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We analyze the phase transition between a symmetric metallic parent state and itinerant alter-
magnetic order. The underlying mechanism we reveal in our microscopic model of electrons on a
Lieb lattice does not involve orbital ordering, but derives from sublattice interference.

Introduction—Triggered by the discovery of high-Tc
superconductivity in copper oxides, the possibility of
unconventional pairing transcended our perspective on
Fermi surface instabilities. Even though the individ-
ual two-electron ground state would always favor zero
relative angular momentum according to the Perron-
Frobenius theorem [1, 2], the condensation energy gain
to the quantum fluid formed by phase-coherent Cooper
pairs drives the preference of a d-wave particle-particle
condensate, i.e., a pairing state with finite relative angu-
lar momentum. While the field has been aware of its prin-
cipal possibility for decades, it has proven challenging to
microscopically identify a similarly unconventional mag-
net, i.e., a spinful particle-hole condensate with finite rel-
ative angular momentum [3]. In combination with trans-
lation symmetry breaking, a rare instance is the kagome
Hubbard model exhibiting a p-wave spin bond order [4].
In combination with point group symmetry breaking, a
spin-type d-wave nematic order has been claimed in the
context of higher order van-Hove singularities [5], but has
not yet unfolded in a generic microscopic model. The om-
nipresent difficulty in realizing such states is engraved in
the oppositely charged constituents of the particle-hole
pairs forming the quantum fluid, as they are naturally
expected to gain condensation energy from zero relative
angular momentum between particle and hole [6, 7].

A new chapter on broadening the phenomenological
scope of exotic magnetic order has started with the dis-
covery of a seemingly unprecedented type of magnetic
order in 2019, now termed altermagnetism (AM) [8–
13]. The key driving interest rests upon the potential
use of AMs for spintronics, as their energetically spin-
split magnetic excitations, along with zero net magne-
tization, advantageously combine antiferromagnetic and
ferromagnetic features for technological utilization [14–
17]. A collinear AM is designed such that sites with
opposite-spin orientation transform into each other by
spatial rotation [18, 19]. While this conceptually resem-
bles the intertwining of time reversal and point group
symmetry related to spin Pomeranchuk instabilities, a
core insight embodied by the rising AM research domain
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is that such intertwining can just as well be more trivially
achieved in a scale-separated cascade of transitions: As of
now, the aspired abundance of AMs builds on the forma-
tion of anisotropies at the crystal field energy scale, fol-
lowed by an independent magnetic transition determined
by local moments and additional low-energy electronic
scales [20, 21]. A complete magnetic analogue of uncon-
ventional superconducting pairing, however, would only
be resembled by the microscopic realization of a metallic
parent state subject to a single phase transition into AM
order [22, 23].

In this Letter, we formulate a microscopic realization
of an altermagnetic phase transition for interacting elec-
trons on the Lieb lattice. Previous attempts to over-
come the scale-separated nature of AM formation re-
volved around interacting electrons subject to combined
staggered orbital and antiferromagnetic ordering. These
proposals, however, are contrived in some aspects, as the
natural propensity of a staggered orbitally ordered sys-
tem to form a ferromagnet due to Hund’s coupling can
only be avoided by ignoring the Hund’s coupling alto-
gether [24, 25]. Instead, we seek to intertwine rotation
and time-reversal symmetry through the sublattice inter-
ference (SI) profile found in a single-orbital Lieb metal
parent state [26]. Originally introduced for the kagome
lattice [4, 27, 28], SI ascribes pivotal relevance to the
sublattice distribution of Fermi level eigenstates with re-
gard to identifying the relevant scattering channels for
the unfolding electronic order. On the Lieb lattice, such
interference leads to a dissociation of sublattice contribu-
tions to the magnetic fluctuation profile of the Lieb metal
parent state. Through functional renormalization group
(FRG) calculations [29–32], we show how this yields a
phase transition into an AM phase. We classify the
emerging order to descend from a d-wave spin Pomer-
anchuk instability, and to reveal a spin-split quasiparticle
bandstructure featuring symmetry-protected nodal lines.

Model—We start from tightly bound electrons on a
Lieb lattice, which is a square-depleted 2D lattice with
three sites per unit cell and features equivalent nearest
neighbor bonds connecting inequivalent sites. While it
is rarely the lattice structure that minimizes a generic
crystal field potential, the Lieb lattice forms a central
building block of (layered) perovskites [33], and as such
is relevant for high-Tc copper oxides when the oxygen
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FIG. 1. (a) Real space lattice structure with of the Lieb lattice. The purple square marks the unit cell with the A site on the
trivial Wyckoff position (1a), and the B and C sites on the 2c Wyckoff positions. Nearest- and next-nearest neighbor hoppings
t and t′ are indicated. The gray square corresponds to the unit cell of a lattice without the A site, i.e., a simple square lattice.
(b) Resulting band structure along the high-symmetry path indicated in panel (c) for t′ = t/2 and µA = 0. We overlay the
sublattice content by color (purple: A, gray: B/C). The right panel displays the sublattice resolved density of states, with the
B/C polarized van-Hove singularity at the band touching point. (c) Brillouin zones (BZ) of the Lieb lattice structure (purple)
and the intercalated square lattice (gray) formed by dashed lines connecting the 2c Wyckoff positions. We additionally plot
the Fermi surface and its sublattice polarization (yellow: B, green: C), which is pure along the BZ boundaries and mixed at
the van-Hove points M .

sites are not integrated out, but kept for their low-energy
description [34]. Figure 1a illustrates the sublattices on
Wyckoff positions 1a (A) and 2c (B, C). While the A site
transforms trivially under all elements of C4v, the sites
B and C map onto each other under C4 rotations. This
transformation behavior is inherited by the tight-binding
Hamiltonian. It reads

H = −
∑
ij,σ

tijc
†
iσcjσ −

∑
i,σ

µiniσ + U
∑
i

ni↑ni↓ , (1)

where the operator c
(†)
iσ annihilates (creates) an electron

with spin σ on site i, niσ = c†iσciσ is the density operator,
µi denotes the chemical potential at site i, and U is the
Hubbard onsite repulsion. We employ an extended Lieb
lattice model by setting tij = 1 for nearest neighbors
(NN, A-B and A-C bonds, solid lines in Fig. 1a) and
tij = t′ for next-nearest neighbors (NNN, B-C bonds,
dashed lines). To allow for the effect of different atomic
species at Wyckoff positions 1a (A) and 2c (B, C), we
include an intrinsic detuning µA ̸= µB,C .

