Non-relativistic linear Edelstein effect in non-collinear Euln,As,
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Motivated by the ongoing interest in understanding the actual magnetic ground state of the
promising axion insulator candidate Euln,As,, we present here a spin symmetry analysis and ab
initio calculations, aiming to identify specific exchange-dominated physics that could offer insights
into the current debate. We investigate two non-collinear coplanar magnetic orders reported in this
compound: the helical and broken helical phases. Our symmetry analysis shows that magnetic-
exchange alone results in the formation of an out-of-plane odd-wave order in momentum space with
a single un-polarized nodal plane in both phases. Additionally, we identified an in-plane g-wave
order that emerges exclusively in the broken helical phase, providing a distinguishing feature for
this phase. Furthermore, we report a non-relativistic Edelstein effect with a distinct out-of-plane
polarized spin density that dominates over spin-orbit coupling effects. Our ab initio calculations
reveal a significant contrast in the magnitude of this effect between both phases, which could serve
as a means to identify the magnetic transition and distinguish them from other magnetic ground

states proposed for this compound.

I. INTRODUCTION

Understanding the intricate interplay between magnetic
and topological properties of quantum materials is a
C fundamental challenge in condensed matter physics. The
O mutual influence is particularly evident in materials where
O electronic and magnetic degrees of freedom are coupled, as
magnetic order can alter the energy dispersion and lead
«]to unique topological features. In this context, the Eu-
~based 122 compounds have attracted considerable interest
<I"due to their intrinsic spin-orbit coupling arising from their
strongly localized f-orbitals, which can lead to distinctive
electronic, magnetic, and topological properties in the band
structures. The realization of various quantum phases
=within this family, including exotic topological surface
states [1—1], colossal magnetoresistance [5—7], and the axion
Helectrodynamics [8, 9], makes them a promising magnetic
Ntopological platform for future spintronic applications.
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= The rare-earth compound FEuln,As, has caught the
'>zsp0tlight within the 122 family after first-principle
studies have proposed it as a candidate axion insulator,
aassuming a simple antiferromagnetic collinear order [8,
10]. However, this initial claim was quickly contested by
experimental studies proposing various magnetic orders,
from commensurate [11-13] to incommensurate non-
collinear magnetic order [14, 15]. The magnetic structures
reported by Riberolles et al. and Soh et al.  [l1, 12]
suggest coplanar non-collinear magnetic structures: the
helical and broken-helical phases.  The helical phase,
which emerges at Ty, = 17.6(2) K, is characterized
by connecting adjacent magnetic layers by 60° rotation
along 2, as shown in Fig.2(a). At lower temperatures
Tn, = 16.2(1) K, the broken-helical phase emerges,
with a magnetic configuration involving two symmetry-
independent Eu magnetic sub-lattices, highlighted in red

and blue in Fig.2(b). Additionally, recent first-principle
studies have revealed non-relativistic spin splittings in the
collinear magnetic configuration [16]. Therefore, studying
this compound employing spin symmetries [17, 18] could
offer valuable information on the effects of magnetic
exchange on the electronic band structure.

(@) (b

helical broken helical

~

HHPID

=

FIG. 2. Non-collinear coplanar magnetic textures of Euln,As,.
(a) The helical phase, with neighboring magnetic layers
connected by 60° rotation along 2. (b) The broken-helical phase,
with two symmetry-independent Eu magnetic sub-lattices. The
red-red sublattices are connected by 80° and the red-blue spin
sublattices by 130°. For both phases, a tripling of the unit cell
along ¢ = ¢ Z is assumed [11, 12].
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FIG. 1. Electronic band structures and Fermi surfaces without SOC for the non-collinear helical Euln,As, phase. (a) Energy bands
along the momentum space path L — ' — m(L). Spin un-polarized bands for S, and S, spin projections, and spin-polarized bands
with visible spin splittings for the S, spin component. (b) The hexagonal first Brillouin zone (1BZ) and the single nodal plane at
k. = 0 (red) allowed for the S, spin component. (c¢) Fermi surfaces in the momentum space k, = 0 plane for the non-magnetic crystal
and (d) for the helical order for an energy E = —0.60eV. The non-magnetic unit cell has been tripled along z—axis for comparison

reasons.

