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We develop a mesoscale transport theory for the charge and spin degrees of freedom of itinerant
carriers in a d-wave altermagnet. Our effective Lagrangian description is built upon the slave-boson
formulation of the microscopic ¢t — J model. We obtain a spin-polarized diffusive contribution to the
effective Hamiltonian, with no counterpart in conventional antiferromagnetism and parametrized by
the spin splitting, that is responsible for the so-called spin-splitter effect in d-wave altermagnets.
We also elucidate the spin-transfer response of the itinerant fluid as well as the spin pumping into
the altermagnet, which show previously unidentified combinations of the charge current and spatial
partial derivatives (namely, {j5,0,} and {j;,0.}). The emergent spin-transfer physics in d-wave
altermagnets opens up new possibilities for the dynamics of spin textures, such as the domain-wall
motion driven by transverse charge currents. We also consider the effect of elastic distortions in the

aforementioned transport properties.

I. INTRODUCTION

The recent years have witnessed the emergence of alter-
magnetism, a novel magnetic phase of matter character-
ized by a vanishing net magnetization and the opposite-
spin sublattices being connected only by crystal rota-
tions (possibly combined with a translation or inver-
sion operation)™. The resultant electronic band struc-
ture exhibits time reversal-symmetry-broken momentum-
dependent spin splittings with alternating sign as well as
anisotropic even-parity (d-, g- or i-)wave spin-split isoen-
ergy surfaces. Manifestations of these unconventional
properties are the crystal Hall effect®® the anomalous
Nernst effect in compensated organic magnets™?, the dis-
covery of anisotropic exchanges leading to chiral splitting
magnon bands™ and the experimental evidence of the
spin splitting in altermagnetsi? 20 to name a few. Al-
termagnets also combine the most prominent features of
ferro- and antiferromagnets®, making them promising ac-
tive elements in future spintronic, spin caloritronic, ultra-
fast optical, multiferroic and neuromorphic applications®.
In this regard, d-wave altermagnets have gathered much
interest due to their promising transport properties, epit-
omized by the spin-splitter effect?l’22: for instance, the
generation of unconventional spin currents with d-wave
symmetry enables both giant and tunnel magnetoresis-
tance effects to reach 100% scale?®24 which makes this
class of altermagnets potentially very valuable from the
technological standpoint.

Most of the insight into altermagnetism has hitherto
been gained by exploring its physical properties within
the band-structure approach. From a mesoscopic stand-
point, however, the physics of altermagnets remains
largely unexplored. Its understanding can be useful to
control and manipulate the stability and dynamics of the
emergent (topological) spin textures. For instance, we
note the recent successful efforts made in order to build
a continuum theory for the exchange interactions in a

d-wave altermagnet, from which the stability of domain
walls and skyrmions was concluded?229,

In this work, we investigate the mesoscale transport
of spin and charge in a d-wave altermagnetic conductor,
with special emphasis on the spin-transfer response of the
itinerant fluid as well as the spin-pumping currents gen-
erated by the dynamics of spin textures in the magnetic
background. We construct an effective Lagrangian for
the itinerant carriers based upon the microscopic t — J
model for conduction electrons, which is well-known to
faithfully describe the electron physics in strongly corre-
lated systems. Remarkably, our formalism predicts the
appearance of a spin-polarized diffusive term in the long-
wavelength Hamiltonian for itinerant carriers; the cor-
responding spin-polarized mass tensor exhibits nontriv-
ial off-diagonal elements with polarization parallel to the
Néel order that are parametrized by the d-wave alter-
magnetic spin splitting. These nonzero off-diagonal ele-
ments, not present in conventional antiferromagnets, are
responsible for the characteristic intertwinement between
charge and spin currents in d-wave altermagnets, which
underpins the spin-splitter effect, namely the generation
of transverse time reversal-symmetry-odd nonrelativistic
spin-polarized currents?l.

Our effective transport theory also describes the spin-
transfer physics of the magnetic system. We have ob-
tained a phenomenological expression for the altermag-
netic contribution to the spin-transfer torque, T;?,J%T =
nrL [JE0y + jo0z|n + 12ln X [0, + j0,|n, where the
phenomenological constants npr, and npr, denote the re-
active and dissipative projections of the torque, respec-
tively, and are proportional to the d-wave spin splitting.
Here, n denotes the Néel order parametrizing the mag-
netic phase. We remark i) the distinctive (transverse)
combination jgdy + jyO0, of the charge current and par-
tial derivatives, which is present in d-wave altermagnetic
platforms only, and i) the presence of a fieldlike contribu-
tion to the spin-transfer torque linear with the Néel order,



which is forbidden in bipartite antiferromagnets. A simi-
lar transverse behavior is also obtained for the (Onsager-
reciprocal) spin-pumping current, which differs from the
isotropic dependence expected in conventional antiferro-
magnetism. This exotic nature of the spin-transfer re-
sponse has a significant impact on the dynamics of al-
termagnetic spin textures, such as topological solitons:
for instance, charge currents injected transversally to the
normal of a domain wall are expected to trigger its dy-
namics, contrary to the bipartite antiferromagnetic case.

The manuscript is organized as follows. In Section
we introduce and discuss the effective Lagrangian em-
bodying our transport theory for itinerant carriers in
the altermagnetic medium, whereas in Sec. [[II] we de-
velop the transport equations for the itinerant charge
and spin degrees of freedom, along with the constitu-
tive equations for the corresponding currents. We devote
Sec. [[V] to the study of the unconventional spin-transfer
and spin-pumping physics in d-wave altermagnets and
Sec. [M] to the discussion of the effect of elastic defor-
mations on the altermagnetic features of itinerant trans-
port. We discuss our findings in Sec. [VI and, in the Ap-
pendices, we include the microscopic derivations of our
long-wavelength Lagrangian as well as some intermediate
identities/derivations.

II. EFFECTIVE THEORY OF ITINERANT
TRANSPORT

We describe the physics of itinerant electrons in the
altermagnetic medium by means of the single-band doped
t — J model, whose microscopic Hamiltonian reads

H= Z tz‘jCI,gcj,a + Z Jijsi®s;. (1)

(i-d). (i.d)

The tight-binding term, which describes the electron
kinematics within the lattice, and the spin-exchange term
are parametrized by the hopping matrix elements ¢;; and
the exchange coupling constants J;; between the lattice
sites {1, j}, respectively. The spin operators are defined
as s; = géi’aﬂ,(,/éi,g/, where ¢ =7, denotes the pro-
jection onto the quantization axis of the itinerant spin-3
degree of freedom, and c¢; , is the electron annihilation
operator at the i-th site for the spin projection 0. We
note that, in our notation, bold and ~ represent vectors
in the spin and real spaces, respectively, whereas  and X
denote the scalar and vector products in the spin space,
respectively. In what follows, we consider the scenario
where the itinerant electrons are embedded into (and flow
within) a magnetic background that consists of localized
spins interacting via exchange. Furthermore, the rota-
tional symmetry is spontaneously broken in the localized

spin sector by the presence of the Néel order n, which
describes the spin orientation of the ordered phase.

