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Altermagnetic ferroelectric LiFe,Fy and spin-triplet excitonic insulator phase
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Altermagnetism is a new magnetic phase with k-dependent spin polarization and may exist in
an insulatinging state with a high Néel temperature. This provides a new opportunity to obtain
both spin and electric polarization in one material. Here, based on symmetry analysis and the first-
principles electronic structures calculations, we predict that the LiFe,Fg is a d-wave altermagnetic
and charge-ordering-mediated ferroelectric material. Moreover, the LiFe,Fg transforms into a fer-
rimagnetic and ferroelectric phase with strong magnetoelectric coupling under biaxial compressive
strain. Interestingly, the spins of the valence band and the conduction band are opposite in fer-
rimagnetic LiFe,Fg, which facilitates a simutaneously spin-triplet excitonic insulator phase. More
importantly, the spin triplet excitons with spin 1 and -1 can be switched by electric fields in ferri-
magnetic LiFe,Fg due to strong magnetoelectric coupling. Due to the abundance of novel physical
properties, LiFe,Fg will certainly attract a wide range of theoretical and experimental interest.

Introduction. Multiferroics with the coexistence of fer-
roelectric order and magnetic order are one of the cores of
condensed matter physics and may be used in the next
generation electronic devices [IH5]. Usually, ferromag-
netism takes place in metals, while ferroelectric materials
are insulators. Thus, multiferroic materials with coexist-
ing magnetization and polarization are very rare [0} [7].
Most of the multiferroic materials have coexisting anti-
ferromagnetic and ferroelectric phases. In addition, there
are a few ferrimagnetic materials with coexisting magne-
tization and polarization [8 [9].

Very recently, altermagnetism as a new magnetic phase
has been theoretically proposed and experimentally ver-
ified to be distinct from ferromagnetism and conven-
tional antiferromagnetism [I0HI5]. Due to the absence
of both spin symmetry {T||IT} and {C5|t}, the al-
termagnetic materials have k-dependent spin polariza-
tion, which can lead to d-wave, g-wave, and i-wave mag-
netic phase depending on the spin group symmetry [10].
Here, the symmetry operations at the left and right of
the double vertical bar act only on the spin space and
lattice space, respectively; the notation C5- represents
the 180 degrees rotation perpendicular to the spin di-
rection; the notations I, T' and t denote space-inversion,
time-reversal, and fractional translation operations, re-
spectively. The k-dependent spin polarization in alter-
magnetic materials can result in many novel physical
effects, such as the unique spin current [12, 13} [I6],
the giant magnetoresistance, the tunneling magnetoresis-
tance [I7] and nontrivial superconductivity [I8]. More-
over, like ferromagnetic materials, altermagnetic mate-
rials also break time-reversal symmetry. Therefore, the
time-reversal symmetry-breaking macroscopic phenom-
ena, such as quantum anomalous Hall [19], anomalous
Hall [14] [15] 20-23], anomalous Kerr effects [24] and so
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on, can be also realized in altermagnetic materials. But
different from ferromagnetism, altermagnetism may exist
in an insulating state with high a Néel temperature. Ac-
cordingly, altermagnetism and ferroelectricity can be re-
alized in a single material, which will open up new oppor-
tunities to achieve spin polarization and ferroelectric po-
larization simultaneously in a single material. However,
so far, only one candidate material CaMnO3 has d-wave
altermagnetism and ferroelectricity [I1]. Thus, predict-
ing more materials with coexisting altermagnetism and
ferroelectricity is very urgent for the study of their novel
physical properties.

On the other hand, excitonic insulators need to sat-
isfy that the excitonic bonding energy is larger than the
single-particle energy gap and the excitons have spon-
taneous Bose condensation [25] 26]. Although much
progress has been made in this area [27H29], compelling
experimental evidence is still lacking. This is because
excitons are electrically neutral, resulting in no suitable
experimental means to detect the exciton condensation
for nonmagnetic excitonic insulators. Recently proposed
spin-triplet excitonic insulators have spin signal, which
can be detected by spin transport experiments. The
spin-triplet excitonic state requires that the spins of the
conduction band and the valence band of ferromagnetic
insulator are opposite and with weak spin-orbit coupling
(SOC) [30). Moreover, due to the spin selection rule,
this type of ferromagnetic insulators favor excitonic in-
sulators [30]. Unfortunately, so far, this type of ferro-
magnetic insulators have not yet been discovered exper-
imentally. The altermagnetism and ferrimagnetism with
opposite spins arrangement may provide new directions
for finding magnetic materials with opposite spin of the
conduction band and the valence band.