Here, we systematically analyze the spin symmetries
of individual helical and broken-helical phases reported
for EulnyAs,. Our study reveals several key similarities
and notable contrasting characteristics between the two
phases. We identify an out-of-plane odd-wave order in
momentum space in both non-collinear phases.  This
odd-parity spin splitting reaches up to 100 meV in the
helical phase and 20 meV in the broken helical phase.
Addittionally, we find that in the broken-helical phase,
the breaking of certain symmetries induces an in-plane g-
wave order, which can be probed through spectroscopic
techniques. Finally, we validate the odd-parity wave nature
of these phases by calculating a non-equilibrium spin-
polarization generated by an applied electric field, known as
the Edelstein effect. We report a unique out-of-plane non-
relativistic linear Edelstein response that dominates over the
spin-orbit coupling effects. This feature can also distinguish
from other proposed commensurate amplitude modulated
phases [13], which would not have this effect.

This article is organized as follows. In sections II and
III, we characterize the non-relativistic spin-momentum
locking for the helical and broken helical phases, employing
a spin symmetry analysis and ab initio calculations. In
Section IV, we introduce the linear Edelstein effect in non-
centrosymmetric systems, discuss the symmetry-imposed
spin density, and validate the findings with computed
Edelstein effect for both phases. Finally, in the Section V
we present our conclusions.

II. SPIN SYMMETRY ANALYSIS OF THE
HELICAL PHASE

In the non-relativistic regime, where spin and crystal
lattice are decoupled, Spin space groups (SSGs) provide a
proper description of the magnetic part of the electronic
spectra. These symmetry transformations come as pairs
of operators that act on the spin and real space separately.
The spin-space group can be decomposed as a direct product
between the spin-only group and the non-trivial spin-space
group, rg X Gs. This factorization is done in such a way
that the G, contains only unitary symmetries. The spin-
only group for coplanar non-collinear magnets is ry =
{[E||E], [C2.TI|T]}, where Ca, represents a 180° spin-space
rotation around the axis perpendicular to the coplanar
magnetic moments, E represents the identity operator, and
T the time reversal symmetry.

To evaluate the symmetry constraints imposed on the
electronic band structure around I', one can ignore the
translations and therefore focus on the product rg x Ry,
with R the non-trivial spin point group. The spin point
group for the helical phase is given by

R = (13/[3m] + 32 = 3/|P - 3m] ) x {[E||EL,[Co|Ce:] }
@

with 32 = {E, 0327 C—3z; C2v7 C?v’ ) C2v” }7 3 =
{E,C3,,C.3.} point groups acting only in the spin-space,
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FIG. 3. Electronic band structure and Fermi surfaces of odd-wave and g-wave spin textures without SOC in the non-collinear
broken-helical EulnyAs, order. (a) Spin-polarized energy bands along z, y, and z directions, plotted along the momentum path
L —T —m.(L). (b) The hexagonal BZ and the four nodal planes associated with the g-wave order, each separating regions of
opposite spin polarization. The inset in the top right highlights the orthogonal spin axes u(violet), and v (green), which are chosen
to visualize the in-plane g-wave spin texture. The red and blue arrows represent the directions of the Eu magnetic moments. (c)
Spin-polarized Fermi surfaces in the momentum space k., = 0.2c plane for an energy ¥ = 0.60 eV, along the u and v spin directions.
A spin un-polarized Fermi surface is observed for the S, spin component, while (d) a purely g-wave spin texture is seen for the S,
spin component. The mustard-dotted lines indicate the nodal planes.

and 3m = {FE,Cs,,C.3.my,, My, My} operating in the
real-space. The full non-trivial spin space group G,
the generators, and the corresponding axes {v,v’,v"} are
specified in App. B.