Our effective theory for itinerant carriers in a collinear
d-wave altermagnetic conductor will be built upon the
continuum limit of the tight-binding Hamiltonian
and the (path-integral) kinetic Lagrangian , which
are obtained within the spin-rotation invariant slave-
boson framework?7B% see Appendix for a detailed
derivation. We note in passing that the spinon degree
of freedom parametrizing the itinerant electron in the
slave-boson representation adjusts to the sublattice spin
densities describing the localized spin background adi-
abatically, as if Jsq — o0 in a s — d model descrip-
tion of the spin (itinerant+localized) system. We con-
sider long-wavelength expansions around a set of refer-
ence lattice sites of the order-parameter fields describing
both the itinerant fluid and the localized spins, namely
the holon spinor field ¥ and the sublattice spin densi-
ties 84 and 8B, respectively. Alternatively, we will de-
scribe the localized spins via the macroscopic spin density
m = $[S4+Sp] and the Néel order n = $[S4—Sp]. We
note that the spinor field ¥, which describes the itiner-
ant charge degree of freedom, is not smooth in the long-
wavelength regime (in contrast to the sublattice spin den-
sities), since it exhibits an oscillatory behavior at short
length scales, characterized by the set {E,,}l, of wavevec-
tors corresponding to the minima of the energy bands.
Therefore, in the low-energy long-wavelength limit, we
can expand the holon spinor in the following Bloch-type
form:

()~ DT (), @

where {¥,}, are smooth spinor fields over mesoscopic
length scales and indexed as well by a wvalley index. It
is worth remarking that, in the forthcoming calculations,
we will focus on those terms in the effective Lagrangian
that are diagonal on the valley indices, since off-diagonal
terms will always contribute at the subleading order3L.

The kinetic Lagrangian, rooted in the microscopic
path-integral term g ZLU [é;aﬁoéi’a—ﬁoéjﬁcaa] (g =it
denotes the Wick-rotated time coordinate), is not only di-
agonal in the valley index, but also independent of it, see
Eq. . The low-energy long-wavelength expansion of
the tight-binding term is valley dependent, and its
general expression will be given and discussed in detail
in Appendix [A2] along with its microscopic derivation
for the rutile crystal structure. We will focus hereafter
on the valley taking place at the I'-point of the Brillouin
zone, see Fig. d)7 which offers the most compact ex-
pression for our effective theory without compromising
the ensuing physics. The effective Euclidean Lagrangian
for holons around the I'-point reads
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FIG. 1: (a) Rutile unit cell and tight-binding constants of the model. Turquoise and fuchsia spheres correspond to magnetic
atoms (MAs) belonging to sublattices—A and — B, respectively. Red spheres depict the nonmagnetic atoms (NMAs) of the
crystal structure. The magnetic unit cell, contoured in grey, consists of two atoms belonging to different magnetic sublattices.
t4P denotes the interlattice hopping matrix element, whereas to, ., t,t' parametrize the intralattice hopping of electrons. (b)
Isosurfaces of the z-projections S (turquoise) and SZ (fuchsia) of the sublattice spin densities centered at the magnetic
lattice sites. These opposite-sign isosurfaces are strongly anisotropic, and cannot be mapped into each other by translations or
inversions, contrary to the case of conventional antiferromagnets. In particular, due to the d-wave character of the altermagnet,
the isosurfaces associated to different magnetic sublattices are connected via the spin-group symmetry element [02||C4|T],
which, in our model, is embodied in the interchange AA (t,t') <+ BB (',t) of intralattice tight-binding constants. Arrows
depict the net volume-averaged spin at the lattice site. (c) First Brillouin zone of the rutile crystal structure and its high-
symmetry points and lines. (d) Band structure generated by the values to = —0.2,t, = —0.3,t = —0.5,¢' = —0.1 and t*® =0
(in eV) of the tight-binding constants in the Hubbard model . The electronic bands exhibit opposite spin polarizations (as
indicated by the same color code of panel (b)) and the band minimum occurs at the I'-point for this choice of hopping matrix
elements.
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We note that this continuum theory can also be built upon symmetry grounds and has been expanded up to



second order in the macroscopic spin density and the
partial derivatives of the Fermi field and the Néel order.
Furthermore, we have disregarded in the above equation
the valley subindex I' for the sake of notational simplic-
ity. Here, [M '] and [(M*)~'] denote an effective mass
tensor and an effective spin-polarized mass tensor for the
conduction band, respectively, A are the spatial com-
ponents of the emergent spin-textured gauge field, and
k = x,y, z runs over spatial indices.

There is a clear physical interpretation of the differ-
ent terms arising in the effective Hamiltonian : from
left to right, the first one has an electrostatic origin,
since it couples the carrier density p = UTW¥ to an emer-
gent spin-textured electric potential ®(m,n) = gm? +
g3 0,med,n+g7? (ﬁwn) 2 +gptM (&Cmoayn—i—aym-@ggn) .
The second term, embodying a Zeeman-like coupling
for the itinerant spin density s = g\IJTT\If, is responsi-
ble for the precessional spin dynamics of the itinerant
charge fluid. The corresponding spin precession vector
w(im,n) = gin X on + gi'm + g4Md,,n presents a
(dynamical) Coriolis-type contribution proportional to
the order-parameter angular velocity, which originates
in the fact that the itinerant charge flows in a rotat-
ing spin frame of reference adjusted to the localized spin
background. The other two contributions have a spin-
exchange origin and are proportional to the total back-
ground magnetization and the second order derivative of
the Néel order. The third term is the usual kinetic term
parametrized by the effective mass tensor [M 71} of the
carriers, which is responsible for the diffusive contribu-
tions to both charge and spin currents. The fourth term
describes a spin-polarized diffusion of the itinerant carri-
ers, which is parametrized by an effective spin-polarized
mass tensor [(M®)~!]. The fifth term describes an emer-
gent coupling between the itinerant spin current and the
emergent non-Abelian gauge fields

Az =gy nXom + gtMmXoyn, (4)
Ay =97 nXon+ gtMmXo,mn,
Az =ginXon.

Remarkably, as we will show and discuss in the next
sections, this last term captures the essential features
of the spin-transfer physics observed in collinear alter-
magnetic platforms, since the motion of the itinerant
charge fluid favors a twist of the order parameter and
viceversa®®., Furthermore, this coupling is also respon-
sible for the topological Hall response of the magnetic
medium. The effective mass tensor is diagonal and takes
the form [M~'] = diag(mﬁ17mr,m;1) for the rutile
crystal structure. On the contrary, the spin-polarized
mass tensor exhibits nonzero off-diagonal elements within
the xy plane:

—o=m = n 0
I oy
()= | Zm —mem 0| ()
0 0 —Llm

poo
Its diagonal elements are proportional to the macro-
scopic spin density of the magnet and, therefore, will
contribute at the subleading order to the holon conduc-
tion. However, its nonzero off-diagonal elements, being
parametrized by the Néel order, will contribute at the
leading order. The explicit expression of the phenomeno-
logical constants go’s, g1’s, g2’s, ga’s, m, m., mﬁ, m;
and mg, in terms of the microscopic parameters of the
rutile model will be provided in the Appendix As
we will show in the next Sections, these off-diagonal el-
ements will be responsible for the spin-splitter effect in
d-wave altermagnets.