In this work, based on symmetry analysis and the first-
principles electronic structures calculations, we predict
that the LiFe,Fy4 is a multiferroic material with d-wave
altermagnetism and ferroelectricity. Then, we investigate
the physical properties of LiFe,Fg under biaxial strain.
We find that the LiFe,Fg changes from d-wave alter-
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FIG. 1. Crystal structure, Brillouin zone (BZ) and four most
relevant collinear magnetic structures of LiFe,Fg. a, Crystal
structure of Li2FeF6 with high symmetry P42 — mnm (136).
b, the corresponding BZ with high-symmetry point and line.
c—f, The A+, A-, F- and F+ collinear magnetic structure
of LiFe,Fg¢, respectively. The red and blue arrows represent
spin-up and spin-down magnetic momentums, respectively.

magnetic ferroelectric phase to ferrimagnetic ferroelec-
tric phase. Interestingly, the spins of the valence band
and the conduction band are opposite in ferrimagnetic
LiFe,Fg, which facilitates a spin-triplet excitonic insu-
lator phase. More importantly, the spins of the bot-
tom conduction band and the top valence band can be
switched by electric field due to strong magnetoelectric
coupling.

Method. Our electronic structure calculations em-
ployed the Vienna ab initio simulation package (VASP)
code [31] with the projector augmented wave (PAW)
method [32]. The Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof for solids
(PBEsol) [33] exchange-correlation functional and the
GGA plus on-site repulsion U method (GGA+U) in the
formulation of Liechtenstein et al. [34] were used in our
calculations. Here, the effective on-site exchange inter-
action J was fixed to U/5. Moreover, the screened hy-
brid functional [35, B6] introduced by Heyd, Scuseria,
and Ernzerhof (HSE) with the HSE06 version [37] were
also used to calculate the electronic structure. We used
the standard Berry phase method to estimate the ferro-
electric polarization P [38] [39]. We adopted the nudged
elastic band (NEB) [40] method to simulate the flipping
of P and estimate the energy barrier in this process. The
kinetic energy cutoff was set to be 650 eV for the expand-
ing the wave functions into a plane-wave basis and the
energy convergence criterion was 107 eV. The crystal
structures were fully relaxed until the force on each atom
was less than 0.001 eV /A. The T-centered k-mesh was set
as 16 x 16 x 8. In the calculations of strained LiFe,Fy,
the in-plane lattice constants were fixed while the length
of the ¢ axis and the atomic positions were optimized.

Results and discussion. LiFe,Fg has a tetragonal crys-
tal structure (Fig. ) At high temperature, LiFe,Fg
has P4s/mnm (136) space group symmetry. The cor-
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FIG. 2. Relative energy of different magnetic states with the
variation of correlation interaction U and polarization charge
density for LiFe,Fg. a, The relative energy of different mag-
netic states with the variation of correlation interaction U for
high-symmetry P4, — mnm (136) phases. b, The relative
energy of different magnetic states with the variation of cor-
relation interaction U for low-symmetry P42nm (102) phases.
c, The relative energy of different crystal phase with the varia-
tion of correlation interaction U. d—f, The polarization charge
density of Fe?5T, Fe?T and Fe3", respectively. The red and
blue represent spin-up and spin-down charge density, respec-
tively. The polarization charge densities are calculated under
correlation interaction U = 4 eV and exchange interaction
J = 0.8 eV. The t represents a fractional translation with

(1/2,1/2, 1/2).