We see that R preserves the symmetries [C3,||E] and
[C-3.||E], which act exclusively within the spin-space,
resulting into an out-of-plane spin polarization in the band
structure, ie., (Sy) = 0 and (S,) = 0. Additionally, the
spin point group has [C2,||C5.], which in combination with
the coplanar spin-only group [Co,T||7T] symmetry, results
in S;(ke,ky, k) = —S:(ke, ky, —k.), resulting in a single
spin-unpolarized plane at k£, = 0. This antisymmetric spin
texture, characterized by an odd number of nodal planes
in momentum space, can also be referred to as odd-wave
magnetism.

We next perform spin-polarized density functional theory
(DFT) band structure calculations to confirm the findings
of the symmetry analysis. All the methodology used here
and in the following sections is presented in App. A. We
select the L — T' — m (L) path, which intersects the nodal
plane k, = 0, as illustrated in Fig. 1(b). The energy
bands without SOC, shown for each spin projection in Fig.
1(a), reveal spin-polarized bands exclusively for the S, spin
projection, with spin splittings reaching up to 100 meV.
This antisymmetric spin polarization can be visualized in
the Fermi surface calculations along the k, = 0 plane, shown

in Fig. 1(d). A comparison between the Fermi surface of
the non-magnetic order in Fig 1(c) and the one under helical
order reveals that the spin splittings are of non-relativistic
origin, arising primarily due to magnetic exchange between
local and itinerant electrons.

We point out that the odd-wave magnetism we observe,
featuring one spin-degenerate nodal plane, differs from
the recently reported p-wave ordering in coplanar non-
centrosymmetric magnetic crystal structures [19]. The key
distinction is that p-wave magnetism requires materials
with 77 symmetry, which manifests as a linear energy
dispersion near I'. In our case, 77 is broken, but the
combination [T||C2,T|7] is preserved, resulting in an odd
order parameter and a quadratic dispersion near I', as shown
in the band structures in Fig. 1(a).

III. SPIN SYMMETRY ANALYSIS OF THE

BROKEN-HELICAL PHASE

This more complex magnetic configuration, results in a
smaller non-trivial spin space group, see App. B. Excluding
the translations, the non-trivial spin point group can be
written as



RY = ([B|[3m] + [Cax|6mm — 3m]) x {[EI|E]. [Ca, 1 P]}

(2)
with 6mm = {Ea CBzv C—Bzv Csz 0-627 0227 Mgy My 5 My 7
My, My, m'u”}-
Focusing on RZ, we can identify a similarity between
the first term in parenthesis and the spin point group of
the collinear g-wave altermagnetic phase of Euln,As,, see
App. C. The spin rotation Cs, has an axis orthogonal to
the in-plane spins, analogous to the C5 spin rotation in an
altermagnetic point group [20]. This suggests that both
the S; and Sy spin components will exhibit a g-wave order.
The second term in brackets connects the spin textures in
Sy and Sy, with the symmetry [Co,||P] keeping invariant
a g-wave order for S, while completely suppressing it for
Sy. As aresult, the uv-axes (see top-right inset in Fig.3(b))
exhibits the in-plane g-wave order. Regardless of the choice
of the spin axis, the four spin-degenerate nodal planes of
the g-wave order are protected by the following transposing
mirror SymmetrieS: [022||mv]7 [022|‘mv’]7[c2z||mv”]7 and
[Caz]lm.]. The axes v/, and v”, are defined in App. B.
Finally, similar to the helical order, the symmetry [Ca,||Ca.]
is preserved, indicating that an odd-wave order is expected
for the spin component S,, with a nodal plane at k, = 0.

