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Altermagnet is an exotic class of magnetic materials wherein the Fermi surface exhibits a
momentum-dependent spin-splitting while maintaining a net zero magnetization. Previous studies
have shown that this distinctive spin-splitting can induce chiral p-wave superconductors or Fulde-
Ferrell superconducting states carrying finite momentum. However, the underlying mechanisms of
such unconventional superconductivities remain incompletely understood. Here, we propose that
the formation of the Bogoliubov Fermi surface through the exchange field can play a significant
role in such phenomena. Through a systematic self-consistent mean-field analysis on the extended
attractive Hubbard model combined with the d-wave spin-splitting induced by the exchange field, as
observed in RuO2, we demonstrate that the formation of the Bogoliubov Fermi surface suppresses
conventional spin-singlet superconducting states with s-wave characteristics. In contrast, the chiral
p-wave state maintains a fully gapped spectrum without the Fermi surface, thereby becoming the
ground state in the strong field regime. In the intermediate regime, we find that the Fulde-Ferrell
state becomes the predominant state through the optimization of available channels for Cooper pair-
ing. Moreover, we illustrate how the prevalence of the chiral p-wave and Fulde-Ferrell states over
the s-wave state changes under the variation of the field strength or chemical potential. Our find-
ings provide valuable insights into potential pathways for realizing sought-after topological p-wave
superconductivity and finite momentum pairing facilitated by altermagnetism.

Introduction.— Breaking time-reversal symme-
try (TRS) offers pathways to explore unconven-
tional superconductivity beyond the conventional
Bardeen–Cooper–Schrieffer (BCS) paradigm by inducing
spin-split Fermi surfaces. While electrons encounter
obstacles in forming spin-singlet Cooper pairs within
the conventional framework [1], the spin-split Fermi
surfaces may accommodate unconventional Cooper
pairs with distinctive pairing symmetries. Noteworthy
examples include p-wave topological superconduc-
tivity, which can be induced by external magnetic
fields or within ferromagnetic metals, often implying
the existence of intriguing Majorana edge or corner
modes [2–4]. Alternatively, electrons can form finite-
momentum pairings exhibiting nonuniform modulation
in their pairing amplitudes, leading to the emergence of
Fulde–Ferrell–Larkin–Ovchinnikov (FFLO) states [5–9].

Recently, considerable attention has been drawn to the
impact of distinct TRS breaking patterns on supercon-
ductivity, stemming from a novel form of collinear mag-
netism known as altermagnetism [10–32]. In such sys-
tems, due to symmetry considerations, the Fermi sur-
face displays momentum-dependent spin-splitting while
maintaining a net magnetization of zero overall [33–37],
contrasting with the spin-momentum locking typical of
spin-orbit coupling. A prominent illustration of such an
altermagnetic spin-splitting effect is the case of a two-
dimensional altermagnetic metal like RuO2, wherein the
Fermi surface manifests d-wave-like spin splitting with
a four-fold symmetric point nodal degeneracy. Remark-

ably, under applied strain, thin film RuO2 exhibits su-
perconductivity at relatively high temperatures, with
Tc = 1.7 K [10], suggesting it as a promising platform
for investigating the influence of such distinct spin-split
Fermi surfaces on superconductivity. Previous theoreti-
cal studies have suggested intriguing phenomena related
to superconductivity, including unconventional supercon-
ductivity [13, 14], Josephson effect [15–18], topological
superconductivity with Majorana edge modes [19–21],
orientation-dependent Andreev reflection [22, 23], finite-
momentum Cooper pairing [24–27], gapless supercon-
ductivity [28], thermoelectric effect [29, 30], many body
magnonic effect [31], and superconducting diode effect
[32]. Despite significant recent advances, the impact of
the altermagnetic spin-splitting effect on observed super-
conductivity in these systems remains incompletely un-
derstood.