responding Brillouin zone (BZ) is shown in Fig. and
the high-symmetry lines and points are labeled. Due to
the nonsymmorphic space symmetry, there are four Fe
atoms in the primitive cell of LiFe,F. From Fig. , the
four Fe atoms can be divided into two classes according
to different orientations of F'e — F octahedrons, exam-
ple for Fel and Fe2. According to the four Fe atoms
in primitive cell, there are the most relevant collinear
magnetic structures including three collinear antiferro-
magnetic states A+, A-, F- and ferromagnetic state F+
(Fig. [Te—f). Since the angles of Fel — F — Fe2 and
Fe2 — F — Fe3 are respectively 133 and 95 degrees, the
superexchange interactions may lead to Fe2 (Fe3) and
Fel(Fe4) with opposite spin arrangement and Fel(F2)
and Fed(Fe3) with the same spin arrangement, which
corresponds to A+ antiferromagnetic state. To deter-
mine the magnetic ground state of the high-symmetry
LiFe,Fg, we calculate relative energies of four different
magnetic states with the variation of correlation interac-
tion U. From Fig. 2k, the A+ antiferromagnetic state is
the most stable, which is consistent with our theoretical
analysis.

For A+ antiferromagnetic state, the F'e ions with the
same spin arrangement are connected by I, thus the spin
symmetry {Cj ||I} is broken. Moreover, the spin symme-
try {Cs ||t} is also broken due to nonmagnetic F' anions.
Considering that the F'e ions with opposite spin arrange-
ment can be connected by the spin symmetry {C5-||Cy.t},
the A+ antiferromagnetic state is a d-wave altermag-
netic state. In order to show the d-wave altermagnetic



characteristics more intuitively, we calculate the polariza-
tion charge density of the high-symmetry LiFe,F. From
Fig.[2d, spin-up and spin-down Fe ions have anisotropic
polarization charge density deriving from the Fe — F oc-
tahedrons of different orientations. Obviously, the Fe
ions with opposite spin polarization are not connected
by the I or ¢ transformation, but connected by the Cjy.t
transformation.

By analyzing the chemical formula of LiFe,Fg, all
Fe ions should be of 2.5 valence. Indeed, our calcu-
lations show that all Fe ions are of 2.5 valence in the
high-symmetry LiFe,Fy. On the other hand, Mdssbauer
experiment found that there are Fe?t and Fe3t in
LiFe,Fg [I] and X-ray diffraction experiment revealed
a low-symmetry P4onm (102) phase above room tem-
perature [42]. Thus, LiFe,Fy may exist a ferroelectric
phase transition induced by charge order, which has
been demonstrated by Dong’s theoretical calculations [9].
Since there is only a slight difference between the high-
symmetry and the low-symmetry structures, the A+ al-
termagnetic state may be still most stable in the low-
symmetry LiFe,Fg, which has been confirmed by previ-
ous neutron scattering experiment [43]. Thus, LiFe,Fg
is a multiferroic material with d-wave altermagnetism
and ferroelectricity. In order to show the altermagnetic
and charge ordering characteristics more intuitively, we
also calculate the polarization charge density of the low-
symmetry LiFe,Fg, as shown in Fig. [2e and f. The large
difference of polarization charge density of Fe?T and
Fe?t reflects the charge order (Fig. and f). Compar-
ing the polarization charge density of F'e ions with differ-
ent valence states, the anisotropy of polarization charge
density of Fe?t is the strongest, while that of Fe37 is the
weakest. Obviously, the Fe?t (Fe3T) ions with opposite
spin polarization are not connected by the I or ¢ transfor-
mation, but connected by the Cy.t transformation, which
reflects d-wave altermagnetic characteristic.

In order to further investigate the properties of alter-
magnetism and ferroelectricity, we need to determine a
suitable correlation interaction U. This suitable corre-
lation interaction U value can be determined by the ex-
isting experimental results and our calculation results.
Then, we calculate relative energies of four different mag-
netic states with the variation of correlation interaction
U for the low-symmetry LiFe,Fy. Different from the
high-symmetry LiFe,Fy, the most stable magnetic state
changes from A+ altermagnetic state to A- ferrimagnetic
state with increasing of correlation interaction U. Since
the magnetic ground state is A+ altermagnetic state, the
correlation interaction U is less than 4.6 eV (Fig. [2b).
On the other hand, when the correlation interaction U is
less than 3 eV, the charge order is not stable (Fig. [2k).
Thus, the correlation interaction U is between 3 eV and
4.6 eV. In the following calculation, we choose the cor-
relation interaction U to be equal to 4 eV.