In Fig. 3, we present the DFT calculations for the broken-
helical order. The 1BZ with four nodal planes of the g-
wave order are illustrated in Fig. 3(b). To visualize the
alternating spin polarization in the energy bands, we select
the path L — T' — m, (L), which intersects one of the nodal
planes. In Fig. 3(a), we see the spin-polarized bands
setting the spin-axis along the conventional zyz axis. We
observe spin splitting reaching up to 60 meV. We also see
antisymmetric spin splittings for the .S, spin component, but
significantly reduced, with values up to 20 meV. Finally,
setting the spin-axis along wv, the Fermi surfaces in Fig
3(c,d) display un-polarized bands for S,, and a g-wave order
for S, which agree with our symmetry analysis.

IV. NON-RELATIVISTIC LINEAR EDELSTEIN
EFFECT

The Edelstein effect refers to the generation of a non-
equilibrium spin density by an applied electric field in non-
centrosymmetric systems. Traditionally, this effect has been
associated with spin-orbit coupling [21-23]. However, recent
studies have demonstrated that a non-relativistic Edelstein
effect can also occur in non-collinear non-centrosymmetric
compounds with an antisymmetric spin texture or coplanar
p-wave magnets [24, 25].

The non-equilibrium spin density can be calculated using
the Kubo linear response formalism, [21, 26]. i.e., ds; =
XijE; with x;; as the response tensor and E; the electric
field. The response tensor can be decomposed into two
components, the 7T-even (intraband) and 7-odd (interband)
contributions [21, 27]. The intraband term is given by

SOC
Xa/2 0

00 O Xa
X" =100 0 Xa/2 Xa O
0 0 xc 0 0 xe

000 0 x» 0
4= (000 —x» 0 0
000 0 00

Helical

00 0 Xa Xb O
Broken Helical x¢"¢" 000 Xo Xa O
00 Xe 0 0 X
000 Xa Xo O
= (o00] =% —%a 0
000 0 0 O

TABLE I. Shape of the T-even and 7-odd response tensor x for
the helical and broken-helical orders expressed as a function of
the lattice vectors, a = aX, b = —a?f{—i—%y, and ¢ = ¢ Z. In the
non-relativistic case, the spin-point group generators are applied
while for the relativistic case, magnetic-point group generators

are employed

even eh dSE A~ ~
Xij = (271.)3 ZRG[(Si)nn(vj)nn] X 5(EEn — EF) ,

T or
3)
with e as the electric charge, Er the n-th energy band

for a given k wave vector, Fr the Fermi energy, 3; the
spin operator, ©; the velocity operator, and I' the spectral
broadening due to disorder.

The interband term is given by

3f
20 — e / (;lT)B S (F — Fr ) H0L(52) (0]
n#m
ey
“ Bz, Br) e Y

with fz =~ as the Fermi distribution function, and n and m
correspond to different bands.

As previously reported, the helical and broken-helical
orders of EulnyAs, exhibit a non-relativistic antisymmetric
spin texture for the S, spin component while simultaneously
breaking P symmetry. As a result, a non-relativistic
Edelstein effect is expected for both configurations. To
begin, we analyze the symmetry imposed shape of the
response tensor x;; under the spin-symmetry generators (see
Table I). In the absence of spin-orbit coupling, only the
intraband contribution along the lattice vector c, x2", is
allowed for both non-collinear orders. This suggests that an
electric field applied along the z direction can generate a
non-equilibrium out-of-plane spin population. When spin-
orbit coupling is introduced, additional in-plane intraband
components are allowed, and the interband contribution
becomes possible.

From the symmetry analysis, we find that only the out-
of-plane intraband contribution is directly linked to the
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FIG. 4. Computed intraband out-of-plane response tensor x5
Calculations with (solid line) and without (dashed line) spin-
orbit coupling of both the helical and broken-helical phases
considering a disorder I' = 0.01 eV.

non-relativistic spin momentum locking. We report this
contribution with and without SOC in Fig. 4. The
helical phase exhibits spin density ds, values larger than
those in the broken helical phase, with yhelical /ybroken ~ 5
within £ = Er £ 0.3 eV, which is consistent with the
fact that the odd-parity spin splittings in both phases
also differ by the same factor. Introducing spin-orbit
coupling does not significantly affect the out-of-plane spin
density values, but it originates in-plane terms with a little
effect compared to the dominant out-of-plane response, see
App. D. The significant difference in the out-of-plane
polarized spin density values between both phases could
serve as a signature for detecting the magnetic transition
via transport measurements, in contrast to other transport
quantities, such as the longitudinal conductivity, which also
shows differences between both phases but to a lesser extent,
see App. E. While the spin density vanishes at the Fermi
level, being a semiconductor material, doping can shift the
Fermi level [28] and induce sizeable values of the Edelstein
reponse.