In this Letter, we explore the emergence of uncon-
ventional superconducting states resulting from alter-
magnetic spin-splitting of the Fermi surface. Through
a systematic mean-field analysis on the extended
attractive Hubbard model [38] incorporating d-wave
altermagnetic exchange fields, we uncover a spectrum of
unconventional superconducting phenomena alongside
conventional s-wave BCS states. Over a wide parameter
range, we observe that the exchange fields suppress the
s-wave BCS state by reducing the corresponding s-wave
channel correlation function for Cooper pair formation,
attributed to the formation of Bogoliubov Fermi surfaces
(BFS) (Fig. 1(a)). Conversely, topological p + ip super-
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FIG. 1. The possible Fermi surface nesting scenarios under altermagnetic exchange field strength (J/2t > 0.3) are shown with
(a) the singlet s-wave, (b) Fulde-Ferrell (FF), and (c) spin-triplet p-wave state, respectively. The red(blue) lines refers to the
Fermi surface with spin-up(down) ξ±k ± J±k = 0, especially ξ±k+q ± J±k+q = 0 with the finite momentum q in (b). The
overlap of spin-up and down Fermi surface appears near four nodal points in (a), and near a single nodal line and single nodal
point in (b), leading to the singlet pair nesting indicated by the gray region and black dots and arrows. On the other hand,
as the Fermi surface overlaps with its inversion symmetric counterpart (k → −k) over the entire Fermi surface, the triplet
pairs can nest on the whole Fermi surface, indicated by the black dots and arrows. (d—f) The corresponding pair correlation
functions are illustrated. The occurrence of Bogoliubov Fermi surface (BFS) in the singlet pairing causes the collapse of the
pair correlation function to zero. However, in the spin-triplet pairing, there is no such collapse, sustaining the superconducitng
gap under the strong altermagnetic field limit.

conductivity is favored as the pertinent p-wave channel
correlation function remains robust against the exchange
field (Fig. 1(c)). Furthermore, we demonstrate that
s-wave superconducting states with finite momentum
pairing and accompanying BFS, namely ‘gapless FFLO
states,’ may emerge as intermediate states preceding
p + ip states due to the augmentation of the available
channels for Cooper pairing (Fig. 1(b)). These diverse
manifestations highlight the symmetry-enriched uncon-
ventional superconductivity phenomena arising from the
time-reversal symmetry breaking of altermagnetism.

Model.— We consider two-dimensional metallic sys-
tems possessing d-wave altermagnetism, as observed in
RuO2 [36, 37]. The model can be described using an
effective tight-binding Hamiltonian given by

Ĥ =
∑
k

c†khkck − U
∑
i

ni↑ni↓ − V
∑
σ,σ′

∑
⟨i,j⟩

niσnjσ′ . (1)

Here, c†k = (c†k↑, c
†
k↓) is the creation operator of an elec-

tron with wave vector k. hk = ξkI2 + Jkσz is the
Bloch Hamiltonian. ξk = −2t(cos(kx) + cos(ky)) − µ,
Jk = J sin(kx) sin(ky). t represents the hopping between
nearest-neighbor sites, and µ is a chemical potential. Jk
is the effective exchange field leading to d-wave-like spin
splitting. The Bloch Hamiltonian, hk = h(kx, ky), re-

spects C4zT by satisfying σyh
∗(kx, ky)σy = h(ky,−kx).

niσ = c†iσciσ represents an electron density operator at
i-site. In addition, the four nodal point degeneracy is
protected despite the spin splitting in the Fermi sur-
face (Fig. 1(a)). U > 0 and V > 0 represent the
phonon-induced attractive onsite and nearest-neighbor
density-density interactions, respectively. We explore a
wide range of values for J , µ, and V : 0 ≤ J/2t ≤ 1,
−2 ≤ µ/2t ≤ 0, and 0 ≤ V/2t ≤ 1.5, while maintaining
a fixed value of U/2t = 1.5. This allows us to investi-
gate a range of superconducting orders across different
scenarios.

To investigate the emergence of unconventional super-
conducting states, we conduct a self-consistent mean-field
analysis utilizing the Bogoliubov-de-Gennes (BdG) for-
malism. Due to the presence of the inversion symmetry,
the spin-singlet and triplet states remain uncoupled, al-
lowing separate consideration. The following five distinct
superconducting states may appear in our model [20, 38]:
(i) s-wave spin-singlet (ii) Fulde-Ferrell (FF) spin-singlet
state, originating from U , and the remaining three from
V , which include (iii) extended s-wave spin-singlet, (iv)
d-wave spin-singlet, (v) p-wave spin-triplet states. In the
following, we focus on three predominant states: the s-
wave state, the FF state, and the p-wave state. These
states are prevalent within the parameter space under
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consideration.
We utilize the following three pairing amplitudes:

∆s
↑↓ = −U

N

∑
k

⟨ck↑c−k↓⟩ ,

∆FF
↑↓;q = −U

N

∑
k

⟨ck+q↑c−k+q↓⟩ ,

∆p+ip
σσ = −V

N

∑
k

(gp+ip
k )∗ ⟨ckσc−kσ⟩ , (2)

to characterize the s-wave (∆s
↑↓), FF (∆FF

↑↓;q), and p-wave

(∆p+ip
σσ ) states. The FF state shares the s-wave charac-

teristics of the s-wave state but features spatial mod-
ulation characterized by a finite wave vector q. Here,
gp+ip
k = sin(kx) + i sin(ky) represents a square harmon-
ics exhibiting px + ipy-like characteristics. As such, we
refer to this p-wave state as a p + ip state [20]. The
BdG quasiparticle energy spectra of these states exhibit
distinct gap-opening patterns, as shown by

Es
kσ =

√
ξ2k + |∆s

↑↓|2 + s(σ)Jk,

EFF
kσ;q =

√
Ξ2
k;q + |∆FF

↑↓;q|2 + s(σ)Λk;q,

Ep+ip
kσ =

√
(ξk + s(σ)Jk)2 + |∆p+ip

σσ gp+ip
k |2, (3)

where Es
kσ corresponds to the s-wave state, EFF

kσ;q to the

FF state, and Ep+ip
kσ to the p + ip state. The functions

Ξk;q = 1
2 (ξk+q+Jk+q+ξk−q−Jk−q) and Λk;q = 1

2 (ξk+q+
Jk+q−ξk−q+Jk−q) describe the modified dispersions for
the FF phase with finite q. We denote s(↑) = +1 and
s(↓) = −1. The energies Es

kσ and EFF
kσ;q may become

negative under sufficient exchange field strength Jk. In
contrast, the gap EFF

kσ;q of the p + ip state maintains its
gapped nature regardless of the field strength.

The pairing amplitudes, as presented in Eq. (2), are
self-consistently determined solving the following gap
equations:

∆s
↑↓ =

U

N

∑
k

∆s
↑↓

2ϵsk

[
1−Θ(−Es

k↑)−Θ(−Es
k↓)

]
,

∆FF
↑↓;q =

U

N

∑
k

∆FF
↑↓;q

2ϵFFk;q

[
1−Θ(−EFF

k↑;q)−Θ(−EFF
k↓;q)

]
,

∆p+ip
σσ =

V

N

∑
k

∆p+ip
σσ |gp+ip

k |2

2Ep+ip
kσ

. (4)

In these equations, we denote ϵsk =
√

ξ2k + |∆s
↑↓|2 and

ϵFFk;q =
√

Ξ2
k;q + |∆FF

↑↓;q|2. Θ(E) is the Heaviside step

function. The gap equations for the s-wave and FF states
incorporate form factors

[
1−Θ(−Es

k↑)−Θ(−Es
k↓)

]
and[

1−Θ(−EFF
k↑;q)−Θ(−EFF

k↓;q)
]
, respectively. These factors

exclude contributions from occupied BdG quasiparticle

states with negative energies (Es
σk < 0 or EFF

kσ;q < 0),
reflecting the ground state’s occupation of these states,
which minimizes the system’s energy. Conversely, ∆p+ip

σσ

for the p + ip state incorporates contributions from all
BdG quasiparticle states.

The ground state energy for each state is calculated
using the following energy expressions:

F s
0 =

∑
k

[
ξk − ϵsk +

|∆s
↑↓|2

U

]
+
∑
k,σ

Θ(−Es
kσ)E

s
kσ,

FFF
0 (q) =

∑
k

[
Ξk;q − ϵFFk;q +

|∆FF
↑↓;q|2

U

]
+
∑
k,σ

Θ(−EFF
kσ;q)E

FF
kσ;q,

F p+ip
0 =

1

2

∑
k,σ

[
ξk − Ep+ip

kσ +
|∆p+ip

σσ |2

V

]
, (5)

where F s
0 , FFF

0 (q), and F p
0 correspond to the s-wave,

FF, and p + ip states, respectively. For the s-wave and
FF states, the ground state energy incorporates contri-
butions from the occupied BdG quasiparticle states with
negative energy (Es

kσ < 0 or EFF
kσ;q < 0) in addition to

the usual energy contribution in the square brackets. In
contrast, the ground state energy for the p+ip state only
contains the usual energy contribution due to its positive
definite nature (Ep+ip

kσ > 0). In the FF state, we identify
the optimal q vector by evaluating FFF

0 (q) across various
q values and selecting the specific q-value that yields
the minimum of FFF

0 (q) (refer to Fig. 3(a–b)). Refer
to the Supplementary Material (SM) for the derivation
of the gap equations and ground state energy expressions.