The electronic band structures were calculated for the

low-symmetry and high-symmetry LiFe,Fy, which are
shown in Fig.[Ba and b. From Fig. [3a and b, both the
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FIG. 3. The electronic band structure without SOC and fer-
roelectric properties of LiFe,Fg. a, The electronic band struc-
tures along the high-symmetry directions of low-symmetry
LiFe,Fg, respectively. b, The electronic band structures along
the high-symmetry directions of high-symmetry LiFe,Fg, re-
spectively. ¢ and e are the electronic band structures with
opposite ferroelectric polarization for low-symmetry LiFe,Fg,
respectively. d, The ferroelectric polarization simulated by
the NEB method. Insets: Initial and final structures. The
red arrows represent spin magnetic momentum. The long ar-
row is Fe3+ and the short arrow is Fe2+. The red and blue
lines represent spin-up and spin-down bands.

high-symmetric and low-symmetric phases are semicon-
ductors. Ferroelectric phase transition induced by charge
order increases bandgap of LiFe,Fy from 311 meV to
474 meV . Due to the absence of spin symmetry {C5-|| I}
and {C3||t}, altermagnetic LiFe,F has k-dependent spin
splitting, example for the I' — M direction (Fig. and
b). In fact, due to the spin symmetry {C5-| M.t} and
{C5-||Myt}, spin-up and spin-down bands are degener-
ate in these four cyan faces (Fig. [Ib). Except for these
four cyan faces, spin-up and spin-down bands are split at
general k points in the BZ. However, ferroelectric phase
transition has only a small effect on spin splitting of the
bands (Fig.|3a and b). Meanwhile, we also calculate the
electronic band structure along the M* —T' — M direc-
tions as shown in Fig. Bc. From Fig. Bk, the spin-up
bands on the M* —I' axis change into spin-down bands
on the I' — M axis reflecting the characteristics of the
d-wave altermagnetism. Considering the d-wave alter-
magnets favor unique spin current by electrical means,
the low-symmetry LiFe,Fg may have spintronic, transis-
tor and ferroelectric functionalities simultaneously.

Different from traditional ferroelectrics, the ferro-
electrics in LiFe,Fy origins from charge order, as Fe?"
and Fe3T alternatively arrange. We used Berry phase
method to estimate the ferroelectric P of LiFe,Fg, which
gives 15.1 uC'/cm? along the z axis for the d-wave alter-
magnetic state. This is basically consistent with the in-
tuitive charge order result, 12.3 uC'/cm?. Meanwhile, we
also adopted NEB method to simulate ferroelectric polar-
ization of LiFey,F. The energy barrier is only 9.9 meV
per Fe atom (Fig. ), which is substantially smaller



a oar b
~ 60 2 b ~ 40
—a—F+
() — v Fe o
¢ A == S
E‘to %E) ¥ ‘*
20 /
> 20! > * 1 %
= 2 10
5 15
& - . S
w o — —— ooy . ..
L S— i
096 098 100 102 104 Pt Pl
Strain
c 10 d 19
A R g |
S — . —
[}
~ o
>
9 /. —
15
C -0.5
& ¥
*
1.0 1.0
X M Tz R A 2 X M rz R A 2

FIG. 4. The results of low-symmetry LiFe,Fg under biaxial
strain. a, The relative energy of different magnetic states as
a function of biaxial strain. b, The NEB method is used to
simulate ferroelectric polarization of ferrimagnetic LiFe,Fg.
Insets: initial and final structures. c and d are the elec-
tronic band structures with opposite ferroelectric polarization
of ferrimagnetic LiFe,F¢, respectively. The red and blue ar-
rows represent spin-up and spin-down magnetic momentum,
respectively. The long arrow is Fe3+ and the short arrow
is F'e24. The red and blue lines represent spin-up and spin-
down bands.

compared to other ferroelectric materials. This seems
natural as the main process of ferroelectric switching in
LiFe,Fg is the charge transfer in Fe?t-Fe3T pair, rather
than the moving of the ions. On the other hand, the
Fe?* and Fe3? ions in altermagnetic state have the same
spin arrangement, the charge transfer in Fe?t-Fe3t pair
has no effect on the A+ altermagnetic state. Thus, the
electronic band structures of polarized/antipolarized are
the same, reflecting the weak magnetoelectric coupling
in altermagnetic LiFe,Fg (Fig. [3c and e). However, in
A- ferrimagnetic and F- altermagnetic state, the switch
between positive and negative ferroelectric polarization
can cause obvious change for the electronic structure as
the spins in Fe?t and Fe3t pair are opposite. Note: The
F- magnetic state in high-symmetry phase is a conven-
tional collinear antiferromagnetic state, but the charge-
order-induced ferroelectric phase transition will trans-
form the F- from the conventional collinear antiferromag-
netic state to an altermagnetic state, which is the reason
of its strong magnetoelectric coupling.