While the electronic spectrum of the metallic parent
state displays the full space group symmetry, the multi-
site unit cell exhibits a non-trivial transformation be-
haviour of the eigenstates (Bloch functions). For the Lieb
lattice with NN hopping only (t′ = 0), a flat band resides
at the Fermi level featuring a distinct sublattice polar-
ization on the zone boundary: Excluding the zone corner
at M , only the B and C sites contribute to the elec-
tronic eigenstates (see SM [35] for details) [26]. While
this feature persists in the presence of NNN hopping t′,
the flat band attains a sizable dispersion away from the
zone boundary, producing a van-Hove singularity (VHS,
see Fig. 1b). At the van-Hove M point, the system dis-
plays a topologically protected quadratic (triple) band

touching for µA ̸= 0 (µA = 0) [33]. Even at pristine fill-
ing (dashed line in Fig. 1b), the proximate VHS implies a
large density of states (DOS) participating in a tentative
Fermi surface instability, rendering the system already
unstable against weak repulsive interactions. The single-
particle spectrum and sublattice polarization can be un-
derstood by decomposing the extended Lieb lattice into
two intercalated square lattices. The B and C sublattice
form a regular square lattice with lattice constant 1/

√
2

and NN hopping t′, which is coupled to the larger square
lattice of the site A via t (cf. Fig. 1a). Comparing the
Brillouin zone (BZ) of the associated unit cells in Fig. 1c,
the Fermi surface (FS) at the zone boundary reveals it-
self as the characteristic FS of the smaller square lattice
(gray) backfolded to the Lieb lattice BZ (purple). While
the weight of the B and C sublattices must be equal and
constant in the the t = 0 limit, the Lieb lattice structure
allows for SI along the FS, manifesting in B/C polariza-
tion along different directions. Regardless of the value of
t′, we find that the eigenstate alongX-M (Y -M) displays
full C (B) polarization. In turn, the high-energy VHSs
display a strong AB/AC mixing (see Fig. 1b). This be-
havior is reminiscent of the pure/mixed VHSs found in
the kagome lattice [28, 36–38].

AM order—Our Lieb metallic parent state implies an
itinerant setup in which we investigate the unfolding of
AM order. By contrast, as inspired by their ab initio
theoretical description, the prevalent perspective on AMs
is the formation of local magnetic moments at high en-
ergy, and the subsequent low-energy magnetic ordering
derives from antiferromagnetic exchange couplings of lo-
cal moments in the given lattice geometry. This is why
the symmetry classification of AMs deriving from local
moments does not necessarily include all possible sym-
metry specifications of itinerant AMs [39]. Starting from
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(Å
°

1
)

Sx

°2.5 0.0 2.5

Sy

°2.5 0.0 2.5

Sz

°1.00

°0.75

°0.50

°0.25

0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

1.00

or
b
it
al

co
n
te

n
t

°
2.

5
0.

0
2.

5

k
x

(Å
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FIG. 2. d-wave altermagnetic state on the Lieb lattice.
(a) Real space magnetization pattern in the B1 irreducible
representation of C4v. The magnetic order parameter ∆ is
nonzero only on the B and C sites. (b) Quasiparticle band-
structure in the altermagnetic phase for t′ = t/2, µA = 0, and
∆M = 0.2 t with spin polarization indicated by purple/green
(↓/↑) lines. The inset shows the spin polarized Fermi surface,
where the nontrivial transformation behavior under C4 rota-
tions and diagonal mirrors Mxy, Mxȳ becomes apparent.

a symmetric Lieb metal parent state, the ensemble of
many-body phases competing with the AM a priori has
to be assumed to be vast. In particular, since both rota-
tion symmetry and time-reversal symmetry jointly need
to be broken to yield an AM transition, any charge-type
nematic order or isotropic magnetic order has to be con-
sidered on equal footing in order to reach substantiated
model evidence. Therefore, an unbiased and general as-
sessment of the many-body instabilities is required to
avoid any a priori (mean-field) bias. Under these cir-
cumstances, the FRG in its optimized static four-point
truncated unity approximation (TUFRG) [40–43] is well-
established to predict ordering propensities in an efficient
manner [44] (see SM [35] for details). Throughout the
FRG flow, high-energy modes in all diagrammatic chan-
nels are integrated out and their (anti-) screening is in-
corporated into the resulting effective low-energy theory.
Thereby, single-particle features like sublattice polariza-
tion and quantum geometry are imprinted into the inter-
action and may lead to non-trivial transformation behav-
ior of the correlated many-body state under space group
operations. We assume the kinetic energy scale, i.e., the
electronic bandwidthW , to be the dominant energy scale
over the interaction scale U , so that the perturbative di-
agrammatic resummation through the FRG flow equa-
tions is appropriate. Indeed, we checked that the FRG
produces comparable results in a broad coupling range
U/t = 0.1 . . . 3.8 (see SM [35]), as presented below.
In the Lieb lattice model (cf. Fig. 1a), we choose the

Fermi level at the VHS close to half filling, expecting
ordering tendencies to be strongest at points of high
DOS. Given the FS geometry shown in Fig. 1c, the FRG
flows towards a magnetic instability irrespective of mi-
nor changes to the model [35]. The renormalized in-
teraction is dominated by particle-hole nesting contribu-
tions with transfer momentum q = g1,2 ≡ Γ, with g1,2
reciprocal lattice vectors. Such “ferromagnetic” (disre-

garding sublattice structure) fluctuations have previously
been ascribed to the Lieb lattice’s non-trivial quantum-
geometry [45], which is captured by TUFRG. Figure 2a
presents a real-space picture of the magnetic order pa-
rameter ∆, which has been found to be stable at the
mean-field level [33]. In momentum space, its d-wave
transformation behavior (B1 irreducible representation
of C4v) becomes apparent, i.e.,

∆̂(k) = σ̂z∆M

[
cos(kx)− cos(ky)

