the sublattice (spin) space. The lattice vec-

tors are a1 = a(1, 0, 0), a1 = a(−1/2,
√
3/2, 0) and c =

c(0, 0, 1). For the sake of simplicity, we take a = c = 1
throughout the calculations of this tight-binding model.
t0, tz, t

′
z and αz are real hopping coefficients. Specially,

we point out that the coefficient m′ = m + 2mz repre-
sents the C-type antiferromagnetic order parameter with
the Néel vector along the z-direction.

Berry curvature dipoles and quadrupoles and
nonlinear Hall effects

The Berry curvature dipole is defined as [64]

Dαβ =

∫
k

f0(k)∂αΩβ(k)

= −
∫
k

[∂αf0(k)]Ωβ(k), (8.6)

where α, β = {x, y, z}, f0 represents the Fermi-Dirac dis-

tribution function,
∫
k

.
=

∫
ddk
(2π)d

, ∂α
.
= ∂kα

and Ω =

i⟨∇kn| × |∇kn⟩ is the Berry curvature of band n. The
summation over the band index n is omitted hereinafter.
When an AC voltage with frequency ω is applied, a 2nd-
order Hall signal due to the finite Berry curvature dipole
moment can be measured as

j2ωµ = σ
(2)
µαβE

ω
αE

ω
β (8.7)

with

σ
(2)
µαβ =

e3τ

2ℏ2(1 + iωτ)
ϵµγβDαγ . (8.8)

Here τ is the relaxation time, ϵµγβ is the Levi-Civita
tensor. Similarly, in all Heesch Weyl antiferromagnets
except those with MPG 432 (as shown in Table I), a 3rd-
order nonlinear Hall conductivity can be measured as

j3ωµ = σ
(3)
µαβγE

ω
αE

ω
βE

ω
γ , (8.9)

which is induced by the finite Berry curvature quadrupole
as [65]

σ
(3)
µαβγ =

e4τ2

4ℏ3(1 + iωτ)(1 + i2ωτ)
ϵµαδQβγδ, (8.10)

Qαβγ =

∫
k

f0(k)∂α∂βΩγ(k)

= −
∫
k

[∂αf0(k)][∂βΩγ(k)]. (8.11)
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[37] T. T. Heikkilä and G. E. Volovik, New Journal of Physics
17, 093019 (2015).

[38] Y.-H. Chan, C.-K. Chiu, M. Chou, and A. P. Schnyder,
Physical Review B 93, 205132 (2016).

[39] G. Bian, T.-R. Chang, R. Sankar, S.-Y. Xu, H. Zheng,
T. Neupert, C.-K. Chiu, S.-M. Huang, G. Chang, I. Be-
lopolski, et al., Nature communications 7, 1 (2016).

[40] M. Ezawa, Physical review letters 116, 127202 (2016).
[41] J.-T. Wang, H. Weng, S. Nie, Z. Fang, Y. Kawazoe, and

C. Chen, Physical review letters 116, 195501 (2016).
[42] R. Li, H. Ma, X. Cheng, S. Wang, D. Li, Z. Zhang,

Y. Li, and X.-Q. Chen, Physical review letters 117,
096401 (2016).

[43] Z. Yan and Z. Wang, Physical review letters 117, 087402
(2016).

[44] L.-K. Lim and R. Moessner, Physical review letters 118,
016401 (2017).

[45] M. Hirayama, R. Okugawa, T. Miyake, and S. Mu-
rakami, Nature communications 8, 1 (2017).

[46] J. Behrends, J.-W. Rhim, S. Liu, A. G. Grushin, and
J. H. Bardarson, Physical Review B 96, 245101 (2017).

[47] M. Sato and S. Fujimoto, Physical review letters 105,
217001 (2010).

[48] T. Meng and L. Balents, Physical Review B 86, 054504
(2012).

[49] S. A. Yang, H. Pan, and F. Zhang, Physical review letters
113, 046401 (2014).

[50] C.-K. Chiu and A. P. Schnyder, Physical Review B 90,
205136 (2014).

[51] A. P. Schnyder and P. M. Brydon, Journal of Physics:
Condensed Matter 27, 243201 (2015).

[52] Y. Zhao, A. P. Schnyder, and Z. Wang, Physical review
letters 116, 156402 (2016).

[53] B. Huang, X. Yang, N. Xu, and M. Gong, Physical Re-
view B 97, 045142 (2018).

[54] R.-X. Zhang, W. S. Cole, X. Wu, and S. D. Sarma,
Physical review letters 123, 167001 (2019).

[55] A. K. Nayak, A. Steinbok, Y. Roet, J. Koo, G. Mar-
galit, I. Feldman, A. Almoalem, A. Kanigel, G. A. Fiete,
B. Yan, et al., Nature Physics 17, 1413 (2021).



10

[56] F. Tang, H. C. Po, A. Vishwanath, and X. Wan, Nature
566, 486 (2019).

[57] G. Chang, B. J. Wieder, F. Schindler, D. S. Sanchez,
I. Belopolski, S.-M. Huang, B. Singh, D. Wu, T.-R.
Chang, T. Neupert, et al., Nature materials 17, 978
(2018).

[58] C. Bradley and A. Cracknell, The mathematical theory
of symmetry in solids: representation theory for point
groups and space groups (Oxford University Press, 2010).

[59] S. V. Gallego, J. M. Perez-Mato, L. Elcoro, E. S.
Tasci, R. M. Hanson, K. Momma, M. I. Aroyo, and
G. Madariaga, Journal of Applied Crystallography 49,
1750 (2016).

[60] S. V. Gallego, J. M. Perez-Mato, L. Elcoro, E. S. Tasci,
R. M. Hanson, M. I. Aroyo, and G. Madariaga, Journal
of Applied Crystallography 49, 1941 (2016).

[61] P. Brown and T. Chatterji, Journal of Physics: Con-
densed Matter 18, 10085 (2006).

[62] T. Eriksson, L. Bergqvist, P. Nordblad, O. Eriksson, and
Y. Andersson, Journal of Solid State Chemistry 177,
4058 (2004).
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