Possible spin-triplet excitonic insulator phase. Inter-
estingly, the low-symmetry LiFe,Fy can change from the
A+ altermagnetic state to A- ferrimagnetic state under
compressive biaxial strain [9]. We also calculate relative
energies of four different magnetic states as functions of
biaxial strain. Indeed, the altermagnetic state change
to ferrimagnetic state under compressive biaxial strain
(Fig. [4). Likewise, we also used Berry phase method to
estimate the ferroelectric P which is 13.4 uC/cm? along
the z axis for the ferrimagnetic state, which is basically
consistent with the previous calculation. The energy bar-

rier is 41.5 meV per Fe atom for the ferrimagnetic state
(Fig. [dp). For the positive ferroelectric polarization, the
Fe?t and Fe3t ions have opposite spin arrangement,
which makes the magnetic moment of a primitive cell to
be -2 . When the ferroelectric polarization is reversed,
the magnetic moment of a primitive cell changes to 2 up
(Fig. Insets: final structure). Thus, the ferrimag-
netic LiFe,Fy has very strong magnetoelectric coupling.
Furthermore, the switch between positive and negative
ferroelectric polarization may cause huge change in the
electronic band structure.

Then, we calculate the electronic band structures of the
positive and negative ferroelectric polarization for ferri-
magnetic LiFe,F. Comparing the positive and negative
ferroelectric polarization, their electronic band structures
are the same but the spin of bands is reversed (Fig. |4lc and
d), which corresponds to the reversal of the spin mag-
netic moment before and after the ferroelectric polariza-
tion reversal. Interestingly, the spins of the valence band
and the conduction band are opposite (Fig. 4 and d).
Since Li, Fe, and F are all light elements, the LiFe,F
has weak SOC. In the ferrimagnetic LiFe,Fy with weak
SOC, the transition of electrons obeys the spin selec-
tion rule. Thus, electrons transition from the bottom
valence band to the top conduction band need spin flip,
the electron-hole excitations give rise to spin-triplet exci-
tons. Due to the spin selection rule, spin-triplet excitons
may be very stable in ferrimagnetic LiFe,Fs. Moreover,
the spin-triplet excitons have spin to be 1 and -1 for the
positive and negative ferroelectric polarization, respec-
tively. More importantly, the spin-triplet excitons with
S=1 and -1 can be switched by electric field due to strong
magnetoelectric coupling. If the spin-triplet excitons can
condense into superflow, the two spin superfluid phases
with S=1 and -1 can be switched by electric field, which
is very important for theory, experiment, and the design
of new devices. Finaly, we also calculate the electronic
structure of the ferrimagnetic LiFe,Fg by hybrid func-
tional. The bandgap of the ferrimagnetic LiFe,Fy is in-
creased to 1.08 eV, but the spins of the valence band
and the conduction band are still opposite. Thus, the
ferrimagnetic LiFe,Fg may still possess the spin-triplet
excitonic phase in the framework of hybrid functional.

In summary, based on symmetry analysis and the first-
principles electronic calculations, we predict the LiFe,Fg
is a d-wave altermagnetic, charge-ordering-mediated fer-
roelectric material. Under biaxial compressive strain, the
LiFe,F transforms into charge-ordering-mediated ferri-
magnetic, ferroelectric phase with strong magnetoelec-
tric coupling. Interestingly, the spins of the valence band
and the conduction band are opposite in ferrimagnetic
LiFe,Fy, which facilitates the spin-triplet excitonic in-
sulator phase. More importantly, If the spin-triplet ex-
citons condense into superflow, the two spin superfluid
phases with S=1 and -1 can be switched by electric
field. Due to the abundance of novel physical properties,
LiFe,F will certainly attract a wide range of theoretical
and experimental interest.



ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Z.-X. Liu, S. Qu and S. Dong for valu-
able discussions. This work was financially supported

by the National Natural Science Foundation of China
(N0.11934020 and No.12204533). Computational re-
sources have been provided by the Physical Laboratory
of High Performance Computing at Renmin University
of China.

[1] W. Eerenstein, N. D. Mathur, and J. F. Scott, Multi-
ferroic and magnetoelectric materials, Nature 442, 759
(2006)!

[2] S.-W. Cheong and M. Mostovoy, Multiferroics: A mag-
netic twist for ferroelectricity, [Nat. Mater. 6, 13 (2007).

[3] S. Dong, J.-M. Liu, S.-W. Cheong, and Z. Ren, Multifer-
roic materials and magnetoelectric physics: symmetry,
entanglement, excitation, and topology, Adv. Phys. 64,
519 (2015).

[4] M. Fiebig, T. Lottermoser, T. Lottermoser, and
M. Trassin, The evolution of multiferroics, Nat. Rev.
Mater. 1, 16046 (2016).

[5] N. A. Spaldin and R. Ramesh, Advances in magnetoelec-
tric multiferroics, [Nat. Mater. 18, 203 (2019).

[6] C.J. Fennie and K. M. Rabe, Magnetic and electric phase
control in epitaxial EuTiOs from first principles, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 97, 267602 (2006).

[7] J. H. Lee, L. Fang, E. Vlahos, X. Ke, Y. W. Jung, L. F.
Kourkoutis, J.-W. Kim, P. J. Ryan, T. Heeg, M. Roeck-
erath, R. Uecker, P. C. Hammel, K. M. Rabe, S. Kamba,
J. Schubert, J. W. Freeland, D. A. Muller, C. J. Fennie,
P. Schiffer, V. Gopalan, E. Johnston-Halperin, and D. G.
Schlom, A strong ferroelectric ferromagnet created by
means of spin—lattice coupling, [Nature 466, 954 (2010).

[8] P. S. Wang, W. Ren, L. Bellaiche, and H. J. Xiang, Pre-
dicting a ferrimagnetic phase of Zn,FeOsOg with strong
magnetoelectric coupling, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 147204
(2015).

9] L.-F. Lin, Q.-R. Xu, Y. Zhang, J.-J. Zhang, Y.-
P. Liang, and S. Dong, Ferroelectric ferrimagnetic
LiFesFg: Charge-ordering-mediated magnetoelectricity,
Phys. Rev. Mater. 1, 071401 (2017).

[10] L. Smejkal, J. Sinova, and T. Jungwirth, Beyond conven-
tional ferromagnetism and antiferromagnetism: A phase
with nonrelativistic spin and crystal rotation symmetry,
Phys. Rev. X 12, 031042 (2022)!

[11] L. Smejkal, J. Sinova, and T. Jungwirth, Emerging re-
search landscape of altermagnetism, [Phys. Rev. X 12,
040501 (2022).

[12] H. Bai, L. Han, X. Y. Feng, Y. J. Zhou, R. X. Su,
Q. Wang, L. Y. Liao, W. X. Zhu, X. Z. Chen, F. Pan,
X. L. Fan, and C. Song, Observation of spin splitting
torque in a collinear antiferromagnet RuOz, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 128, 197202 (2022).

[13] S. Karube, T. Tanaka, D. Sugawara, N. Kadoguchi,
M. Kohda, and J. Nitta, Observation of spin-splitter
torque in collinear antiferromagnetic RuOg2, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 129, 137201 (2022).

[14] R. D. Gonzalez Betancourt, J. Zuba¢, R. Gonzalez-
Hernandez, K. Geishendorf, Z. Sobén, G. Springholz,
K. Olejnik, L. Smejkal, J. Sinova, T. Jungwirth, S. T. B.
Goennenwein, A. Thomas, H. Reichlovd, J. Zelezny, and
D. Kriegner, Spontaneous anomalous hall effect arising
from an unconventional compensated magnetic phase in

a semiconductor, Phys. Rev. Lett. 130, 036702 (2023).