III. HYDRODYNAMIC THEORY AND THE
SPIN-SPLITTER EFFECT

Transport equations for the itinerant charge and spin
degrees of freedom can be obtained by exploiting the
hydrodynamic properties of nonrelativistic SU(2) Yang-
Mills theories®”. Our starting point are the saddle-point
equations for the Fermi field and its complex conjugate:

0L 2

(le = 29000V + go(m e 7)oV + go0o(m e TY) + OV + (w e T)V — 2%5‘04([;@]@53[3‘1’) (6)
B 27‘%80([255 * T]aﬁaﬁ\l/) + (A *T)00V 4100 (Ao » TY) =0,

0oL

;flfﬁ = 29000 %" — g4 (¥'m e 1) — g0 W' (m o 7) + QU 4+ WH(w e 1)

~ 2050 57 * 7]

which, via the linear combination WEq. @ — Eq. \II,
yield the following hydrodynamic equation for the prob-

20005 (000 [ 357] ) (7)

) = i(Aa * 00 V7)) — 0, (Ao e ¥iT) =0,

[
ability density:

0up+ Oajo = — 22280, [m » 5], (8)



Here, the spatial components of the probability current

J

are given by

B 2 h
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where we have omitted diffusive terms linear with the
total magnetization, which contribute at the subleading
order. We note the presence of a source term in the right-
hand side of Eq. , rooted in the time evolution of total
magnetization vector projected onto the itinerant spin
density. It can be disregarded in the case of altermagnets
since the macroscopic spin density represents a secondary

J

08 + OpJy =

90

— Ao X (10, VT 57U — 0T 270, W)

This dynamical equation must be complemented with the

J

h2 h
J, = (10, V170 — iVI70, V) — —p A, +
4mH 290
g, = (10, 01T — iTTr9, V) — ipﬂ +
Y 4m\| Y Y 290 Y
[ . h
J, = (z@Z\I/ TV — W Tc')z\I/) ——pA,.
m; 290

Once again, we have omitted diffusive terms linear with
the total magnetization, which contribute at the sub-
leading order. We note the presence of source terms in
Eq. (10}, which act as magnetic torques on the itiner-
ant spins: the first term embodies the time variation of
an adiabatically-generated itinerant spin density, under-
stood as the spin density corresponding to the itinerant
carriers if those followed the (background) total mag-
netization adiabatically. The second magnetic torque
emerges from the coupling between the macroscopic spin
density and the real-timelike spin current. The third

— %9, [4mp] + Lm X (10,07 Lr U — W Lrd¥) + LwX s+ {

(

order parameter of negligible magnitude in the regime of
low-frequency dynamics and moderate external magnetic
fields. Therefore, Eq. yields the continuity equation
for the itinerant charge.

The transport equation for the itinerant spin density is
obtained by combining the above saddle-point equations
in the form (\IIT%T)Eq. @ — Eq. @(gr \I/), and reads

]\Z} ﬂx(aaqﬁgraﬁ\p) (10)

(

following constitutive relations for the spin current:

ho[h . .
B, {27;(@61,\1/*\1/ —i019,T) + n X ays} : (11)
ho [ho e
- fn(z&cllf ¥ — v az\p) +nXa,.s|,
Qm;y 2

term describes the usual spin precession under the action
of the effective (magnetic) field w. The fourth magnetic
torque stems from the spin-filtering diffusive term in the
effective Lagrangian and, last but not least, the fifth
term originates in the aforementioned coupling between
the non-Abelian gauge field and the spatial components
of the itinerant spin current.

Remarkably, in altermagnetic platforms the dynam-
ics of both itinerant charge and spin densities are in-
tertwined: more specifically, the spin-filtering diffusive
term of the effective Euclidean Lagrangian couples both



charge and spin currents in the aforementioned consti-
tutive equations. This charge current-spin current cou-
pling is parametrized by the spin-polarized effective mass
my, and, as we will show next, is responsible for the
spin-splitter effect observed in d-wave altermagnets such
as Ru092%?: we will assume in what follows a uniform
magnetic background (order parameter) as well as a uni-
form itinerant spin density, so that we can solely focus on
the interplay between the diffusive contributions to both
charge and spin currents. By combining the expressions
for the x and y components of Eqgs. @[) and , we
obtain the compact expression
o : m ho
J, = m@(z(’)@\IﬁT\P — Z\I/TTaa‘ll) + m;y 0'$|a5§'nj@,
(12)
where # =1 — (m)/m},)? n[n ] is a spin-space projec-
tor operator, o, 8 = x,y and o, is the Pauli z matrix.
Therefore, the in-plane components of the spin current
split into two contributions: the first one (up to the pro-
jection ) is given by the usual quantum-mechanical dif-
fusive term for the spin current, so that it represents
its 4sotropic contribution. The second one, however, is
polarized along the direction of the Néel order and is
driven by the transverse component of the charge cur-
rent, therefore representing the d-wave contribution to
the spin current.

Further insight into the ensuing transport physics can
be gained by studying thoroughly the first diffusive term.
We note here that, in the scenario where altermag-
netism is switched off (namely, ¢t = t'), the magnetic
system becomes a conventional bipartite antiferromag-
net. Therefore, Eq. (12) should reduce to the well-
known expression for the spin-current flowing within an
antiferromagnetic conductor in the limit 1/m3, — 0.
Let n = s(sinf cos ¢, sinfsin ¢, cosd) be the spherical
parametrization of the s-wave projection of the Néel or-
der. Then, the s-wave projection of the macroscopic
spin density can be cast as m = my(—sin¢, cos ¢, 0) +
mg(— cos f cos ¢, — cosOsin ¢, sinf) = my + my, where
mg, Mg are real parameters. Note that, by definition,
men = 0. The itinerant (holon) fluid is in a mixed en-
semble described by the density matrix p = p¢|\11¢> <\Il¢}+
pg’\I/9><\PQ|, with pure states given by

—je P\ .
U, = m¢< Zel >eza¢’ (13)

2

v, [me e~ cos§ +e “sing pias
0 2 sin 5 — cos % '

We note that the holon wave phases a4, satisfy the

saddle point equation @ for a uniform magnetic back-
ground. By introducing the current operators 51 = mi”ﬁ

(probability) and J, = %Ul%‘r + %le] (spin), we obtain

the following expression for the first term in Eq. :

J = Tr[ﬁjz] = p¢<‘1’¢’jl\‘1’¢> +P9<‘1’e\jz\%> (14)

hZ

[p¢m¢ (iﬁa’;a,ﬁ — iazﬁaqb)
+ pemyg (iﬁazag — iaéﬁag)] ,

where we have accounted for the fact that ® = 1 in
this case since m L mgyg. In the absence of external
magnetic fields and spin-orbit interactions, the localized
spin background is magnetically compensated, namely
mg = mg = 0. As a result, the above two contributions
to the isotropic spin current, which are polarized along
the my and my directions, respectively, vanish identi-
cally. We can therefore conclude that the total spin cur-
rent flowing within the altermagnetic conductor reads

@)= @)) w

By assuming that the electric conductivity tensor in
the nonrelativistic regime is isotropic in the zy plane32,
ej = UE, with F being the driving electric field, the

spin conductivity tensor is off-diagonal with components

s =9 — Migh ich i - -
Toy = ¢Oay = 1z V5:m, which is the real-space real

ization of the Spin—;plitter effect. It is worth remarking
again that, when altermagnetism is switched off (namely,
t =1t'), we obtain J =0. The absence/vanishing of spin
currents is what one would expect in the antiferromag-
netic scenario in the absence of spin-orbit interactions.

IV. SPIN-TRANSFER AND SPIN-PUMPING
PHYSICS

A. Spin-transfer torques

We proceed next to elucidate the response, at the
mean-field level, of the itinerant charge fluid to the
presence of a magnetic background. We note that the
thermodynamic description of the itinerant carriers is
achieved by means of the thermodynamic variables {p, s}
and their conjugated thermodynamic fluxes {5, J }. With
account of the identity , the Hamiltonian term of the
Euclidean Lagrangian can be recast as the free energy



2m,

&it[¥,n,m| = /dr <I>p+hw-s—

+W{%(”°ﬂd(n°¢7n)+
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The lattice of localized spins is described by the fol-
lowing minimal energy model for a d-wave altermagnet,

8a—wavelm, m] = / A7 |32 4 A0 o On + Ay o

(Vayn)? + Anaso(@em « dyn + dym « &;n)}, where Yo
and Ao, Azy0,Aam,o are the bare spin susceptibility
and spin stiffness constants of the magnet, respectively=*
The total free energy of the collinear altermagnetic con-
ductor results from the addition of these two contribu-
tions, (¥, n, m] = &y [¥, n, m| + Ei—wave[n, m]. In par-
ticular, the interaction with the itinerant degrees of free-
dom yields, through the electrostatic potential term, the
renormalization of the phenomenological constants of the
minimal energy model for d-wave altermagnets:

1
% +2¢97"p, A.=A.o+9gip, (17)

1
X

Apy = Apyo+3d1Yp, Aan = Aamo + g0 Mp.

