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In this paper we theoretically describe a distinct class of two-dimensional Néel ordered metallic
antiferromagnets on a honeycomb-like lattice in which the two sublattices are connected only by
a combination of time-reversal and mirror symmetry operations. As a result of this symmetry,
conducting fermions have antiferromagnetic spin-splitting consistent with the symmetry, the mirror-
symmetric spin-splitting. It is shown that the anomalous spin Hall effect is expected in such systems.
We also consider a system in which there are no symmetries between the sublattices and obtain
asymmetric spin-splitting. Such systems are expected to have the anomalous Hall effect. Our
theoretical models suggest that conducting fermions in the MnTe antiferromagnet may be described
by either of the obtained spin-splittings, which appear almost as the d−wave symmetric and which
has been recently observed in experiments.

It has been understood that local non-magnetic envi-
ronment of the two sublattices in Néel ordered metallic
antiferromagnets might result in d−, g−, or i− wave sym-
metric spin-splitting of conducting fermions [2–5]. Such
spin-splitting occurs because the two sublattices forming
the Néel order are connected only via spin-reversal and
rotation operations. It has been suggested to call such
spin-splitting of conducting fermions as the altermag-
netism of Néel ordered metallic antiferromagnets [3, 4].
The spin-splitting of conducting fermoins is antiferro-
magnetic, and there is no net magnetization. However, fi-
nite magnetic moment can appear upon addition of spin-
orbit coupling to the altermagnetic structure.

Magnetic moment in antiferromagnetic altermagnets
can be understood as the Dzyaloshinskii’s weak ferro-
magnetism [6], which appears in Néel ordered insulat-
ing antiferromagnets due to the spin-coupling canting the
spins in the Néel order, but with the only difference that
it is now the conducting fermions which are responsible
for the magnetic moment due to the spin-orbit coupling
while the Néel order is intact.

In Ref. [7] the author has proposed a simple micro-
scopic model of d-wave symmetric altermagnetic coupling
of conducting fermions in antiferromagnet with the Néel
order on a two-dimensional square lattice of the checker-
board type. The d-wave symmetric spin-splitting was
shown to be originating due to the interplay of inter-
action of conducting fermions with the Néel order and
their anisotropic second-nearest neighbor hopping. What
was essential in the mechanism is the anisotropic second-
nearest neighbor hopping achieved by the non-magnetic
atoms placed on the square lattice in the checkerboard
pattern. Such non-magnetic atoms reduce fermion hop-
ping across them and might even block it. We point out
that the altermagnetism of conducting fermions in the
scenario of Ref. [7] is a byproduct of the antiferromag-
netic instability of the system.

Here we wish to exploit this idea further and study
Néel ordered antiferromagnet on a honeycomb lattice

with patterns of non-magnetic atoms which block tun-
neling of conducting fermions across them. We deduce
a distinct class of Néel ordered metallic antiferromag-
nets in which the two sublattices are connected only by a
combination of time-reversal and mirror operations. As a
result of the symmetry there is an antiferromagnetic spin-
splitting of the conducting fermions. The spin-splitting
is not of the d−, g−, or i− wave type but rather of a dis-
tinct type which is consistent with the symmetry of the
lattice, we call it as the mirror-symmetric spin-splitting.
Obtained mirror-symmetric spin-splitting of conducting
fermions is antiferromagnetic and in that respect mirror-
symmetric systems are antiferromagnets. Finite mag-
netic moment, just like in altermagnetic antiferromag-
nets, can appear due to the spin-orbit coupling. We
think that such mirror-symmetric spin-splitting has al-
ready been experimentally observed in MnTe antiferro-
magnet [8–10].