]
, (2)

with ∆M representing the magnitude and σ̂z the Pauli-
z matrix in spin space. While the B/C sites feature
a sizable spin polarization, the A site does not partici-
pate in the magnetic ordering process. The continuous
deformation of the Fermi surface at the phase transi-
tion (cf. Fig. 2b) in the absence of translation symmetry
breaking classifies the state as an l = 2 spin Pomeranchuk
instability (sPI) [22, 23]. Compared to the original pro-
posal of Pomeranchuk, the Fermi momenta themselves
do not exhibit a reduced symmetry; rather, only the spin
polarization along the FS acquires a dependence on the
Fermi momentum. This implies TRS breaking without
Kramers degeneracy, and provides the non-relativistic
P -2 spin momentum locking characteristic for d-wave
AMs [21].
In the Lieb lattice structure, the absence of a finite

magnetisation on the A site is tightly related to the emer-
gence of an AM state [39]. If a site on the trivial Wyck-
off position 1a contributes to the magnetic order, the
intra-unit cell structure of the magnetic ordering vector
is bound to the trivial A1 representation, and a spin-
compensated magnetic state can thus only arise from
broken translation symmetry, which would result in an
AFM-type state. Intuitively, a finite magnetisation on
the A site might be expected due to the higher coordina-
tion of the 1a Wyckoff position, and hence the resulting
increased energy gain in the ordered state. Instead, the
itinerant nature of the present instability counteracts a
gap on the A site by SI. In particular around van-Hove
filling, the scattering channels involve only the B and C
sites. Notably, magnetization patterns involving the A
site are suppressed for t > t′ (i.e., the materials-oriented
setting, see SM [35]), promoting AM order on the 2c po-
sitions [46]. In more general terms, the emergence of
the AM state is tied to the sublattice structure at the
VHS, which persists even in the case of longer-ranged
hoppings and interactions [35]. Our results highlight that
in the itinerant picture, magnetic ordering on the A site
is not suppressed a priori by crystal field effects. Instead,
the precise nature electronic band structure states at the
Fermi level enables SI to percolate into the renormalized
interaction, and eventually to favor an AM instability.

Figure 2b demonstrates how the quasiparticle band
structure inherits the non-trivial transformation behav-
ior of the 2c sites under C4 rotations and diagonal mir-
rors Mxy, Mxȳ: In addition to the non-relativistic spin-
splitting along Γ-X (Γ-Y ), the magnetic gap ∆(k) ex-
hibits symmetry-protected nodal lines along Γ-M . To
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FIG. 3. (a) Size of the altermagnetic order parameter (∆M )
as a function of temperature (T ) for t′ = t/2 and U = 3t,
obtained from self-consistent mean-field simulations, showing
a clear mean-field phase transition at Tc/t ≈ 0.23. (b) Value
of the magnetic order parameter in the limit of T = 0 for U
across a large parameter regime. The dashed line indicates
U = 3t as used in panel (a).

gain insights on the AM phase transition, we use our FRG
result to perform a constrained self-consistent mean-field
analysis [35, 47, 48]. We find a second-order transition
with ∆ smoothly increasing from T = Tc to its maximum
value at T = 0 (cf. Fig. 3a). At the VHS, where the di-
vergent DOS leads to the largest induced spin gap, we
demonstrate that significant values of ∆ can be reached:
Figure 3b displays the mean-field result for ∆M as a func-
tion of U at zero temperature. Even in the weak to inter-
mediate coupling regime (U/W < 1, white region), ∆M

is on the order of t. In turn, the size of the spin splitting
δ is readily given by the magnitude of the altermagnetic
order parameter ∆M for ∆M ≪ t [35] to read

δ(k = X) =

{
2∆M for the central band,

∆M |1± µA/t| for the outer bands.

(3)
Facing current insecurities about how a theoretically an-
ticipated AM spin splitting scale might relate to the ac-
tual splitting scale resolved in experiment, this result en-
courages the conjecture that AM order resulting from an
AM phase trasition might not share the big crystal field
anisotropy scales, but could still be competitive or even
suprerior in terms of the reachable AM spin splitting.

Discussion—We show how an itinerant electronic
Fermi surface instability mechanism can lead to an al-
termagnetic phase transition. Instead of the conven-
tional hierarchy in altermagnetic materials, where a high-
energy crystal field effect precedes magnetic ordering
at lower energy scales, our approach makes use of the
sublattice texture imprinted into electronic correlations
through the Fermi level. As a consequence, only some of
the degrees of freedom are selected in the formation of a
magnetic state, eventually leading to a spin Pomeranchuk
instability. In the ordered phase, the quasiparticle band
structure displays features known from altermagnets, i.e.,
non-relativistic spin splitting with net zero magnetization
in the absence of translation symmetry breaking. We il-
lustrate the itinerant mechanism through the example of
a Hubbard model on the Lieb lattice. By means of the

functional renormalization group, we obtain its weak cou-
pling instabilities and find a prominent tendency towards
an l = 2 (d-wave) spin Pomeranchuk order. Notably, the
crystal structure does not fall into the classification of
altermagnets [39, 49–51]. Instead, sublattice interference
leads to selective site participation in the magnetic order.
Our obtained magnetization pattern then is equivalent
to the P -2 altermagnetic state featured in toy models of
RuO2 [20, 39].

The absence of altermagnetic signatures in RuO2 [52,
53] as well as MnF2 [54] candidate materials is remark-
able in face of an expectation of large AM energy scale
from mean field theory. This might point to a substan-
tial screening effect so far overlooked in the hierarchi-
cal, scale-separated symmetry breaking mechanism of lo-
cal moment AM setups, deserving further investigation.
In addition, Ref. [55] demonstrates that altermagnetic
metals are difficult to find assuming hierarchical sym-
metry breaking. In this context, the lack of scale sep-
aration embodied by our AM mechanism establishes a
notable difference, which might bring about beneficial
conditions for AM order and its descendant spin split-
ting. We expect our itinerant AM formation principle to
unlock new altermagnetic states in crystallographic ge-
ometries outside the conventional classification of alter-
magnets presented in Refs. [39, 49–51], given the abun-
dance of sublattice interference in various two- and three-
dimensional lattices [26]. Since our AM mechanism offers
a direct transition from a metallic to an altermagnetic
state, it can be probed by, e.g., spin-dependent scan-
ning tunneling microscopy or angle-resolved photoemis-
sion spectroscopy. Some candidate systems include cova-
lent organic systems [56], metal-organic frameworks [57],
and optical lattices [35]. Furthermore, the approach pre-
sented here is not restricted to collinear AM order, but
can likewise be applied in the context of non-collinear
altermagnetism [58].