[15] Z. Feng, X. Zhou, L. Smejkal, L. Wu, H. Guo,
R. Gonzédlez-Hernéandez, X. Wang, H. Yan, P. Qin,
X. Zhang, H. Wu, H. Chen, Z. Meng, L. Liu, Z. Xia,
J. Sinova, T. Jungwirth, and Z. Liu, An anomalous hall
effect in altermagnetic ruthenium dioxide, Nat. Electron.
5, 735 (2022).

[16] R. Gonzélez-Hernandez, L. Smejkal, K. Vyborny, Y. Ya-
hagi, J. Sinova, T. c. v. Jungwirth, and J. Zelezny,
Efficient electrical spin splitter based on nonrelativis-
tic collinear antiferromagnetism, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126,
127701 (2021).

[17] L. Smejkal, A. B. Hellenes, R. Gonzalez-Hernandez,
J. Sinova, and T. Jungwirth, Giant and tunneling mag-
netoresistance in unconventional collinear antiferromag-
nets with nonrelativistic spin-momentum coupling, Phys.
Rev. X 12, 011028 (2022).

[18] D. Zhu, Z.-Y. Zhuang, Z. Wu, and Z. Yan, Topological
superconductivity in two-dimensional altermagnetic met-
als, Phys. Rev. B 108, 184505 (2023).

[19] P.-J. Guo, Z.-X. Liu, and Z.-Y. Lu, Quantum anomalous
hall effect in collinear antiferromagnetism, npj Comput.
Mater. 9, 70 (2023).

[20] L. Smejkal, R. Gonzalez-Hernandez, T. Jungwirth, and
J. Sinova, Crystal time-reversal symmetry breaking and
spontaneous hall effect in collinear antiferromagnets, |Sci.
Adv. 6, eaaz8809 (2020).

[21] L. Smejkal, A. H. MacDonald, J. Sinova, S. Nakat-
suji, and T. Jungwirth, Anomalous hall antiferromagnets,
Nat. Rev. Mater. 7, 482 (2022).

[22] X.-Y. Hou, H.-C. Yang, Z.-X. Liu, P.-J. Guo, and Z.-Y.
Lu, Large intrinsic anomalous hall effect in both NbaFeBo
and TasFeBs with collinear antiferromagnetism, Phys.
Rev. B 107, L161109 (2023).

[23] Z.-F. Gao, S. Qu, B. Zeng, Y. Liu, J.-R. Wen, H. Sun,
P.-J. Guo, and Z.-Y. Lu, Ai-accelerated discovery of al-
termagnetic materials, (2023), arXiv:2311.04418 [cond-
mat.mtrl-sci].

[24] X. Zhou, W. Feng, X. Yang, G.-Y. Guo, and Y. Yao,
Crystal chirality magneto-optical effects in collinear an-
tiferromagnets, Phys. Rev. B 104, 024401 (2021).

[25] B. I. Halperin and T. M. Rice, Possible anomalies at a
semimetal-semiconductor transistion, Rev. Mod. Phys.
40, 755 (1968).

[26] W. Kohn and D. Sherrington, Two kinds of bosons and
bose condensates, Rev. Mod. Phys. 42, 1 (1970).

[27] A. Kogar, M. S. Rak, S. Vig, A. A. Husain, F. Flicker,
Y. L. Joe, L. Venema, G. J. MacDougall, T. C. Chiang,
E. Fradkin, J. van Wezel, and P. Abbamonte, Signatures
of exciton condensation in a transition metal dichalco-
genide, Science 358, 1314 (2017).

[28] L. Du, X. Li, W. Lou, G. Sullivan, K. Chang, J. Kono,
and R.-R. Du, Evidence for a topological excitonic in-
sulator in InAs/GaSb bilayers, Nat. Commun. 8, 1971


https://doi.org/10.1038/nature05023
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature05023
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmat1804
https://doi.org/10.1080/00018732.2015.1114338
https://doi.org/10.1080/00018732.2015.1114338
https://doi.org/10.1038/natrevmats.2016.46
https://doi.org/10.1038/natrevmats.2016.46
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41563-018-0275-2
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.267602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.267602
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature09331
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.147204
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.147204
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.1.071401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.12.031042
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.12.040501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.12.040501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.197202
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.197202
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.137201
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.137201
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.036702
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41928-022-00866-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41928-022-00866-z
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.127701
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.127701
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.12.011028
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.12.011028
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.108.184505
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41524-023-01025-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41524-023-01025-4
https://doi.org/doi:10.1126/sciadv.aaz8809
https://doi.org/doi:10.1126/sciadv.aaz8809
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41578-022-00430-3
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.L161109
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.L161109
https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.04418
https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.04418
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.024401
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.40.755
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.40.755
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.42.1
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aam6432
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-01988-1

(2017).