A final important point with regards to the measurement
of the Edelstein effect, is that its presence — or lack of
presence — will also serve to validate or discard the proposed
amplitude modulated phases in Ref. [13], since both their
A; (P symmetric) and Ay (P7 symmetric) phases would
not have an Edelstein effect.

V. CONCLUSION

We have studied two non-collinear coplanar phases of
EulnyAs,, the helical and broken-helical phases, which were
previously identified through neutron and x-ray scattering.
For each magnetic phase, we have performed a spin

symmetry analysis and confirmed our findings with ab initio
calculations, which showed good agreement between the two
approaches.

Our symmetry analysis predicts an out-of-plane odd-
wave magnetism with a single nodal plane in both phases,
implying the presence of odd-parity spin splittings in each.
Additionally, a current-induced spin density, known as
the Edelstein effect, can occur due to the antisymmetric
spin textures in momentum space, even in the absence of
spin-orbit coupling. Remarkably, our calculations reveal a
distinctive out-of-plane polarized spin density, showing a
larger effect in the helical phase than in the broken helical
phase. Such contrasting differences in this anisotropic
response could serve as an alternative indicator of the
magnetic transition between the two phases. It may
also help differentiate them between the magnetic ground
states recently proposed by Donoway et al. [13] involving
amplitude modulation (phase A; and Aj), which do not
exhibit a linear Edelstein response, even in the presence of
spin-orbit coupling.

Furthermore, we identified a key distinguishing feature
between both phases: the appearance of an in-plane g-
wave magnetism exclusively in the broken helical phase.
This distinctive characteristic offers another signature
to distinguish between the phases using spectroscopic
techniques, and the possibility to explore the interplay
between the g-wave order parameter and the topology of
the axion insulator phase in this material.
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Appendix A: Computational Methods

The electronic band structures were performed within
DFT, using the Vienna ab-initio Simulation Package
(VASP) [29, 30], and the Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof(PBE)
exchange-correlation functional was applied as the
generalized gradient approximation (GGA) [31].  To
capture the non-relativistic effects, both the spin-orbit
coupling and the symmetrization were switched off. A
Hubbard U of 5 eV was included to account for the
localized nature of the Eu 4f orbitals. The Brillouin zone
was sampled with a I'-centered k-point mesh of 13 x 13 x 3,
along with a Gaussian smearing of 0.05 eV, a kinetic energy
cutoff of 250 eV, and a convergence criterion of 1076 eV
were used. The self-consistent calculations were carried
out using constraints in the magnetic moment’s directions
as reported in MAGNDATA[32, 33]. Applying constraints
introduces a penalty energy, which indicates the deviation
from the desired magnetic moments [34]. The penalty
energies achieved for both the helical and broken-helical
orders were 1078 eV.

The spin-polarized energy bands and Fermi surface



plots were generated using PyProcar [35]. Additionally,
we employed the spinspg package [30] to determine the
corresponding spin symmetries. For further data analysis
and post-processing, a tight-binding Hamiltonian was
generated within the projected Wannier functions for Eu
d, f, In s,p, and As p orbitals using the Wannier90 package
[37]. The charge-induced spin density was then calculated
using the Wannierberri package [38] with a finite momentum
k-mesh of 162 x 162 x 12.

Appendix B: Spin space groups
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FIG. 5. Six in-plane axes, {u,u’,u”} (green), and {v,v’,v"}
(violet), where each pair {u,v}, {u’,v'}, and {u”,v"} consists of
orthogonal axes.