In order to see how this mirror-symmetric occurs, let
us study an antiferromagnet on the honeycomb lattice
shown in Fig. (1). We assume that the Néel order is given
and we treat it as non-fluctuating, that there are con-
ducting fermions in the system and they are not affect-
ing the Néel order and only interact with it through site-
dependent exchange interaction. Red and blue atoms are
magnetic and correspond to spin-up (+m) and spin-down
(−m) localized magnetic moments. Fermions have an en-
ergy state only on the red and blue sites. Fermions are of
the s−wave type. The green atom is non-magnetic, and
we assume that fermion state on the green atom doesn’t
overlap with those on the red and blue sites, which means
that fermions don’t hop from red and blue sites to the
green ones. In addition to this, the greem atoms are
assumed to block tunneling of fermions through them.
In general they reduce the tunneling through them, but
for the sake of simplicity we chose the limiting case.
Our results are expected to remain in the general case.
The physical space of fermions is the two sublattices
and two spins, such that the overall spinor structure is
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FIG. 1: Unit cell in the two models consists of two magnetic
sites shown in red and blue and one non-magnetic shown in
green. Red is for +m, blue is for −m. Green atoms are
non-magnetic and we assume there is no energy state for
the conduction fermions on them. In addition, we assume
that green atoms suppress tunneling of conducting fermions
across them. Dashed lines are the only allowed second-nearest
neighbor hopping of fermions. The two (on the left and on
the right) lattices are related by the mirror and time-reversal
operations. A combination of mirror and time-reversal oper-
ations is the symmetry of the system.

Ψ† = (ψ†
R,↑, ψ

†
R,↓, ψ

†
B,↑, ψ

†
B,↓), where R and B stand for

red and blue correspondingly and arrows stand for spin.

The Hamiltonian reads as

ĤA =

[
m · σ + χR;kσz + tR;k ξk − iηkσz

ξ∗k + iη∗kσz −m · σ + χB;kσz + tB;k

]
,

(1)

where ξk = ξ
[
2e

i kx
2
√

3 cos
(

ky

2

)
+ e

−i kx√
3

]
is the first-

nearest neighbor hopping. Second-nearest neighbor hop-
ping, keeping in mind that the green atom doesn’t allow
for hopping of fermions across it, reads as

tR/B;k = t cos (ky) + t cos

(√
3kx
2

)
cos

(
ky
2

)

∓ t sin

(√
3kx
2

)
sin

(
ky
2

)
. (2)

We observe that the hopping is different for spin up and
spin down fermions. This is the origin of the mirror-
symmetric spin-splitting. For the sake of generality we
list possible spin-orbit coupling intrinsic to the lattice.
Lattice structure allows for the first-nearest neighbor

spin-orbit coupling ηk = e
−i kx√

3 . Second nearest neighbor
spin-orbit coupling reads as χR/B;k = (λk ± γk) , where
its isotropic part is

λk = −λ sin

(√
3kx
2

)
cos

(
ky
2

)
, (3)

and its anisotropic part is

γk = λ

[
cos

(√
3kx
2

)
sin

(
ky
2

)
− sin (ky)

]
. (4)

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 T

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

σup

FIG. 2: Left: spectrum of the conduction band in twice the
first Brillouin zone (three pairs of K and K′ points are shown)
for illustration purposes. Blue color corresponds to the spin-
up fermions, yellow to the spin-down. Parameters are ξ = 1,
t = 0.5, m = 3, λ = η = 0. Right: plot of the σ↑ defined
after Eq. (5) as a function of temperature for ξ = 1, t = 0.5,
m = 3, η = 0.4, λ = 0.2 as a function of temperature T for
different values of µ. Blue µ = 4, green µ = 3.7, red µ = 3,
yellow µ = 2, purple µ = 0. All the parameters are in units
of ξ such that ξ = 1
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FIG. 3: Contour plots of the Fermi surface for chosen chem-
ical potential µ. There is no time-reversal and π

2
rotation

symmetry. Blue color corresponds to the spin-up fermions,
yellow to the spin-down. Left: in the vicinity of the K and
K′ points for µ = 2.4. Center: in the vicinity of the Γ point
for µ = 3.5. Left and center are plotted for ξ = 1, t = 0.5,
m = 3, λ = η = 0. Right: direction-dependent spin-orbit
coupling reduces the symmetry to a combination of a mirror
operation in zy plane and time-reversal operation. The con-
tour is plotted for µ = 3.5 and ξ = 1, t = 0.5, m = 3, λ = 0.2,
and η = 0.4.

The anisotropic part of the spin-orbit coupling breaks
accidental mirror symmetry about the zx plane shown in
Fig (1). If the charge of the green atom is the same as the
one on red and blue, then the second-nearest spin-orbit
coupling is mostly suppressed and we can set λ ≈ 0. On
the other hand, if the charge of the green atom is opposite
with the one on the red and blue, the second-nearest
neighbor spin-orbit coupling will be enhanced. This can
be considered as a model of ferroelectric antiferromagnet.