(3.0 7+ Lpa?) - 21
g%(nOﬂH)Q})—i-

S [oelslio + 5 A0 5) (ne A + 2V0! [ 1] Vo

{m'(7), &sr} =/dF’ {{m (o ()} 5L

— ST (B A+ Lo 22 (16)
K=,y
2m
hmgu Z |:(73L-|,.ilgk/7,.i ° (nxaﬁs)}
K,f=2,y
A2 + 2%6\@ {211\/215} VU

The reactive (fieldlike) spin torque acting upon the
localized magnetic background of a d-wave altermag-
net can be obtained via the Poisson-Liouville dynamical
equation gym = {m, 8} within the Hamilton symplec-
tic framework, where {-,-} denotes the Poisson brackets
of the system. We will focus hereafter on the coupling
term &gt = —4;;” [Jy e Ay + Jy ¢ Ay] in the energy
functional, which is the one describing/responsible for
the altermagnetic spin-transfer response of the itinerant
fluid. The Poisson bracket structure describing the local-
ized magnetic background is given by {mi(F) mi (')} =
€ijem™(F)S(F —7"), {m'(7),n? (F')} = €;jen”™(F)S(F — )
and {n (7),nd (7 } =0, Whereas the functional deriva-
tives of &g w1th respect to m and n can be found in
the Appendix [B] The combination of all these identities
leads to the following expression for the reactive magnetic
torque in terms of the injected spin current:

(5E~JST 0&sT

) ?

+ {m*(7), (7 *’}(S (18)

= s ﬂm%mmzamm+“W4uwmmm%manm+“W4mwmmmmm

4mug4

n! (70 [Tin') (7) +
' (7)0 4| ko O [inmq (7),
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With account of the spin-splitter relation Jj
2Lt oy|keds, see Eq. (), the above contributions

to the reactive magnetic torque simplify to

2 P
om = dmj g3¥s?

- s
ms,

3¢ 720y + Jy0s|n (19)
where we have disregarded those terms in Eq. that 7)
depend on derivatives of the total magnetization and 1)
are quadratic in the spin splitting oc ¢ — ¢ (via g™ and
1/m;,,). We note that the dissipative (antidamping-like)
contribution to the spin-transfer torque can be obtained
by applying the usual phenomenological arguments; in

()0 [Tin] (7) —

4mug4 nl(

(7

)0 o O [TEm0

particular, it must be transversal to the fieldlike one.
Therefore, we conclude that the altermagnetic contribu-
tions to the spin-transfer torques in d-wave altermagnets
can be cast as

ﬁ%ﬁ%m%%+ﬁ%n+%mxm%+ﬁ@%)
20
We remark that, contrary to the case of bipartite anti-
ferromagnets, the fieldlike component of the spin-
transfer torque is allowed by symmetry considerations:
the local (nonmagnetic) environment of the magnetic
atoms is microscopically distinct for each magnetic sub-
lattice, see Fig. a), which breaks the sublattice sym-



metry n — —n. In our tight-binding description, this
is captured by the interchange t <> ¢’ of hopping matrix
elements between both sublattices.

The Hamilton symplectic framework is also well suited
to derive the current-induced reactive torque acting upon

J

o’ () = {ni(7), s} = /df’ {{ni(f'),mj(r”')}(smj(m + O T 5 |

4my gi™

Am?2 AM .2 - - .
= ml‘! g4h25 2%(]6 ) v)”l(m-

It is worth noting that, since this expression is quadratic
in the spin splitting (due to the ratio gi™/ms,), the
effect of this spin-transfer torque on the Néel order is
reduced relative to Eq. in the weak regime t' —t <
to+t+t —t2B where it will be in general disregarded.
Furthermore, this same expression also exhibits the usual
isotropic (in the spatial indices) coupling between the

applied charge current and the differential operator ﬁ,

akin to the bipartite antiferromagnetic caseé®®.

B. Spin pumping

We discuss in this subsection the charge current gen-
erated within the bulk of a d-wave altermagnet by the
dynamics of a spin texture present in the localized mag-
netic background. This pumping of spin current into
the itinerant fluid is a reciprocal process (in the Onsager
sense) to the induction of spin-transfer torques acting
on the localized spin degrees of freedom by the flow of
a charge current. We start by noting that the Landau-
Lifshitz-Gilbert (LLG) system of equations for a d-wave
altermagnet have the following general form:

omn=nX fo, + Tn, (22)
oym + %nXg@tn:mem+ann+Tm,
where f, = —58‘1(;% is the thermodynamic force associ-

ated with the thermodynamic variable x (= m,n), and
T, denote the magnetic torque acting upon x resultant
from the interaction with other degrees of freedom (which
includes, in particular, the spin-transfer torque). Here,
s and « are the saturation spin density and the Gilbert
dissipation tensor of the magnet, respectively. The lat-
ter arises from the choice R[m,n| = %aijamiatnj for
the leading contribution to the Rayleigh dissipation func-
tional.

Thermodynamic fluxes and forces are related via the

12 (n'Jn)(F)aﬂﬂhaaUni(W)’

the Néel order of a d-wave altermagnet. The correspond-
ing Poisson-Liouville dynamical equation reads d;n =
{n, EST} and, with account of the aforementioned Pois-
son bracket structure describing the localized magnetic
background and the spin-splitter relation, we obtain

(5851‘ 5(gST

following Onsager matrix for the spin and charge sectors:

()= (e 50 (). e
J L9 E
where - x - denotes a linear-response coefficient inconse-
quential for our discussion. From Eq. for the alter-
magnetic spin-transfer torque, we can identify the ma-
trix coefficients of the sq off-diagonal block, [L&V];; =
Yo.lip [nFLBan + (UDL/S)ejlknl(?Bnk] . We note here that
the Onsager reciprocity principle yields the following re-
lation between the off-diagonal blocks, [L(%)];[m,n] =
—[LE] jil—m,—n]. Furthermore, the thermodynamic
force fy, can be cast as f,, ~ —nXd;n/s* from Eq. ,
where we have taken into account that its leading contri-
bution is of the form —m/x and, therefore, n - fp, =0
at the leading order. Thus, we can now calculate the
spin-pumping current induced by a dynamical magnetic
texture in the background of a d-wave altermagnet, which
is given by the term je’p“mp = L(®) fm and reads
e =

g [ELn X 9yn + npLoyn| « Oin,
se,pump __ ¥
]y T s

(24)
[T’%n Xon + nDLaxn] eOim.