Note added—Upon completion of this work, we became
aware of an independent work by Li et. al. [59], which ex-
plores altermagnetism in the Emery model for cuprates.
Their and our model relate to each other in the extreme
parameter regime µA ≪ 0.
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Matteo Dürrnagel,∗ Hendrik Hohmann,∗ Atanu Maity, Jannis

Seufert, Michael Klett, Lennart Klebl, and Ronny Thomale†

Institut für Theoretische Physik und Astrophysik and Würzburg-Dresden Cluster of Excellence ct.qmat,
Universität Würzburg, 97074 Würzburg, Germany

(Dated: December 20, 2024)

CONTENTS

S1. Sublattice content of the low-energy van-Hove singularity S1

S2. Effective model for the B/C sites S2

S3. Details on the (TU)FRG calculations S2
A. Static four-point TUFRG S2
B. Numerical details S3
C. Mean-field altermagnetic phase transition from FRG S3

S4. Stability analysis of the altermagnetic phase S5
A. Interaction parameters S5
B. Kinetic parameters S6
C. Dominance of the altermagnetic order parameter S6

S5. Symmetry classification of the d-wave altermagnetic order S7

S6. Size of the non-relativistic spin splitting S8

S7. Realization in an optical lattice S9

S1. SUBLATTICE CONTENT OF THE LOW-ENERGY VAN-HOVE SINGULARITY

Transforming the kinetic part of the Hamiltonian [cf. Eq. (1)] to momentum space, we obtain a matrix in sublattice
space (A,B,C) for each BZ momentum k:

H(k) =

−µA Akx Aky
Akx 0 Bk

Aky Bk 0

 . (S1)

Here, we dropped its spin dependence due to SU(2) symmetry. Without loss of generality, we set µB = µC = 0. The
coefficients of Eq. (S1) are given as

Akx = 2t cos
(kx
2

)
, Aky = 2t cos

(kx
2

)
, Bk = 4t′ cos

(kx
2

)
cos

(ky
2

)
. (S2)

From the functional form of Eqs. (S1) and (S2) is it directly evident that a zero energy state persists at the zone
boundary (in the presence of arbitrary t′) since there, cos(kx/2) = 0 ∨ cos(ky/2) = 0. Along a zone boundary path,

∗ These authors contributed equally. † ronny.thomale@uni-wuerzburg.de
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e.g., M -X, the Hamiltonian acquires the simple form

H(k) =

 −µA 0 2t cos(ky/2)
0 0 0

2t cos(ky/2) 0 0

 , (S3)

and the polarization of the zero mode eigenstate in the B sublattice is directly apparent from the matrix form of
Eq. (S3). At M = (π, π), this is a zero triple state for µA = 0 and evolves into a quadratic band touching point at
finite µA as the Dirac cone is gapped out by the Semenov-like mass term in analogy to the Honeycomb lattice [33].
Adding additional hoppings beyond second nearest neighbor (e.g. diagonal B-B and C-C hoppings across the

plaquettes) leads to a warping of the Fermi surface in correspondence to the square lattice Hubbard model with NNN
hoppings. While this reduces the nesting features of the FS and leads to a reduction of the critical temperature, the
orbital character and nesting vector of the VHS persists and continues to support the altermagnetic phase.

S2. EFFECTIVE MODEL FOR THE B/C SITES

Starting with the Hamiltonian defined in Eq. (S1), we can write it as a block matrix in sublattice space:

H =

(
HA T †

T HBC

)
. (S4)

The corresponding free Greens functions for the two subspaces are given by G0
A,BC = (iω −HA,BC)

−1. We build an
effective model for the B and C sublattices by treating T ∝ t as perturbation. Note that in our model, however, t
is not a small parameter and therefore a perturbative treatment is not justified a priori. The effective BC subspace
Green’s function then reads [60–62]

GBC =
1(

G0
BC

)−1 − TG0
AT

†(
G0
BC

)−1
− TG0

A
T†(

G0
BC

)−1
−...

≈ 1

iω −HBC − TG0
AT

† ≡ 1

iω −HBC − ΣBC
, (S5)

where the approximation corresponds to a truncation of the continued fraction at leading order. The (hybridization)
self-energy ΣBC is therefore given as

ΣBC(iω,k) =
4t2

iω + µA

(
cos2(kx/2) cos(kx/2) cos(ky/2)

cos(kx/2) cos(ky/2) cos2(ky/2)

)
, (S6)

which we can recast into an effective Hamiltonian in the zero frequency limit:

Heff
BC(k) = HBC(k) + ΣBC(0,k) =

(
4Z cos2(kx/2) 4(t′ + Z) cos(kx/2) cos(ky/2)

4(t′ + Z) cos(kx/2) cos(ky/2) 4Z cos2(ky/2)

)
, (S7)

where we defined the expansion parameter Z = t2/µA for brevity. Rotating the coordinate system by 45◦ (2qx =
kx + ky, 2qy = ky − kx) aligns the BC plaquette with the x-y directions, which results in

Heff
BC(q) =

(
2Z

(
1 + cos(qx/2 + qy/2)

)
(t′ + Z)

(
cos(qx/2) + cos(qy/2)

)
(t′ + Z)

(
cos(qx/2) + cos(qy/2)

)
2Z

(
1 + cos(qx/2− qy/2)

) )
. (S8)

The second order processes in t (first order in Z) breaks the local C4 symmetry around the B and C sites by introducing
direction dependent hoppings on the Hamiltonian’s diagonal. This scenario is reminiscent of the effective models for
AM in RuO2 (compare e.g. Eq. (17) in Ref. [39]).