The non trivial spin space group of the helical order can
be written as

G = ([ElI3m] + [CaullP-3m] + [Co.|6mm — 3mir] +

[Cour ||P-(6mm—3m)|7] +[C5.]|3m|27] 4+ [Cov ||P-3m|27] +
[Ca.||6mm — 3m|37] + [Coy||P - (6mm — 3m)|37] +
[C.3.||3m|41] + [Cour||P - 3ml|dr] +

[Cugzl6mm — 3m57) + [Cau|IP - (6mm — 3m)[57] ),

with C2{u,u’,u”} and Og{v’vlﬂ]u} representing CQ—fOld
rotations along in-plane axes shown in Fig. 5, and the
translation 7 = (070,%0). The generators of the helical
spin space group are [Ce.||Co|7], [Coz||my|7], [C2y||P], and
[C2.T||T]. The last antiunitary generator arises from the
spin only group of a coplanar system.

The non-trivial spin-space group of the broken-helical
order can be written as

GZ = ([BNI3m] + [Caxl|(6mm — 3m)|37] +

[CaullP - 3mldr] + [Caul [P - (Gmm — 3m)|7])

The broken helical spin space group generators are given
by the set of pairs [CQZHC6Z|3TL [C2z||mv‘37]v [C2v||P|4T]7
and [C2, T|T].

Appendix C: Collinear phase of Euln,As,

The collinear magnetic order of Euln,As, is described
by the nontrivial spin Laue group Rg = [F||3m] +
[C5]16/mmm — 3m], indicating a bulk g-wave altermagnetic
order that enables four spin un-polarized nodal planes.
The opposite spin sub-latices are connected by the spin
symmetries [Ca||my,],[Ca||my ], [Callmyr], and [Ca||m.].
The electronic band structure along the path L—T—m_ (L)
shows quadratic spin splittings around I', as expected for
an even magnetic order.
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FIG. 6. Electronic band structure of the collinear EulnyAs, order
along L — T' — m.(L) path, (a) without and (b) with spin-orbit
coupling. The spin splittings are of non-relativistic origin, with
values reaching up to 100 meV.

Appendix D: Linear Edelstein effect including
spin-orbit coupling
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FIG. 7. Intraband response tensor x;; including spin-
orbit coupling: Calculations for the (a) helical and (b) broken-
helical order with I' = 0.01 eV. All out-of-plane components,
except for x.. are zero, and the in-plane components adhere to
the symmetry constraints outlined in Table I.

As previously discussed, without spin-orbit coupling, the
only term that survives the spin symmetry constraints is



the out-of-plane Edelstein response x... When spin-orbit
coupling is included, an in-plane response emerges for both
the T-even and T-odd contributions. Figure 7 shows the
intraband response x; ; with SOC for both the helical, and
broken-helical order. We see that the in-plane response
terms agree with the symmetry constraints listed in Table I
and are approximately one order of magnitude smaller than
the dominant non-relativistic x,, term.

Appendix E: Disorder-independent ratio

The intraband spin density scales with disorder scattering
as 1/T. To isolate the effects of the disorder, we compute
the ratio between the intraband response tensor x¢2°" and
the longitudinal conductivity S,, defined in Eq. E1. In
Fig. 8(a), we show the longitudinal conductivity S..,
featuring values within the typical range of conductivities
observed in semiconductors. Finally, in Fig 8(b) we plot
the disorder-independent ratio, which highlights a clear
distinction between both phases, with values in the helical
phase four times larger than those in the broken helical
phase.

e? a3k . .
Sig = Th / (2m)3 ;Re[(v‘)nn@j)nn] x 0(Eg, — Er),
(E1)
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FIG. 8. Longitudinal conductivity and disorder-
independent spin density: (a) The longitudinal S..
conductivity in the helical (red solid line) and broken helical
(blue solid line) phases. The dashed lines correspond to
calculations without SOC. (b) The ratio between the intraband
spin density and the longitudinal conductivity, resulting in a
disorder independent quantity.
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