V. EFFECT OF ELASTIC DEFORMATIONS ON
THE TRANSPORT OF SPIN AND CHARGE IN
D-WAVE ALTERMAGNETS

So far, the findings discussed in the previous sections
have been obtained for a pristine crystal structure, i.e. in
the absence of lattice deformations. We proceed next to
discuss the effect of strain on the transport properties of
the itinerant fluid and, in particular, on its spin-transfer
response. Within the framework of the linear-response
theory, we can capture the leading contribution of strain
to the transport properties of d-wave altermagnets by
restricting ourselves to the study of the effect of lattice
deformations on the (tight-binding) hopping matrix ele-
ments. To do so, we consider a simple model in which the



dependence of the hopping constants ¢;; on the distance
between (deformed) lattice sites is given by

tig = (075 = 75) = thye” (RPN (25

0 . . .
(17 — | — |70 — 7]

~ t% —
where t?j and {7?}; are the value of the hopping ma-
trix elements and the lattice sites associated with the
unstrained crystal lattice, respectively. Furthermore, ¢
is a model-dependent correlation/overlap length, and we
have expanded the exponential factor up to linear order
in (7!, We consider next a general (homogeneous) strain
applied to the crystal, parametrized by the strain tensor

€xx €xy €xz
€= | €y Cyy €yz |, (26)

€xz €yz €zz

so that the lattice sites are now located at 7; = [1 + ¢] 7.
Since the hopping matrix elements ¢ and ¢’ correspond to
the bonds 7 — 7} = +a(é, +&,), and 7 —7) = *a(é, —
é,), respectively, we obtain the lattice deformations ¢ —

7 — 7| = 7 — 7] 75 (€na + €yy + 265y) and t' —
|7 — 'FJ| - |'on - FJO‘ = %(G;m Tt €yy — 253:2/) up to linear

order in the strain coefficients. As a result, the following
identity for the ’spin splitting’ holds

t—t' = (" =) |1 - oz (€an + eyy)} — V22 (" +10)epy.

(27)
In particular, we observe that it splits into two contri-
butions, one parametrized by the unstrained spin spilt-
ting and the other by the average ty + t{, of unstrained
tight-binding constants. Since the altermagnetic contri-
butions to the different physical quantities of interest
(namely, gauge fields, charge/spin currents, and spin-
transfer torques) are parametrized by the difference t —¢’,
we can draw the following conclusions: ) in the case of
to and t{ having the same sign, the difference [t — |
is small and, therefore, the presence of a shear strain in
the zy plane (e, # 0) may enhance the altermagnetic
contributions to the different physical quantities/effects
discussed. On the contrary, i¢) in the case of to and &
having opposite signs, the difference [t° — #'°| dominates
over the average [t + ¢/°|. Thus, the effect of strain here
consists of renormalizing the value of ¢ — ¢ only (through
the ’surface strain’ €, +¢€,,). In particular, no significant
effect on the itinerant transport of a d-wave altermagnet
will be observed when pure shear is applied.

VI. DISCUSSION

We have built an effective Yang-Mills theory for itiner-
ant carriers in a d-wave altermagnet, from which we have
inferred the charge and spin transport properties of the
altermagnetic medium as well as elucidated the emer-
gent spin-transfer and spin-pumping physics. We note

first that our Euclidean Lagrangian embodies, in the
limit ¢ —t — 0, the transport theory for itinerant carriers
in bipartite antiferromagnets proposed by Shraiman and
Siggia in the context of high-T, superconductivity=39,
Furthermore, we have observed that the spin-polarized
diffusive term of our effective theory (more specifically,
the off-diagonal terms of the spin-polarized mass ten-
sor) is responsible for the transverse intertwinement of
both charge and spin-currents, which yields the char-
acteristic spin-splitter effect in d-wave altermagnetism.
Even though our findings have been obtained from a
long-wavelength expansion of the ¢ — J model around
the I'-point, we argue that their applicability extends to
other possible valleys of the d-wave electronic band struc-
ture. For instance, the long-wavelength expansion car-
ried out around the Z-point, modulated by the wavevec-
tor ky = (0,0, %), is identical to that of Eq. (3) except for
those terms depending on spatial derivatives along the z
direction (which pick up an extra -1 sign). Therefore, in
quasi-two-dimensional (zy-plane) systems, the transport
physics for d-wave altermagnets is invariant under the
interchange I' <+ Z of valleys.

Second, we have utilized in this work the mean-field
picture to address electronic correlations. Our justifi-
cation for this choice goes along the lines of that of
Ref. 135 namely the variations of the sublattice spin den-
sities describing the localized spin background occur at
the mesoscale, so that itinerant carriers interact with a
uniform magnetic background at the length scale of the
charge fluctuations. As a result, the slave-boson occu-
pation numbers should be averaged at mesoscopic length
scales at least. We can go beyond the mean-field treat-
ment by assuming the smoothness of these occupation
numbers over mesoscopic length scales, which, accord-
ing to our microscopic derivation and in the spirit of the
renormalization-group approach, translates into fluctu-
ations leading to a spatial dependence of the coupling
constants go(7)’s, g1(7)’s, g2(7)’s, g4(¥)’s, m(7)’s and
m?®(7)’s of our theory.

Third, our interest in elucidating the spin-transfer re-
sponse of the itinerant fluid has led to one of the main
findings of this work, namely the expressions for the
d-wave altermagnetic contributions to the spin-transfer
torque and spin-pumping currents in terms of the (in-
jected) charge current and magnetic order parameter.
Remarkably, our phenomenological expressions, derived
on microscopic grounds, differ from those obtained in
conventional (bipartite) antiferromagnetism®®, so that
we expect unconventional current-driven dynamics of
spin textures to occur in d-wave altermagnetic platforms:
Fig. [2| depicts a domain wall extending along the crystal-
lographic y axis in a d-wave altermagnet [Fig. 2(a)] and
a conventional (bipartite) antiferromagnet [Fig. [2(b)],
along with the spin-transfer torques acting on it. For
a charge current flowing along the x direction, the spin-
transfer torque vanishes in the antiferromagnetic case,
yielding no net dynamics for the soliton, whereas in the
altermagnetic case there is a net spin-transfer torque act-
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FIG. 2: Bloch-type domain-wall spin configuration extending along the crystallographic y axis of the magnet for (a) a d-wave
altermagnet and (b) a conventional (bipartite) antiferromagnet. Color gradient depicts the z-component of the (unit-norm)
s-wave projection of the Néel order, ranging from —1 (fuchsia) to +1 (turquoise). The lime dash line illustrates the normal of
the domain wall, whereas lime arrows show the z-component of the (unit-norm) s-wave projection of the Néel order. A charge
current flowing along the z direction of the d-wave altermagnet triggers the longitudinal dynamics of the domain wall (with
respect to the domain-wall normal) due to the action of the dissipative component of the spin-transfer torque . In the
antiferromagnetic case, however, the same current does not trigger any spin-transfer-induced dynamics on the domain wall.

ing on the domain wall, which moves along its direction.
On the contrary, a charge current flowing in the y direc-
tion has no effect on the altermagnetic domain wall, but
triggers the motion of this soliton along the domain-wall
direction in the antiferromagnetic case.

Further insight into this exotic current-driven dynam-
ics can be gained in the case of topological solitons by
means of a collective variable approach. In the case of
d-wave altermagnets, the Thiele equation for the center-
of-mass (referred to as center hereafter) variable can be
cast a :

= —

mi+£i+Xx®:ﬁcons+ﬁST7 (28)

where X denotes the center of the soliton considered,
(m].. = [dFdnedm and L] =< [dFfdnad;n are
(%) (%) X

the components of its effective mass and drag/dissipation
tensors, respectively, and B represents the topological
magnetic field resulting from the effective gauge that
emerges solely in altermagnets due to the presence of a
nontrivial spin configuration in the background, which
is responsible for the topological Hall response of the
system. Furthermore, F’;ons,i = —% f droin « f, and
Fgr; = —i [ dr [npLs 9ine(ju0y+jyOr ) n+npLne [9;nX
(J20y + jyam)n]] denote the spatial components of the
conservative and spin-transfer forces acting on the soli-
ton center, respectively. We note that, in the above equa-
tion, we have disregarded the coupling of the center-of-
mass variable to other collective degrees of freedom for
the sake of simplicity.