S3. DETAILS ON THE (TU)FRG CALCULATIONS

A. Static four-point TUFRG

We use the FRG in its static four-point approximation. This means that we disregard all higher (six, eight, . . . )
point interaction vertices as well as self-energies in the expansion of the vertex generating functional [30]. The
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d

dΛ
= + + + +

FIG. S1. Diagrammatic representation of static four-point FRG. We group the three channels by color: particle-particle channel
(P , purple), direct particle-hole channel (D, yellow), and crossed particle-hole channel (C, green). Spin is conserved along the
short edge of each vertex.

resulting diagrammatic structure of the FRG flow equations is visualized in Fig. S1. In addition to the trunctation
of the number of fermionic fields participating in possible interactions, we disregard the frequency dependence of all
vertices. This approximation has proven useful when characterizing ordering propensities of weakly to intermediately
interacting electron systems [29]. As the four-point vertices are still complicated objects, they are routinely compressed
in numerical simulations: The primary (bosonic) momentum is resolved in momentum space, while the secondary
(ferminoic) momenta are treated in a truncated real-space basis. This coins the “truncated unity” approximation of
FRG, i.e., TUFRG [40–43].

B. Numerical details

The FRG calculations were performed with the TUFRG backend of the divERGe library, making use of the sharp
frequency cutoff as it boosts numerical performance [44]. We employed a 30 × 30 mesh for the bosonic momenta
of the vertices, with an additional refinement of 51 × 51 for the integration of the loop. The form-factor cutoff
distance is chosen as 2.51 in units of lattice vector length. We check for convergence by calculating selected points
in parameter space with increased number of momentum points and form-factor cutoff (42× 42, refinement: 81× 81,
formfactor cutoff: 3.51). We employed the adaptive Euler integrator of the divERGe library with default parameters.
Calculations displayed in the main part of this work were obtained for nearest (t = 1) and next-nearest neighbor
hopping (t′ = 0.5), and equal onsite interactions and chemical potentials on the three sublattices (U = 1, µi = 0) as
given by the interaction Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) of the main text.

C. Mean-field altermagnetic phase transition from FRG

The truncation of the FRG flow equations breaks down when approaching a phase transition and results in a
divergence of the two-particle vertex. Investigating the symmetry breaking beyond the phase transition predicted by
FRG can be achieved by formulating an effective mean-field (MF) theory. To bridge the non-analytic behaviour of
the FRG flow at the phase transition and smoothly connect the ordered state with the high temperature phase, we
follow the procedure outlined in Refs. [47, 48]: Close to the phase transition, the divergence stems from the ladder
series of the diverging channel and is only marginally altered by cross channel projections. To obtain an appropriate
bare interaction VMF for MF treatment (at scale ΛMF ≳ ΛC), one can extrapolate this regime to high energies. In
practice, we ‘reverse’ the ladder resummation in the divergent channel over the full range of renormalization group
scales (here given in the magnetic channel):

ΓΛMF(14, 32) = VMF(14, 32)−
∑

1′2′3′4′

VMF(14, 3
′2′)L(3′2′, 1′4′) ΓΛMF(1′4′, 32) (S9)

with the appropriate bare susceptibility L(12.34). Here, all quantum numbers are combined in roman numeral multi-
indices. Inverting the above equation defines the starting point of the MF treatment. By construction, a subsequent
MF analysis will yield the correct MF state.

In the present case, the AM symmetry breaking is directly triggered by the bare interaction: Even without cross-
channel feedback, an RPA resummation in the magnetic channel yields the same AM instability (as evidenced by the
pronounced peak in the particle-hole susceptibility spectrum displayed in Fig. S5). So the inversion of an RPA ladder
outlined above results in the actual bare VMF ≡ U . We can thus equivalently employ an MF decomposition of the
bare Hamiltonian [cf. Eq. (1)]. To derive the self-consistent MF equations we calculate the free energy at fixed total
particle number ntot:

F = − 1

β
ln(Z) + µntot = − 1

β
ln

(∫
D[ψ, ψ̄] e−S(ψ,ψ̄)

)
+ µntot , (S10)
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with the action S given by

S(ψ, ψ̄) = S0(ψ, ψ̄) + SI(ψ, ψ̄) =
1

N

∑
kss′o1o2

ψ̄ko1s(−iωnδss′δo1o2 +H0
o1o2(k)δss′)ψko2s′

+
U

N2

∑
kiss′o

ψ̄k1osψ̄k2os′ψk3os′ψk1+k2−k3os , (S11)

where k = (k, ωn) and H0(k) the non-interacting Hamiltonian given in Eq. (S1). We decouple the interaction with
a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation and constrain the bosonic fields to the static order parameter of the FRG
calculation:

∆o1o2 =
U

N

∑
kss′

⟨ψ̄ko1sσss
′

z ψko2s′⟩ =

0 0 0
0 ∆M 0
0 0 −∆M

 , (S12)

where the Pauli-z matrix σz fixes the magnetization axis without loss of generality. Neglecting fluctuations of around
the MF state, we obtain a quadratic action that reads

S(ψ, ψ̄) =
∑

ko1o2ss′

ψ̄ko1s(−iωnδss′δo1o2 +H0
o1o2ss′ +∆o1o2σ

ss′

z )ψko2s′ −
1

U

∑
o

∆2
oo . (S13)

With this effective action, the partition sum Eq. (S10) can integrated to yield

F =
1

U

∑
o

∆2
oo −

1

βN

∑
kn

ln(1 + e−βEkn) + µntot , (S14)

with quasiparticle energies satisfying the eigenvalue equation

det
(
H0
o1o2(k)δss′ +∆o1o2σ

ss′

z︸ ︷︷ ︸
H(k)

−Eknδo1o2δss′
)
= 0 . (S15)

Since the effective Hamiltonian is block diagonal in spin space, we exploit this symmetry: ∆BBσ
↑↑
z = ∆CCσ

↓↓
z .

In conjunction with C4v symmetry of the free Hamiltonian (H0(k) = H0
B↔C(C4k)), it becomes evident that the

contribution of the spin-↑ and ↓ blocks to the free energy are identical. So we constrain Ekn to the eigenvalues of the
spin up block H↑↑(k) given by Eq. (S12) and we can simply add a spin factor of 2 to the corresponding term in the
free energy.