Results— We determine the favored superconducting
states across a range of parameters J/2t, V/2t, and
µ/2t, by numerically solving the gap equations (Eq. (4))
and computing the ground state energy for each state
(Eq. (5)). Fig. 2(a) plots the resulting phase diagram
as a function of J/2t and V/2t, showing three super-
conducting phases, the s-wave, FF, and p + ip phases,
each having the lowest energy in the respective re-
gion. We observe that the s-wave phase (the red region
in Fig. 2(a)) predominates in the small exchange field
regime (J/2t ≲ 0.28). In this phase, the BdG quasiparti-

cle energy spectra, Es
kσ =

√
ξ2k + |∆s

↑↓|2+s(σ)Jk, exhibit

a fully gapped structure in both spin sectors σ = ↑, ↓
(Fig. 2(c)). However, the exchange field Jk lifts their de-
generacy, resulting in anisotropic, sign-alternating energy
shifts (Fig. 2(d–e)). In Es

k↑, the shifted energy Jk is neg-
ative along the line kx = −ky or positive along kx = ky
(Fig. 2(d)). The magnitude of Jk reaches at its max-
imum value J∗ = J sin2(k∗), at (kx, ky) = ±(k∗,−k∗)

where k∗ = arccos
(

−(µ−J)

2t+
√

(2t)2−J(µ−J)

)
. At this point,
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FIG. 2. (a) Phase diagram illustrates three superconducting
phases: s-wave phase (denoted by ‘s’), FF phase (‘gapless
FF’), and p + ip phase (‘p + ip’) with the fixed U/2t = 1.5,
µ/2t = −1. (b) Evolution of the pairing amplitude (left axis)
and vacuum energy difference (right axis) in each supercon-
ducting state as a function of J/2t. Here, (∆s

↑↓, F
s
0) corre-

spond to the s-wave state, (∆FF
↑↓;q, F

FF
0 (q)) correspond to the

FF state, and (∆p+ip
↑↑ , F p+ip

0 ) correspond to the p+ ip state.

The value of V/2t = 0.7 is fixed, while the value of J/2t is
varied, as indicated by the red arrow in (a). Energy spectra
of Bogoliubov-de-Gennes (BdG) quasiparticles (c–e) Es

kσ in
the s-wave state with J/2t = 0.2, (f–h) EFF

kσ;q in the FF state

with J/2t = 0.3, and (i–k) Ep+ip
kσ in the p + ip state with

J/2t = 0.8 are shown. In (c, f, i), each energy spectrum is
displayed in the range of kx ∈ [−π, π]. Different curves indi-
cate distinct values of ky from −π to π. In (d—e, g–h, j–k),
energy spectrum for σ = ↑, ↓ within the red-marked window
in (c, f, i), respectively are displayed through the color scale
across (kx, ky). The region scaled with blue shows the BFS
in quasiparticle spectrum.

Jk effectively reduces the energy gap as ∆s
↑↓ − J∗, which

aligns with the actual gap size ∆̄band in the energy spec-
tra (e.g., ∆s

↑↓ = 0.2296, J∗ = 0.1355, and ∆̄band =
0.0789 ≈ ∆s

↑↓ − J∗ for the energy spectra presented in
Fig. 2(c)). It is important to note that as long as J∗ does
not exceed ∆s

↑↓, E
s
kσ can maintain their full gap struc-

tures, ensuring that the s-wave state remains the ground
state of the system. The opposite pattern is observed in
Es

k↓ (Fig. 2(e)).

As J further increases to J/2t = 0.28, J∗ starts to ex-
ceed ∆s

↑↓, leading to the gap closing and the formation

of BFS in Es
kσ < 0 in the s-wave state. We note that the

formation of the BFS indicates the exclusion of contribu-
tions from these occupied BdG quasiparticle states in the
self-consistency relation of ∆s

↑↓ (refer to the correspond-
ing gap equation in Eq. (4)). Consequently, ∆s

↑↓ is sig-
nificantly suppressed, leading to a considerable increase
in the energy of the s-wave state (Fig. 2(b)). Hence, the
s-wave state is disfavored in this regime. Alternatively,
the FF state becomes the most energetically favored state
in this regime (the orange region in Fig. 2(a)), which
possesses a more pronounced pairing amplitude and re-
duced energy compared to the s-wave state (Fig. 2(b)).
The BdG quasiparticle energy spectra of the FF state,