We observe that, again, the expression for the spin-
transfer force acting on topological solitons in a d-wave
altermagnetic medium differs from that obtained in the

conventional antiferromagnetic scenaric®. In this re-
gard, two remarks should be made: first, the fieldlike
contribution to ﬁST, parametrized by ngy, is forbidden
by the sublattice symmetry in the case of bipartite an-
tiferromagnets. Second, if we consider only the dynam-
ics within the xy plane, it can be cast as Fgr;|lp, =
(—1)47npL % ¢ Quiy, Where Quey = i [ di'n e [0ym X
8yn] denotes the skyrmion charge of the localized back-
ground in the presence of a topological soliton and
(—1)" = —1(+1) for i = x(y). Strikingly, Fsri|rL de-
pends isotropically on the charge current in d-wave al-
termagnets, in contrast to the cases of ferrimagnetsm]
and magnetoelectric antiferromagnets®2, where the de-
pendence is transverse (i.e., Fgr ;|rr, = 4mnpr, %eikasty
in the latter cases). This implies, in particular, that the
reactive contribution to the spin-transfer torque drives
the soliton motion along the direction of the injected
current, whereas its dissipative contribution triggers the
soliton dynamics in the direction transverse to the cur-
rent (in the absence of off-diagonal elements in the mass
tensor) since Fsrglprn = —%nDL[mwyjz + My, j,) and
FST,y|DL = _inDL [myy]m + mmy]y]

Our effective theory and findings are focused on the
exchange-dominated regime, so that relativistic contribu-
tions such as the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction have
been disregarded. We note that, however, these contri-
butions can be relevant depending on the particular site
symmetry of the magnetic atoms. As a final remark, in
the exchange-dominated scenario, the Néel order can ex-
hibit an arbitrary orientation in the spin space (absence
of preferential directions due to relativistic/spin-orbit ef-
fects) and the magnetic torques will follow the orientation
of this order parameter.
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Note added: During the completion of this manuscript
we became aware of the work by Kokkeler et al?3 in
which the authors develop a quantum transport theory
for unconventional magnets. Their low-energy theory is
based upon the generalization of the Keldysh nonlinear
o-model to these magnetic systems, whereas ours is built
upon the ¢ — J model for strongly correlated systems.
We have obtained similar hydrodynamic equations for
the itinerant charge and spin degrees of freedom of a
d-wave altermagnet, since these two approaches are com-
plementary. We also became aware of the work by Vakili
et al®% in which the authors have derived an equivalent
expression for the altermagnetic contribution to the spin-
transfer torque based upon phenomenological grounds.

Appendix A: Microscopic derivation of the
long-wavelength Euclidean Lagrangian

In this Appendix we provide a brief introduction to
the slave-boson formalism, see subappendix A1, with spe-

J

zi = (1= djdi)ro — 8", 71/ (e]S; + 5"

Here, the spin operator 5; and its time-reversed counter-

part @ = T&T‘l read

Si = 75 [s0im0+ 8i+ 7], St = 5 [s0.470 — 8i + 7],

(A2)

with 79, 7 being the identity and the vector of Pauli

J

518 = 4[(1 — dld; —

for the (self-adjoint) product of spin operators.
result, the tight-binding term of the ¢ — J model in the
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cial emphasis on its application to the tight-binding term
of the t — J model and the path-integral kinetic term
for fermions. We also provide a detailed derivation of
the low-energy long-wavelength theory of itinerant spin-
charge transport for d-wave altermagnets in subappendix
A2, which incorporates all the emergent valley contribu-
tions. We note in passing that bold and ~ represent vec-
tors in the spin and real spaces, respectively, and that e
and X denote the scalar and vector products in the spin
space, respectively.

1. Slave-boson formalism

The theory of itinerant transport developed here is
built upon the spin-rotation invariant slave-boson (SRI
SB) formulation of strongly correlated systems2? 5%, This
choice is motivated by the fact that the SB formalism
incorporates, in a natural and controllable way, the ex-
change between the itinerant and localized spin degrees of
freedom into the representation of the electron operators,
as it was first shown in Ref.[35/for the case of magnetically
frustrated conductors. The starting point is the following
spin-charge separation of the electron operators*X28

- § Zi,o’o”fi,a’a
!

(o8
where f; , are spinless pseudofermion operators (describ-
ing the charge degree of freedom) and the operator ma-
trix z; is defined as

(A1)

d;)[(1 — efe;)ro — Spif Sra] 712

(

matrices in the pseudospin space, respectively. The
SB operators {e;, d;, So,s,8;} describe the empty, dou-
ble and single occupied states at the i-th lattice site,
respectively. It is worth noting that the constraint
ejei +s(]; S0it8siTes; +d;rdi = 1 must be imposed on the
bosonic 6ccuparlcy, since only one SB state is physically
possible at each lattice site. This yields the identity

el eZ)TO + (8$ S+ sﬁso s +is;TX Si)e 7'] (A3)
[
As a SRI SB representation becomes
HtSbRI B — Z (fz 1% 010)(Zj»002fj702) (A4)

(i,4),01,02
1
= 5 Z tij\I/T (Zl Z]>

i,jENN(4)

i+ h.c.,



where, again, ¥, denotes the spinor describing the itin-
erant carrier at the i-th site (namely, ¥; , = fi,). In
the spirit of Refs. 28], 29| and [30, we assume that the spin
densities {S®}4=4 p describing the magnetic sublattices
{An}a=4 5 of the localized background dictate the spa-
tial dependence of the slave Bose fields: those Bose fields
transforming as scalars in the spin space will be taken
as spatially homogeneous, namely (e )y = (e;)mp = e,

J
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(dDMF = (di)mr = d, and <3$7i>MF = (S0,i)MF = S0-
However, those Bose fields transforming as vectors will
adjust to the localized spin background adiabatically,
namely (s;\vr = (s))ur = (S(7) if 73 € A,. Here,
¢ is a mean-field parameter describing the length of the
bosonic spin triplet. Therefore, the following expression
for the mean-field value of the operator matrix product
ﬁsz is obtained®:

(' ziwe = (AT + A38%() + S7() o + [ 1 Ax(8° () + 87(7) +iA3 S°(F) X ()| o (45)
[
where we have considered that 7; € A, and 7; € Ag. The  above coefficients A; and A take the form=»=!
|
1
A1(sg,85,6,d) = ﬁ (80(6 +d) [a(ﬁ,)a(,#) + a(+’+)a(,’,)} +¢s(e—d) I:a/(+’7)a/(7’+) — a(JrﬂL)a(,’,)]), (A6)
_ 1 S0
A2(8075, e, d) = ﬁ <?(€ + d) [a(ﬁ,)a(,#) — a(+’+)a(,’,)} + C(e — d) [a(%,)a(,#) + a(+’+)a(,’,)] ), (A7)

2 _

in terms of the auxiliary function a4, ,) = [1 +o1(e

d?) + 2025()(5] -2, It is worth remarking here that the
norm |S(7)| is not uniform across the system due to
the multipolar behavior exhibited by the sublattice spin
densities. In this regard, we assume that, in the spirit

J

(

of the long-wavelength expansion of the tight-binding
term, the spatial inhomogeneities of the norm |S*(7)]
contribute at the subleading order, namely we approxi-
mate |S(F)| = 3 [,, dF|S*(F)| = s by its volume aver-
age. As a result, Eq. becomes

1 g hond 1 o (= ond - o= ond
HERISB — 52% [A§+A§ sa(ri).sﬂ(rj)]xqufj - §Ztij [AlAQ(s () + SP(7)) +iA3 S (ri)xsﬂ(rj)} Uiy,

.7 1,7

Similarly, we can apply the SRI SB treatment to
the kinetic Lagrangian of a fermionic system, rooted in

the microscopic path-integral term %Em [é;aﬁoéw -

(2 (el otoero = ducl peio)) =D 0! [{z)heed (zadaar — o) e (e ¥

i,0 %

(A8)

(

80(51’061'70}, where xy = it denotes the Wick-rotated time
coordinate. Its mean-field expression takes the form

(A9)

+ Z {"I’I<ﬁTﬁ>MF60‘I’i - 80WI<ﬁTﬁ>MF\I/z} .