The gap magnitude ∆M is chosen such that the free energy Eq. (S14) is minimized, i.e.,

∂F

∂∆M
=

4

U
∆M +

2

βN

∑
kn

1

1 + eβEkn

∂Ekn

∂∆M
=

4

U
∆M +

2

βN

∑
kn

f(βEkn)
∂Ekn

∂∆M
= 0 . (S16)

Applying the matrix identity (det(M)ii
′
denotes the minor determinant)

∂

∂x
det(M) =

∑
ii′

∂Mii′

∂x
(−1)i−i

′
det(M)ii

′
(S17)

to the eigenvalue problem Eq. (S15), one can express the derivative of the eigenenergies as [63]

∂Ekn

∂∆M
=

1∑
o det(M

n(k))oo

∑
o1o2

∂Ho1o2(k)

∂∆M
(−1)o1−o2 det(Mn(k))o1o2 , (S18)

where we defined the matrix Mn
o1o2(k) = Ho1o2(k)−Eknδo1o2 . Using the shape of the order parameter and inserting

the result in Eq. (S16), this gives the final expression for the self-consistent gap equation

∆M = − U

2N

∑
kn

f(βEkn)∑
o det(M

n(k))oo

(
det(Mn(k))BB − det(Mn(k))CC

)
. (S19)

The solutions for Eq. (S19) depicted in Fig. 3 of the main text were obtained with a Brillouin zone sampling of
2000× 2000 k points.



S5

Tp
c

Td/pd
c

pristine Ta doped
T T

Tc
CDW

Tpd
c /Td

c

Tc

Tp
c

′i

′tot

2

a01/a02

Td
c

Tpd
c

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
U

10°4

10°3

10°2

C
u
to

Æ
§

c

B1-AM

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
t0/t

10°3

10°2

C
u
to

Æ
§

c

FM

XY -SDW

B1-AM

(a) (b)

0.2 0.4 0.6
t0/t

0

1

2

3

4

U

(c)

FIG. S2. Critical cutoff scale Λc of (a) the proposed AM state for different values of UA = UB,C at t′ = 0.5 and (b) competing
phases for different values of t′ at Ui = 1 depicted in Fig.S3. (c) Joint phase diagram the U, t′ parameter space. We see that
the AM state is stable in a broad parameter regime and extends to relatively large values of interaction.
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FIG. S3. (a) Ferromagnetic (FM) phase emerging at small t′. As the A site participates in the magnetization process, a slight
tendency towards ferrimagnetism can be observed. (b) XY -spin density wave emerging at the interface of FM and AM. At the
phase transition, all linear combinations of the twofold degenerate order parameter are allowed solutions of the linearized gap
equation.

S4. STABILITY ANALYSIS OF THE ALTERMAGNETIC PHASE

The results shown in the main part of this work were obtained for NN (t = 1) and NNN hopping (t′ = 0.5), and
equal onsite interactions and chemical potentials on the three sublattices (U = 1, µi = 0) as given by the interaction
Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) of the main text. The filling is adjusted such that the t′-induced VHS resides at zero energy. To
investigate the resilience of the proposed AM state we consider perturbations in both the kinetic and the interaction
part of the simplified Hamiltonian. We find the AM instability being robust against several changes summarized in
the following subsections. Unless stated otherwise, the remaining parameters are kept as specified in this paragraph.

A. Interaction parameters

We demonstrate that the proposed AM state remains robust across the entire weak to intermediate coupling regime
of onsite interactions UA = UB,C . Figure S2 a shows the critical cutoff scale Λc for different values of U . The cutoff
scale, being a handle on the critical temperature, increases rapidly with increased coupling strength. Furthermore, we
analyze how different onsite interactions on the two types of sublattices affect the stability of the state, i.e. UA ̸= UB,C .
For fixed UB,C = 1 the AM state persists for UA = 0 . . . 2.5.
We additionally allow for longer-ranged interactions, i.e., nearest-neighbor (NN) interactions V and next-nearest-

neighbor (NNN) interactions V ′. While NN interactions between Wykoff positions 1a and 2c have no effect on the
AM state up to V = 0.6, V ′ (which couples the B and C sites) drives a B1 intra-unit cell charge density wave upon
exceeding V ′ = 0.2. These results are in agreement with previous mean-field results on the Lieb lattice [33] and are
driven by an effect extensively discussed in Hubbard model on the Kagome lattice: Due to the sublattice interference
mechanism [27] the system is less likely to form a local magnetization density, since the onsite interaction is partially
screened by the sublattice character of states on the FS. Hence, the system has more incentive to ease the NN repulsion
by a charge imbalance of the neighbouring sites rather than the onsite repulsion [4, 67].
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FIG. S4. Band structures for different values of intrinsic detuning µA ̸= µB,C = 0.0 and NNN hopping t′ at pristine filling.
The sublattice polarized VHS that drives the AM phase transition persits. For t′ → 0 the VHS approaches half filling and the
band flattens.

B. Kinetic parameters

Figure S4 displays different values of intrinsic detuning µA ̸= µB,C = 0.0 and NNN hopping t′ at pristine filling.
The sublattice polarized VHS at the X/Y point persists for arbitrary values of µA and arbitrary but finite values of
t′ as it corresponds to a topologically protected band touching point. This property is reflected in the resilience of
the AM phase upon variation of t′ ≥ 0.5 (see Fig. S2b) and µA = −2.0 . . . 3.0.
At U = 1 and small t′ < 0.3 the dominant contribution to the leading instability is provided by a ferromagnet (FM)

on the B and C sites. The trivial irrep in real space allows for a participation of the central A site in the magnetisation
process, which results in a ferrimagnetic phase (Fig. S3a). A degenerate Q = X,Y spin density wave (SDW) resides
at the interface between FM and AM order (Fig. S3b). A phase diagram showing the three competing instabilites
depending on both U and t′ is shown in Fig. S3c. The competition between these three states is already apparent at
the bare level as discussed in Section S4C. A sign difference between t and t′ does not affect this phenomenology, as it
merely inverts the dispersion of the BC band in energy. Small perturbations from even longer-ranged hybridizations,
i.e., same-sublattice third nearest-neighbor hoppings t′′, alter the shape of the Fermi surface (FS), resulting in a loss
of perfect nesting conditions and, consequently, a suppression of critical scales.

For the given band structure, itinerant phases are generally suppressed for small amounts of hole doping as the DOS
rapidly declines (see Fig. 1b). For small amounts of electron doping, the B/C polarized band is still present at the
Fermi surface stabilizing the AM phase with tendencies to form the particle-hole condensate at slightly incommensurate
momenta. As the logarithmically diverging DOS and perfect nesting scenario is absent at the Fermi level, intermediate
interaction values are necessary to obtain the altermagnetic phase in our FRG calculations (e.g., Ui = 1.4 · · · ≥ 2.6
for µ = 0.02).