EFF
kσ;q =

√
Ξ2
k;q + |∆FF

↑↓;q|2 + s(σ)Λk;q, exhibit the for-

mation of BFS in both spin sectors σ = ↑, ↓ (Fig. 2(f))
with anisotropic, sign-alternating energy shifts due to the
modified exchange field Λk;q (Fig. 2(g-–h)), similar to the
s-wave state (Fig. 2(d-–e)). However, in contrast to the s-
wave state, the finite momentum pairing through ∆FF

↑↓;q
results in the distorted pattern breaking the reflection
symmetry across the line kx = −ky or kx = ky in the
energy spectra.

One plausible explanation for the dominance of the
FF state over the s-wave state is the broader overlap be-
tween the dispersions of spin-up electrons (ξk+q + Jk+q)
and spin-down holes (−ξ−k+q+J−k+q), pivotal for finite
momentum pairing ck+q↑c−k+q↓ (the marked region in
Fig. 1(b)). Within this overlapped region, the ‘energy
cost’ stemming from the modified dispersion diminishes
due to the overlap (i.e., Ξk;q = 1

2 (ξk+q + Jk+q + ξk−q −
Jk−q) ≈ 0) (see the corresponding equation in Eq. (4)).
This extended overlap enhances the contribution to the
FF state’s pairing amplitude ∆FF

↑↓;q, resulting in an in-

creased value of ∆FF
↑↓;q despite the presence of the BFS.

In this scenario, the specific q vector characterizing the
FF state is determined by optimizing available channels
for Cooper pairing. Our analysis reveals that there are
four possibilities for the direction of q: ±x̂ and ±ŷ, all of
which exhibit degenerate energy levels (Fig. 3(b)). It is
noteworthy that these q vectors align with the hopping
directions, pointing along one of the lattice vector direc-
tions such as ±x̂ and ±ŷ. Furthermore, our study shows
a rising trend in the magnitude of the q vector as the
exchange field Jk increases (Fig. 3(c)).

The C4zT symmetry inherent in the model indicates
the presence of four-fold degenerate ground state man-
ifolds, characterized by q = ±(q0, 0),±(0, q0). In our
investigation, we choose one configuration among these
four possibilities. However, in principle, one can com-
pose various linear superpositions of the four FF states
with different q, which possibly have lower energy states.
Among these compositions, the only possible supercon-
ducting order parameter which preserves C4zT is multi-
ple q-state, which is given as ∆ ∼ ∆(+q0,0) +∆(−q0,0) +
∆(0,+q0) + ∆(0,−q0). While the single-q FF state pre-
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serves the effective translational symmetry with the
gauge transformation, the multiple-q FF state gives rise
to a pair-density wave that breaks the translational sym-
metry. The investigations on the finer energetic splitting
can elucidate the energy differentials between these pair-
density waves [39].

We emphasize the unusual occurrence of the observed
gapless FF state in our study, distinguishing it from in-
stances of gapless superconductivity [28] and the FF state
[24–27] separately reported in previous studies. It is also
worth mentioning that the observed s-wave FF state is
different from the d-wave FF state reported in Ref. [24]
due to the difference in the chemical potential.

Upon entering the strong field regime (J/2t ≫ 0.28),
we observe the formation of the p + ip phase
(the blue region in Fig. 2(a)). In this phase,

the BdG quasiparticle energy spectra, Ep+ip
kσ =√

(ξk + s(σ)Jk)2 + |∆p+ip
σσ gp+ip

k |2, maintain a fully

gapped structure (Fig. 2(i)), regardless of the field
strength; except for the case µ/2t = 0, where the energy
spectra possess nodal points at (kx, ky) = (π, 0), (0, π).
The preserved gap structure ensures a significant pair-
ing amplitude ∆p+ip

σσ (Fig. 2(i)), as most of the BdG
quasiparticle states contribute to ∆p+ip

σσ in contrast to
the s-wave and FF states (see Eq. (4)). Consequently,
effective energy minimization is achieved through the
gap opening throughout the entire normal-state Fermi
surface, establishing the p + ip phase as a stable phase
in the strong field regime. The influence of the exchange
field primarily results in anisotropic energy spectra
without the formation of the BFS (Fig. 2(j–k)).