With account of the identities (z;7z)mur =

(

(A3 + A39%)70 + 241 428°(7) » 7, (2)depOo(zi)nr



[AlAQGOS“ + iA38* X 805“}(72-) e 7, and
B0 (z:) g (zi)mp = [AIAansa _iAZSY X aosa} (7)o T,

in which we have assumed that ¥; € A,, we obtain the

J
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following expression for the mean-field path-integral
kinetic term:

<% > (el ,00ciq — aocI,UCi,a)>MF =3 {%(Af + A2s?) [T100 T — 0 U] (7)) + 241 A3 8(F;) » [T 00T — 0o Wi T0] (7))

1,0 7

+ 20 A2[SY X 0,5°)(7) « [U1 B 7] (m}.

2. Microscopic derivation of the long-wavelength
Lagrangian for the itinerant carriers

In this Section we formally derive the effective Eu-
clidean Lagrangian describing the dynamics of itiner-
ant carriers in a d-wave altermagnet from the single-band
doped tight-binding term of the ¢ — J model via the SRI
SB representation of the electron operators. With RuO9
in mind, we consider the microscopic Hamiltonian to be
defined on a rutile crystal lattice, see Fig. (a) for details
on the lattice parameters, bond vectors and relevant hop-
ping matrix elements. We note that, in our model, the
anisotropy in the tight-binding constants ¢ # ¢’ encapsu-
lates the d-wave altermagnetic character of the system®L.
As depicted in Fig. [I{a), we can describe the magnetic
ground state of a d-wave altermagnet via a single unit
cell (contoured in grey), consisting of two ’atoms’ be-
longing to the two magnetic sublattices Aa, Ap, which
repeats itself along the sites 7, € Ay, of the corresponding
(magnetic) crystal lattice. Remarkably, the spin densi-
ties centered at the ’atoms’ in the same unit cell 1) have
opposite sign and are connected only via crystal rota-
tions (e.g., Cy4,(001) in the case of RuOy) combined with

J

SP(7%;) = 8P(F;) + 0SSP (7)[Eij1k + 30k, Oky S” (7)) €351k [Eigliy + - - -

(A10)

a translation, and 2) their projection onto a quantiza-
tion axis in the spin space yields anisotropic isosurfaces
in the direct space, see Fig. b). Within a given sub-
lattice, the projection axis of these spin-density isosur-
faces may change (smoothly) between neighboring unit
cells in the long-wavelength limit. In what follows, we
will describe the localized spin sector in the continuum
regime by means of two smooth fields, namely the macro-
scopic spin density m(7) = 1[S* + SP](7) and the Néel
order n(7) = 3[4 — SP|(7). Similarly, the itinerant
fluid will be described, at each valley, by a spinor split-
ting into the produﬁct of a planar wave and a smooth
envelope, ¥(7) = ¢ ™V, (7). The planar wave function
is included into our description to properly account for
the charge oscillations occurring at short length scales,
of the order of 1/|k,|, where k, denotes the wavevector
parametrizing the v-th valley.

We can embark on the derivation of the effective
Lagrangian by expanding the sublattice spin densities
S4B(7) and the Fermi field ¥(7;) around the lattice
position 7; up to second order in the lattice parameter,
therefore obtaining the expressions:

(A11)

eiky.ﬁj leV(F]) = eiky.ﬁeikyié‘ij \I/V(F;) + 8kqlu(ﬁ)[€z]]k + %a/ﬂ ak2qlu(ﬁ)[aj]k1 [gij]kz +.

where €;; = 7; — 7; denote the bond vectors between
lattice sites. By incorporating these expansions into
Eq. (A8), the mean-field SRI SB expression for the tight-

binding Hamiltonian splits into the following two contri-
butions:
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We specify next the above expressions for the set of
hopping matrix elements {t,3} associated with the rutile
crystal structure depicted in Fig. (I)(a). More specifi-
cally, we consider the tight-binding constants ¢, tg, t and
t' parametrizing intralattice—A electron hoppings over
the lattice bonds {£cé.}, {+aé,, +aé,}, {+a(é, + é,)}
and {£a(é; —é,)}, respectively. Similarly, intralattice-B
electron motion is parametrized by the same set of hop-
ping matrix elements over the same lattice bonds, with
the caveat that ¢ and ¢’ must be interchanged. We note
that, in our model, the altermagnetic character lies in the
difference between the hopping matrix elements ¢ # ¢/

J

(A13)

and their interchange between magnetic sublattices. We
also include interlattice electron hoppings, whose leading
contribution is parametrized by the tight-binding con-
stants t47 over the eight lattice bonds {(+%,+%,+££)}.
The continuum limit of our tight-binding Hamiltonian in
the SRI SB representation is derived by applying the Rie-
mann’s prescription EieAA(B> ~ v} 3.
and , with ¢y being the volume of the rutile unit
cell. As a result, we obtain the following long-wavelength
expansions for the intralattice contributions:

= /dr”{ [AT + A3(m® +n?)][2 cos(k, .c) U W, + 2csin(k, )iV 0.V, + ¢ cos(k,,’zc)\I/:r,Bg\I!,,]

(A14)

+ A30. [m® + n?| cos(k, .c)Wio. U, + A3 [med2m +ne+din|c cos(kl,’zc)\I/j,\I/,,} + h.c.
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== /dF{QAlAQm < [2 cos(k, )Wl T, + 2csin(k, )iV 0.V, + ¢ cos(kyyzc)\P:r,Tﬁf\I/,,} (A15)

+ 24, Asc? cos(ky )0, m o (\II,T/T@\I!,,) + A Asc? cos(k,,ﬁzc)agm . (\11:57-\11”)
+243[mX0.m +nXd.n|« | —ecsin(k,.c) V7T, + c* cos(k,.c)i¥]70.¥,] + h.c.