C. Dominance of the altermagnetic order parameter

To connect the orbital character of the eigenstates at the VHS with the emergent symmetry breaking, we inspect
the bare static particle-hole susceptibility

χ0
o1o2o3o4(Q) = −

∫
BZ

dk

VBZ

f(βεn(k +Q))− f(βεm(k))

εn(k +Q)− εm(k)
Mnm

{oi}(k,Q) . (S20)

The momentum space integral and Fermi distribution f(βϵ) is evaluated on a momentum space mesh in the BZ of
volume VBZ and at an inverse temperature β in the implementation described in Ref. [64].

In multi-orbital systems, χ0 features a dependence not only on the single particle energies εn(k) but also on the
orbital-to-band transformations of the electronic eigenstates unoi(k) via

Mnm
{oi}(k,Q) = [uno1(k +Q)]∗[umo2(k)]

∗uno3(k +Q)umo4(k) . (S21)

Since higher energy fluctuations are suppressed by the denominator in Eq. (S20), the largest contribution to the
integral is given by the states close to the Fermi level. This introduces an energetic hierarchy to the eigenstates on
the bandstructure and one can select the dominant screening channels by placing the Fermi level accordingly. This
effect is highlighted in Fig. S5: For the Fermi level at the VHS close to half filling, the bare susceptibility features
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Q values in the whole BZ. We note that ferromagnetic fluctuations are suppressed on the bare level already when doping to
the center VHS (left column).

a pronounced peak at Γ and X associated with the dominant FS nesting vectors on the BC derived Fermi sheet.
Contrarily, at the lower VHS the eigenstates on the FS are mostly dominated by the A sublattice and the pronounced
M nesting displays an AFM spin fluctuation texture.
At the central VHS, the bare susceptibility shows two dominant peaks: While at Γ the susceptibility is guaranteed

to feature a local maximum by quantum geometric arguments [45], the relative angular momentum of the resulting
particle-hole condensate is determined by the ratio t′/t. NNN hopping (t′) mediates a direct AFM coupling between
the B and C sites ∝ t′2 that is counteracted by a second order FM coupling via the A site of order t4. Their competition
is directly reflected in the close proximity of the leading spin fluctuation in Fig. S5 at the Γ point. In the t′-dominated
regime the associated electronic fluctuations display a clear d-wave altermagnetic character in accordance with the
intuitive picture provided in the main text with a subleading FM order (see Fig. S3a). For small t′/t, this hierarchy
is inverted resulting in the low energy FM phase in Fig. S2b.

The additional peak at Q = X/Y corresponds to the dominant Fermi surface nesting vector of the FS at the Lifshitz
transition. It is generically disfavored at the bare level compared to the Γ point condensate, since it can not exploit
the mixed sublattice contributions directly at the van-Hove pointM . However, the destructive interference of the AM
and FM fluctuations at Q = Γ promotes an X/Y modulated spin density wave as the dominant magnetic instability
in the intermediate t′ region (cf. Fig. S2).

S5. SYMMETRY CLASSIFICATION OF THE d-WAVE ALTERMAGNETIC ORDER

Non-relativistic collinear magnetism is generally classified by spin groups [18, 20] described as the direct product:
rs × Rs. Here, rs refers to the spin only group whose implication on the band structure of collinear magnets is
ϵσ(kx, ky) = ϵσ(−kx,−ky) regardless of whether the real-space inversion symmetry is present. Here, rs = [C∞||E] +

[C̄2C∞||E] where C∞ is any rotation around the common spin axis and C̄2 is the two-fold rotation around the axis
perpendicular to the spins combined with spin space inversion. In the notation [Ri||Rj ], Ri(Rj) incorporates all the
spin (crystallographic) space operations.

In contrast, the non-trivial spin group Rs, which does not contain any elements of rs, plays a crucial role in
determining the non-relativistic spin-split band structure. The group Rs generally comprises pairs of operations
acting independently on spin and real space. There are three distinct types of Rs, each corresponding to a specific
type of collinear magnet.

1. Type I: Denoted by RIs = [E||G] where G belongs to a crystallographic Laue group. This type results in
complete spin splitting of the band structure, as observed in ferromagnets or ferrimagnets.

2. Type II: Denoted by RIIs = [E||G] + [C2||G] where C2 is a spin-inversion operation. This leads to a spin-
degenerate band structure, typical of trivial collinear antiferromagnets.
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3. Type III: Denoted by RIIIs = [E||H] + [C2||G−H = A] where H is a halving subgroup of G. This type gives
rise to the altermagnetic phase, characterized by non-trivial non-relativistic spin splitting in spin-compensated
collinear magnets.

The observed phase in this study belongs to the third category. Specifically, the non-trivial spin group is given by
[C2||A] where A includes three symmetry elements Mxy (mirror plane perpendicular to xy plane and passing through
x = y), Mxȳ (mirror plane perpendicular to xy plane and passing through x = −y) and C4 (C4z rotational axis) that
interchanges B and C sublattices:

[C2||Mxy] : ϵσ(kx, ky) → ϵ−σ(ky, kx) ,

[C2||Mxȳ] : ϵσ(kx, ky) → ϵ−σ(−ky,−kx) ,
[C2||C4] : ϵσ(kx, ky) → ϵ−σ(−ky, kx) .

(S22)

The first two equation ensure the symmetry protected spin degeneracy along the lines kx = ±ky, i.e., along the
segment Γ-M .