We attribute the emergence of the p + ip phase in
the strong field regime (J/2t ≫ 1) to its persistent pair

correlation function, (gp+ip
k )∗ ⟨ckσc−kσ⟩. In the p + ip

phase, the absence of BFS leads to the preservation of the
pair correlation function across most of the normal-state
Fermi surface, excluding at nodal points where the cor-
responding square harmonics gp+ip

k vanishes (Fig. 1(f)).
This stands in contrast with the pair correlation func-
tion of the s-wave state, ⟨ck↑c−k↓⟩, which excludes con-
tributions from occupied BdG quasiparticle states, per-
taining only four nodal points where the exchange field
vanishes (Fig. 1(d)). With increasing field strength, the
presence of occupied BdG quasiparticle states becomes
more pronounced. Therefore, in the strong field regime,
the p+ip phase emerges as the most energetically favored
state due to the amplified exclusion of contributions from
these states to the pairing amplitude.

The stabilization of the p+ ip state over conventional
BCS states indicates a promising avenue toward the re-
alization of topological chiral superconductivity. Due to
the degeneracy between p+ip and p−ip states, there exist
two distinct pairing symmetries. the p + ip state, char-
acterized by equal chirality of both spin sectors, exhibits
a net Chern number |C| = 2, resulting in the appearance

FIG. 3. (a–b) Energy landscape of the the FF state vacuum
energy FFF

0 (q) as a function of the pairing momentum vector
q = (qx, qy). The minimum energy points are marked by the
black dots. (c) Evolution of the optimal pairing momentum
qc that minimizes the vacuum energy. J/2t = 0.2 and J/2t =
0.3 are utilized in (a) and (b), respectively. In all panels,
The parameters V/2t = 0.7, U/2t = 1.5, and µ/2t = −1 are
utilized.

of symmetry-protected chiral edge modes [20]. There is
another spin-triplet state of the p+ip type, known as the
‘helical p-wave state,’ which can be stabilized. This state
exhibits opposite chiralities between spin-up and spin-
down sectors and possesses a vanishing Chern number
C = 0, indicating an adiabatic connection to the topo-
logically trivial superconductor. It is worth noting that
although the degeneracy exists between the chiral states
within our model, the presence of weak C4zT -breaking
Rashba spin-orbit coupling energetically favors the heli-
cal state over the chiral state [20].

It is worth mentioning that while we primarily focus
on the s-wave, FF, and p + ip states out of the five po-
tential superconducting states considered in this study,
the other two states—the extended s-wave and d-wave
states—may emerge when V/2t is sufficiently large. This
behavior aligns with previous studies on the extended
Hubbard model for cuprates [40]. Moreover, our inves-
tigation reveals that these states can become prevalent
when the exchange field is small (J/2t ≪ 1) and the
chemical potential µ is tuned to µ/2t = −2 or µ/2t = 0.
For additional details about our analysis, refer to the SM.

Discussion.— Our investigation into the unconven-
tional superconductivity of two-dimensional altermag-
netic metals has uncovered intriguing possibilities beyond
conventional BCS states. Through rigorous theoretical
analysis, we have elucidated the emergence of topolog-
ical p ± ip states, BFSs, and FFLO phase triggered by
the interplay between exchange interactions and nearest-
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neighbor attractive interactions. The occurrence of the
BFS plays a crucial role in significantly suppressing con-
ventional BCS superconductivity, thereby enabling the
realization of these alternative unconventional supercon-
ducting states. Particularly noteworthy is the observa-
tion that p± ip superconductivity can be stabilized with
relatively small nearest-neighbor interaction strengths
compared to onsite interactions. This phenomenon offers
a promising avenue towards the realization of topological
chiral superconductivity.

We note that further experiments, such as the Lon-
don penetration depth measurement, can reveal infor-
mation about the superconducting gap structure. d-
wave exchange field of altermagnetism may induce the
‘nodal-like’ signature for the BCS state characterized
by linear T -dependence of the penetration depth, while
p-wave superconductivity shows a rather fully gapped
structure. This feature is different from commonly ob-
served phenomena of conventional metallic superconduc-
tors. The observed superconductivity in RuO2 occurs
in the presence of strain that explicitly breaks the un-
derlying C4zT symmetry. While the four-fold symmetric
ground state manifold of the FFLO instability is reminis-
cent of the original rotational symmetry, the application
of the strain would lift the ground state manifold, which
would allow the strain engineering of the superconduct-
ing pairing symmetry. The study on the effect of the
external rotational-symmetry breaking strain would be
an interesting topic for future study.
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