S o o424 A3S® + S () [WW, ] () + e [ A2 + A3S® + S () [W]0,9,] ()6

3A%e i ge © Oy Oy 8P (7)) [0 ] (75) €5k, (€55 ks

t“B{AlAge oo [§% 4 §PY(7) o [WhW, ] (7) + Ay Age™™ i [S* + 8P (7)) o [Uh 70,0, ] (7) (e

[ el @i les + iAZE™ 0[S X 08°] (7)) « [U 70, ] (7)€ e

U, ] (7) €3]k, (€3]
+ £ AZe T[S X 0y, Ok, SP (7)o [WH W, ] (7) (€] [ +O(a3)} +h.c.
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81 ,intra tO

th,v |t0

/df'{ [A? + A3(m? + n?)] [2(cos(ky 1a) + cos(ky »a)) Wi W, + 2asin(k, ,a)iv!o, v, (A16)
+ 2asin(k,,,a)i®! 0, V¥, + a® cos(k, ,a) W02V, + o cos(k,wa)\I/l@;\Il,,]
+ A%0 [m +n?]a® cos(ky, ,a) V10, ¥, + A30,[m? + n?|a® cos(ky,ya) ¥} 0, ¥,

Z}UC

cos(ky,ga) [m e 02m + n e Oin] + cos(ky ya) [m e om +nedin ])\III,\I/,,}—i—h.c.,

2,intra _
gtb,l/ |t[]

/dr 2A 1 Ao e [2(cos(ky pa) + cos(ky,ya)) ¥ TE, + 2asin(k, ,a)iV] 0, ¥, (A17)

Uuc
+ 2asin(k, ,a)iViT9,V, + a® cos(k, »a) ¥l 702V, + a® cos(k,, ya)\I/Jf'r&‘ ]

+ 241 Asa’ cos(ky, ,a)O0ym (\IJT,T(?I\I/ ) + 24, Asa’ cos(ky,ya)0ym (\I/T‘rﬁ v )

+ A1 Aza®[ cos(ky,za)0im + cos(kyya)dim] o (¥ T0,)

+2A2 (mXo,m+nXdn]|e«|— asin(k, »a)¥l 0, + a? cos(kuyza)illllfam\lly]
+245[mX9ym+nXom]e| - asin(k, ,a) UiV, + a? cos(ky,ya)i\IlI,Tay\Ill,] } +h.c,

1,intra
gtb,u

o = % / dF{ |43+ A3(m? + 2mem +12)| o4 By g [ UL, + a5, [ b Ji050,9,  (A18)
a5y by by JIUL 0,0, + a2 [Ley by o, oy ) (U020, + U1020,) + [k, k%y]miaxay\yyﬂ

+ 14202 [c+ Bz by (O [me + ]2050, 0, + Oy [m + 02050, 0,,) + c_[ky.a, kuy) (Oulm + n)2 W0, 0,

+ dy[m + n}Q\I/,iam\I/V)] + 1 A3a® [c+ kva, kuyl[(m +n) e O2(m +n) + (m +n) 9} (m+n)]

+2¢_[ky z, kv yl(m +n) e 0,0,(m + n)} Ul W, + the same integrand with ¢ <> ¢’ and n — —n} +h.c,

2,intra

1 . :
o = - / dr {A1A2 (m+mn)e [2c+ Kooy ko g | UL T, + 2084 Ky, ko JiOT 70,9, + 2as_[ky o, iy y] X

(A19)
W0, 0, + a’cy[kye, by (VI T020, + Ui T020,) 4 20°c_[ky ., kyyy]xpzrazayqf,,] + Ay Ayd® [c+ L

(Oulm + ]« (Wm0, 0,) + By [m+ 1]+ (W70,9,)) + ¢ [Fyz by (Oulm + ) + (W)70,0,) + 8, [m + n] « (W} r0,,))]
34202 |4 [, Koy (02 + O2) [+ ] + 20 [k, Ky 0,0, [+ ]| + (W) 7,)

— Aa [sqkm Koyl (M +m) X 3y[m +n] + s_[ky,z, kuyl (m +n) X9y [m + n]] . (Vlrv,)

+ A2a? [c+ s Ko [(m + 1) X Dy [m + m]) o (10170, 0,) + ((m +n) X0y [m +n)) « (1% 70,0,)]

+ e[k kuy] [(M A+ n) X0, [m +n)) o (19 78,9,) + ((m +n) X9, [m +n]) « (10 70,¥,)]

+ the same integrand with ¢ <> ¢ and n — —n} + h.c.,

where cy kg, ky] = tcos[(ky + ky)a] £t cos[(ky — ky)a]  an analogous long-wavelength expansion of the interlat-
and s4 kg, ky) = tsin[(ky + ky)a] £t cos[(ky — ky)a] are  tice contribution to the energy functional, which we omit
auxiliary trigonometric functions depending on the val- here since it does not generate any new relevant coupling

ley wavevector k,. Furthermore, we have also derived terms.



Similar considerations apply to the mean-field path-
integral kinetic Lagrangian for fermions, see Eq. (A10)),
so that the following expression is valid irrespective of the

J

h

uc

°Ckin =

/df [(A% + A38%) (W] 000, — DU W,) + 241 Ay e (U700, — O UfTV,)

16

choice of valley/band minimum in the low-energy long-
wavelength limit:

(A20)

+ 2iA2(m X dym + 1 X don) » (\1/17\1:”)} .

In the main text we have specified these long-
wavelength expansions at the valley points of the tight-
binding model considered, namely the T' and Z points of
the Brillouin zone. These energy minima are character-
ized by the wavevectors kr = (0,0,0) and ky = (0,0, ),
respectively, both leading to the general expression
for the effective Euclidean Lagrangian describing the

J

Von(a2 1 A%2), gh=2

1% 1%

physics of the itinerant carriers. We note that Eq. (3
has been obtained by disregarding surface terms as well
as terms being O(3) in spatial derivatives and total mag-
netization. Furthermore, the coupling constants of our
theory at the I" point are defined in terms of the micro-
scopic parameters of the model as:

go = hA Ay, g =2—hA3, (A21)
m_4lt ) / 4ABA2 z_& AB _ 2A2 ry_L AB _ g4t 2A2
g = (to 4 2tg + ¢ + '+ 4t77) A3, 9= (t t.)2A3, ¢ = —(t to —t —t')aAZ,
(% 1%
M =92 (t —t")a%A2, g = 8- (t, + 2o+t +t' + 4t1B)A 1 Ay, goM = 4—(t — t')a% A, As,
1% 1%
g =2—(to +t+t' —t18)a2 42, gt = 2- (t —t)a?A2, g7 =2—(t, — t"B)? A2,
@_LAB 2.2 42y _ NG A2 2.2 2@_&;13 2.2 42y _ 2 2_2\1.2
=2—[t"P(A3s® — A7) — (to +t + ) (AT + A3s%)]a, =2— [t"P(A3s? — A7) — t.(AT + A3s?)]
mH Uyc m; TMac
h 1% h (% A 1%
N gt — a2 A Ay, = a4t +t 1) a2 A Ay, —L = 4 (1, + t1P) A, Ay,
mg, Uuc mj Uyc m3 Uyc

Here, ¥ denotes the total volume of the magnet, which
appears in the above expressions for the coupling con-
stants due to the normalization condition ¥ — %\IJ for
the Fermi field. We note that these same expressions
do apply at the Z-point with account of the sign flip
t, = —t1,.

Appendix B: Intermediate expressions

The following identity has been used in the derivation
of the long-wavelength energy functional for the itin-

erant carriers in terms of the thermodynamic variables of
the system:



4dm,

Ao ¢ (10, Y7V — i0T70,0) =

+ %W(noﬂn)(nch) + LW(TL‘%&F} - %

go

m?

2 May
h(ms, /m))?—s?

K,B=x,y

The functional derivatives of the energy functional gt

with respect to the components of the Néel order and the

J

10

11

08gt 4myg2Y . L dmygtY
S~ T Cas R (707 () +
d8sT 4my gAM . .
S = he e Taluo S ()0 (7).

72 [ﬂz oJ. + %pﬂi +
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2m
BN B A+ Ep 2

K=,y

(B1)

mH

> [oelnp s (n X 053)

K,B=x,y

s
ml,y

Z [UIWB(JB + higoﬂﬁ -s)(n-ﬂn)]

macroscopic spin density are given by

Eaﬂ/ﬁaﬁ I:Jgnﬁl:l(’?/) + h2

AM
4m gy

€ap50ulro0s [JEMP ] (7'),  (B2)
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