[29] Y. F. Lu, H. Kono, T. I. Larkin, A. W. Rost,
T. Takayama, A. V. Boris, B. Keimer, and H. Takagi,
Zero-gap semiconductor to excitonic insulator transition
in TasNiSes, Nat. Commun. 8, 14408 (2017).

[30] Z. Jiang, W. Lou, Y. Liu, Y. Li, H. Song, K. Chang,
W. Duan, and S. Zhang, Spin-triplet excitonic insulator:
The case of semihydrogenated graphene, Phys. Rev. Lett.
124, 166401 (2020).

[31] G. Kresse and J. Furthmiiller, Efficient iterative schemes
for ab initio total-energy calculations using a plane-wave
basis set, Phys. rev. B 54, 11169 (1996).

[32] G. Kresse and D. Joubert, From ultrasoft pseudopoten-
tials to the projector augmented-wave method, Phys.
Rev. B 59, 1758 (1999).

[33] J. P. Perdew, A. Ruzsinszky, G. I. Csonka, O. A. Vydrov,
G. E. Scuseria, L. A. Constantin, X. Zhou, and K. Burke,
Restoring the density-gradient expansion for exchange in
solids and surfaces, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 136406 (2008).

[34] A. Liechtenstein, V. I. Anisimov, and J. Zaanen, Density-
functional theory and strong interactions: Orbital order-
ing in mott-hubbard insulators, Phys. Rev. B 52, R5467
(1995).

[35] J. Heyd, G. E. Scuseria, and M. Ernzerhof, Hybrid func-
tionals based on a screened Coulomb potential, J. Chem.
Phys. 118, 8207 (2003)k

[36] J. Heyd, G. E. Scuseria, and M. Ernzerhof, Erratum:
“Hybrid functionals based on a screened Coulomb poten-
tial” [J. Chem. Phys. 118, 8207 (2003)], |J. Chem. Phys.
124, 219906 (2006).

[37] A. V. Krukau, O. A. Vydrov, A. F. Izmaylov, and G. E.
Scuseria, Influence of the exchange screening parame-
ter on the performance of screened hybrid functionals,
J. Chem. Phys. 125, 224106 (2006).

[38] R. King-Smith and D. Vanderbilt, Theory of polarization
of crystalline solids, Phys. Rev. B 47, 1651 (1993).

[39] R. Resta, Macroscopic polarization in crystalline di-
electrics: the geometric phase approach, Rev. Mod. Phys.
66, 899 (1994).

[40] G. Henkelman, B. P. Uberuaga, and H. Jénsson, A climb-
ing image nudged elastic band method for finding saddle
points and minimum energy paths, J. Chem. Phys. 113,
9901 (2000).

[41] N. N. Greenwood, A. T. Howe, and F. Ménil, Mossbauer
studies of order and disorder in rutile and trirutile com-
pounds derived from FeFs,J. Chem. Soc. A , 2218 (1971).

[42] J. Fourquet, E. Le Samedi, and Y. Calage, Le trirutile
ordonné LiFesFg: Croissance cristalline et étude struc-
turale, [J. Solid State Chem. 77, 84 (1988).

[43] G. Shachar, J. Makovsky, and H. Shaked, Neutron-
diffraction study of the magnetic structure of the trirutile
LiFeoFg, Phys. Rev. B 6, 1968 (1972).


https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-01988-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms14408
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.166401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.166401
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1564060
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1564060
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.2204597
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.2204597
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.2404663
https://doi.org/10.1039/J19710002218
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-4596(88)90093-X
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.6.1968

	Altermagnetic ferroelectric LiFe2F6 and spin-triplet excitonic insulator phase
	Abstract
	Acknowledgments
	References