S6. SIZE OF THE NON-RELATIVISTIC SPIN SPLITTING

In the magnetic state, spin degeneracy is lifted and the overall Hamiltonian can be written in a block diagonal
fashion

H(k) =

(
H↑↑(k) 0

0 H↓↓(k) .

)
(S23)

Even in the presence of magnetic ordering the two spin block decouple and we can obtain the eigenvalues of the spin-↑
polarized bands by diagonalization of the matrix

H↑↑(k) =

−µA Akx Aky
Akx ∆M Bk
Aky Bk −∆M

 (S24)

with ∆M (−∆M ) the spin polarization on the B (C) sublattice. The corresponding eigenvalues for spin-↓ are obtained
by flipping the sign: ∆M → −∆M .
To assess the size of the spin splitting we recall that the magnetic order parameter transforms in a B1 irrep of C4v,

i.e., the spin splitting is to lowest order ∝ cos(kx) − cos(ky) [39]. Hence, the maximum value of the spin splitting is
expected at the X/Y points. We therefore investigate the Hamiltonian at X = (π, 0),

H↑↑(k = X) =

−µA 0 2t
0 ∆M 0
2t 0 −∆M

 , (S25)

to quantify the spin splitting. The eigenvalues of this matrix as well as its spin-down counterpart are given by

E1
↑(X) = −∆M , E1

↓(X) = ∆M ,

E2
↑(X) =

1

2

(
∆M + µA −

√
(∆M − µA)2 + 16t2

)
, E2

↓(X) =
1

2

(
−∆M + µA −

√
(∆M + µA)2 + 16t2

)
,

E3
↑(X) =

1

2

(
∆M + µA +

√
(∆M − µA)2 + 16t2

)
, E3

↓(X) =
1

2

(
−∆M + µA +

√
(∆M + µA)2 + 16t2

)
,

(S26)

where we require the labelling with i such that Ei↑(X) = Ei↓(X) in the non-magnetic case (∆M = 0). Then the

non-relativistic spin splitting at the k = X point is given by δi(X) = |Ei↑(X)−Ei↓(X)| (for ∆M ≪ 1, when the bands

stay close to the non-magnetic bands) and reads

δ1(X) = 2∆M ,

δ2(X) =
∣∣∣∆M −

√
(∆M − µA)2 + 16t2 +

√
(∆M + µA)2 + 16t2

∣∣∣ = ∆M

∣∣∣1 + µA
t

+O(t−2)
∣∣∣ ,

δ3(X) =
∣∣∣∆M +

√
(∆M − µA)2 + 16t2 −

√
(∆M + µA)2 + 16t2

∣∣∣ = ∆M

∣∣∣1− µA
t

+O(t−2)
∣∣∣ .

(S27)
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FIG. S6. Magnitude of the spin gap δ as a function of the magnetic order parameter magnitude ∆M for several values of NN
hopping t with t′ = t/2. The kinks correspond to level crossings of the altermagnetic bands, so the linear scaling abruptly
changes there.

Hence the spin gap δi(X) scales linearly in ∆M for ∆M ≪ t in accordance with an AFM band gap. As depicted
in Fig. S6 this linear regime extends over a broad range of order parameter sizes until a level crossing of the spin
polarized bands sets in.

A non-itinerant mechanism to generate altermagnetic order usually relies on strong magnetic exchange interactions.
They are hence operated in a regime where the magnetic order is much larger than the local symmetry breaking term.
In this limit, corresponding to t ≪ ∆M , the spin gap of our system is given with reference to the AFM state in the
BC subsystem by δ̄(X) ∝ t2/|∆M − µA|. Hence, the AM spin splitting is determined by the effective hopping term
that transforms non-trivially under C4 (cf. Section S2) in accordance with the effective AM toy models discussed, e.g.,
in Ref. [20]. The transition between an “itinerant gap” and a “local gap” can be seen in Fig. S6, where the kink at
∆M ≈ 1 corresponds to the change of reference state.

S7. REALIZATION IN AN OPTICAL LATTICE

The altermagnetic Hubbard model on the Lieb lattice consists of NN hopping t and NNN hopping t′. In this section,
we discuss a possible realization of the single particle band structure of such a model in an optical lattice platform.
We begin with the following lattice potential:

V (x, y) = −ER[V1(x, y) + V2(x, y)], (S28)

V1(x, y) = v1[cos(2κx) + cos(2κy) + r(cos(4κx) + cos(4κy))]2, (S29)

V2(x, y) = 4v2[sin
2(κ(x+ y)) + sin2(κ(x− y))], (S30)

where ER = ℏ2κ2/2m is the recoil energy, m is the mass of ultra-cold atoms trapped into the potential wells and
κ = π/λ. Figure S7a illustrates this lattice potential for (v1, v2, r) = (4.0, 4.0, 0.7).
In Fig. S7b, we sketch the experimental setup yielding the potential of the form given by Eq. (S28). V1(x, y) can be

generated by two laser sources that result in two pairs of phase-locked counter-propagating beams with wavelengths
λ/2 and λ shown by thick and thin blue lines respectively in Fig. S7b. Both beams are linearly polarized with the

direction of polarization aligned out of plane. Here, r =
|E⃗0(λ/2)|
|E⃗0(λ)|

denotes the ratio of the electric field amplitudes of

the two beams. On the other hand, to generate V2(x, y) one needs a linearly polarized single laser source yielding a
pair of phase locked counter propagating waves of wavelength 2λ where the plane of polarization resides within the
plane (shown by red lines in Fig. S7b). Notice that this beam is rotated by 45◦ with respect to the previous one.
Such arrangement leads to a Lieb lattice with lattice periodicity λ.

Furthermore we follow standard techniques for calculation of the single particle band structure in a lattice potential.
This includes numerically solving Schrödinger’s equation with potential V (x, y). As a result, we obtain band structures
displayed in the top panels of Fig. S7c for different parameter choices. A comparison of these spectra with the single
particle band structures obtained from the model Hamiltonian (cf. Eq. (1) of the main text) for corresponding values
of the tight binding parameters is given in the bottom panels of Fig. S7c. The good agreement suggests a tangible
realization of the itinerant AM phase transition in optical lattice systems. In addition, there are other proposals [65, 66]
suitable for the realization of an NN Lieb lattice tight-binding model.
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FIG. S7. Possibility of realization Lieb system in an optical lattice simulator. (a) Optical lattice potential given by Eq. (S28)
with (v1, v2, r) = (4.0, 4.0, 0.7), (b) Experimental setup. (c) top panels: optical lattice band structure (single particle) for
(v1, v2) given by (4.1, 4.1), (4.25, 4.25) and (4.1, 4.1) respectively and r = 0.7. We consider the energy offset as E0 = 26ER.
(c) bottom panels: Tight binding band structure with (t′, µA) given by (0.2,−0.3),(0.2, 0.0) and (0.2, 0.3) in Eq. (1) where µA

and t′ are scaled with t.
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