Both spin-orbit coupling terms involve only the σz
component because gradients of the uncompensated
atomic potentials and fermion hopping occurs in the xy
plane. We set the Néel order to be in the z−direction
and plot the spectrum of conducting fermions and their
contour at the Fermi level in Fig. (2) and equal energy
contour plots in Fig. (3). The left and center plots in
Fig. (3) are plotted for zero spin-orbit coupling. We
observe that combinations of time-reversal opeartion to-
gether with the mirror not only in zx plane but also in zy
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plane are the symmetry of the lattice for zero spin-orbit
coupling. A symmetry under the combination of time-
reversal and mirror in zx plane operation is accidental.
Indeed, a lattice on the right in Fig. (1), obtained from
the left one by the time-reversal and mirror in zx plane
operations, has the same second-nearest neighbor hop-
pings for spin-up and spin-down fermions as the one on
the left. Addition of spin-orbit coupling breaks this ac-
cidental symmetry as can be see in the right plot of Fig.
(3). Also none of the spin-orbit coupling breaks the sym-
metry of time-reversal and mirror in the zy plane.
It is expected that the model will show the analog of

the d−wave Hall effect [11], d−wave linear magnetocon-
ductivity [11], or of the d−wave anomalous Hall effect in
a three dimensional generalization of the model provided
certain spin-orbit coupling is present and the Néel order
is set to the xy plane [2]. These effects will have four zeros
just like in the d−wave spin-splitting case. Since the or-
bital magnetization has the same structure as the Hall ef-
fect, it is expected that it will have the mirror-symmetric
structure with four zeros as well. We think such or-
bital magnetization has already been experimentally ob-
served in MnTe antiferromagnet [9]. There, instead of
the expected for the MnTe antiferromagnet g−wave spin-
splitting with a characteristic 2π

3 periodicity [8], a π
2 pe-

riodicity (d−wave order) of the magnetization has been
observed [9]. We note that the mirror-symmetric spin-
splitting appears to be looking like the d−wave spin-
splitting. The d−wave symmetric spin-splitting in MnTe
may be originating due to either spin-orbit coupling or
strain [10]. In [10] it has been claimed that the spin-
orbit gives a rather small splitting. In [9] experiments
the samples are not strained. Thus our theory suggests
that mirror-symmetric spin-splitting shown in Fig. (3)
may be relevant to MnTe. Hence spin-splitter effect [12]
is expected in MnTe.

The model Eq. (1) will also show anomalous spin Hall
effect when the Néel order is in the z−direction. The
anomalous Hall effect is absent in the system, but pass-
ing a spin-polarized electric current through the system
will generate transverse to the current voltage drop with
spin projection defining the sign of the voltage drop. The
anomalous Hall effect for spin σ =↑, ↓ is defined by a cur-
rent of spin-up/down fermions which flows in the trans-
verse direction to the electric field E,

jσ = e2

[∫
BZ

dk

VBZ

∑
n=±

Ωσ
k;nF(ϵk;n;s)

]
×E, (5)

where e is the electron’s charge, n = ± is the band
index denoting conduction (plotted in Fig. (2)) and
valence bands correspondingly, Ωσ

k;n = Ωσ
k;n;sez is the

Berry curvature of the ϵk;n;σ energy band of the Eq. (1),

F(ϵ) = (e
ϵ−µ
T +1)−1 is the Fermi-Dirac distribution func-

tion and VBZ is the volume of the Brillouin zone. We plot
σ↑ ≡ j↑x/(e

2Ey) in the right of Fig. (2) as a function of
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FIG. 4: All the details are the same as in Fig. (1) with
the only difference that the green atom in the unit cell was
replaced to a position such that there is no symmetry between
the sublattices. The two systems (on the right and on the
left) are related by a mirror in zy plane and time-reversal
operations. The two systems have a different structure in the
second-nearest neighbor hopping.
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FIG. 5: Left: spectrum of the conduction band in twice the
first Brillouin zone (three pairs of K and K′ points are shown)
for illustration purposes. Blue color corresponds to the spin-
up fermions, yellow to the spin-down. Parameters are ξ = 1,
t = 0.5, m = 3, λ = η = 0 in units of ξ such that ξ = 1. Right:
plot of the anomalous Hall conductivity for ξ = 1, t = 0.5,
m = 3, η = 0.4, and λ = 0.2 for blue µ = 4, green µ = 3.7,
red µ = 3, yellow µ = 2, purple µ = 0.

temperature T for different Fermi levels µ. We checked
that j↓x = −j↑x.
It is instructive to study a model in which all symme-

tries between the sublattices are broken by the position
of the green atom. For that let us place the green atom as
shown in Fig. (4). Again, the green atom blocks the tun-
neling across it and in addition it may result in spin-orbit
coupling. The Hamiltonian of the model is

ĤB =

[
m · σ + χR;kσz + tR;k ξk + ηkσz

ξ∗k + η∗kσz −m · σ + χB;kσz + tB;k

]
,

(6)

where ξk is the same as in the model Eq. (1), while
second-nearest neighbor hopping structure reads as

tR;k = 2t cos

(√
3kx
2

)
cos

(
ky
2

)
,

tB;k = t cos (ky) . (7)

The lattice allows for the first-nearest neighbor spin-

orbit coupling ηk = 2ηe
i kx
2
√

3 sin
(

ky

2

)
. The second-

nearest neighbor spin-orbit coupling has the same prop-
erty as in the previous model. It is again defined as
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FIG. 6: Contour plots of the Fermi surface for chosen chemical
potential µ. The two Fermi surfaces are not related to each
other by any symmetry operation. Blue color corresponds
to the spin-up fermions, yellow to the spin-down. Both are
plotted for ξ = 1, t = 0.5, m = 3, λ = η = 0. Left is for
µ = 3, center is for µ = 3.7, and right is for µ = 4.3. All
parameters are in units of ξ. The two Fermi surfaces can’t be
connected by any symmetry operation.

χR/B;k = (λk ± γk) , where

λk = λ sin

(√
3kx
2

)
cos

(
ky
2

)
− λ

2
sin(ky), (8)

and its anisotropic part is

γk = λ sin

(√
3kx
2

)
cos

(
ky
2

)
+
λ

2
sin(ky). (9)

Just like in the previous model λ ≈ 0 if the charges of
green and magnetic atoms are of the same sign. In the
opposite case, the spin-orbit coupling is enhanced. We
set the Néel order to be in the z−direction. The spectrum
is plotted in Fig. (5) and its equal energy contours in Fig.
(6). It is clear that spin-up fermions can’t be connected
with the spin-down by any symmetry operation.

In Ref. [7] it has been suggested that the charge-
density wave order together with the Néel may result
in Zeeman-like spin-splitting of conducting fermions and
as a result there may be the anomalous Hall effect in the
system upon addition of the spin-orbit coupling. This is
the consequence of the broken symmetries between the
two sublattices. In the model Eq. (6) all symmetries be-
tween the two sublattices are broken by the non-magnetic
green atom. This allows for the anomalous Hall effect in
the system. The anomalous Hall conductivity is shown
to be non-zero only for t ̸= 0, η ̸= 0 or λ ̸= 0. We plot
σAHE ≡

(
j↑x + j↓x

)
/Ey in the right of Fig. (4). Just like

in Ref. [7] the magnitude of the conductivity is small.
There is no need for the Rashba spin-orbit coupling for
the anomalous Hall effect in this system, but there are
effects due to its interplay with the spin-splitting [7] or
with the spin-splitting and the Zeeman magnetic field
[11]. We note that just like in the model Eq. (1) the spin-
splitting shown in Fig. (6) is almost d−wave symmetric
in a sense there are four zeros of the splitting. Materi-
als with the mirror-symmetric spin-splitting shown in Fig
(3) or asymmetric spin-splitting shown in Fig (6) may be
relevant to spintronics as devices with the spin-splitter
effect [12].

To conclude we have identified a distinct class of an-
tiferromagnets with mirror-symmetric spin-splitting of
conducting fermions. We have also studied its broken
mirror symmetry phase. There is an experimental evi-
dence [9] that the studied here model systems may be
relevant to the MnTe antiferromagnet.
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