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ABSTRACT

Spin excitations play a fundamental role in understanding magnetic properties of materials, and have significant
technological implications for magnonic devices. However, accurately modeling these in transition-metal and
rare-earth compounds remains a formidable challenge. Here, we present a fully first-principles approach for
calculating spin-waves spectra based on time-dependent (TD) density-functional perturbation theory (DFPT),
using Hubbard functionals in a noncollinear formulation. Unlike methods that rely on empirical Hubbard U
parameters to describe the ground state, and Heisenberg Hamiltonians for describing magnetic excitations, the
methodology developed here probes directly the dynamical spin susceptibility (efficiently evaluated with TDDFPT
throught the Liouville-Lanczos approach), and treats the linear variation of the Hubbard augmentation (in itself
calculated non empirically) in full at a self-consistent level. We benchmark the novel computational scheme on
prototypical transition-metal monoxides NiO and MnO, showing remarkable agreement with experiments and
highlighting the pivotal role of these newly implemented Hubbard corrections. The method holds great promise for
describing collective spin excitations in complex materials containing localized electronic states.

INTRODUCTION

In recent years, several intriguing research direc-
tions in spin excitations have attracted much at-
tention; notably, these include magnonics in two-
dimensional materials1,2,3, magnons in altermag-
nets4,5,6,7, and the coupling of magnons with other
quasiparticles like excitons8,9, phonons10,11,12,13,
and plasmons14,15,16. These phenomena often
occur in complex materials containing magnetic
transition-metal and/or rare-earth ions, and char-
acterized as Mott-Hubbard or charge-transfer in-
sulators17. While there have been many experi-
mental breakthroughs in studying collective spin
excitations (spin waves)18,19,20,21,22, theoretical and
computational investigations remain challenging.
To model the ground state of this class of mate-
rials, density-functional theory (DFT)23,24 or the
Korringa–Kohn–Rostocker (KKR) Green’s function

method25,26 are typically used. As it is well known,
in DFT the choice of the exchange-correlation (xc)
function is crucial. While standard local spin-
density approximation (LSDA) and spin-polarized
generalized-gradient approximation (σ-GGA) pro-
vide satisfactory results for itinerant magnetic met-
als, they are inaccurate for transition-metal and
rare-earth insulating compounds due to strong self-
interaction errors (SIEs) for partially filled and lo-
calized d and f electrons27,28. To address these
challenges, more advanced functionals have been
developed, among which Hubbard-corrected DFT
functionals (DFT+U)29,30,31 stand out for their ca-
pability to correct SIEs32,33 and low computational
cost. The value of Hubbard U is critical, and em-
pirical tuning of U based on experimental results is
a popular strategy; still, not only it requires accu-
rate reference data, which are not always available,
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but its tranferability to properties that are often
not fitted is debatable. To overcome these limi-
tations, several first-principles approaches to com-
pute U have been developed, including constrained
DFT (cDFT)34,35,36,37,38,39,40, Hartree-Fock-based
methods41,42,43,44,45,46, and the constrained random
phase approximation (cRPA)47,48,49,50. Machine
learning techniques for determining Hubbard param-
eters have also emerged in recent years51,52,53,54,55,
which provide a fast and attractive route. The
linear-response formulation of cDFT56 has gained
widespread popularity due to its simplicity and ac-
curacy, and its recent reformulation using density-
functional perturbation theory (DFPT)57,58,59 has
further enhanced its success. The physical rationale
behind the linear-response determination of U relies
on the heuristical imposition of piecewise linearity
of the total energy of the system as a function of
the occupation of the target Hubbard manifold56.
Investigations of various magnetic materials using
U from DFPT have proven to be accurate and ef-
fective60,61,62,63,64,65,66,67,68, making it an appealing
approach for the description of spin waves.

The theoretical modeling of spin waves (magnons)
can in general be achieved using a wide array of
methodologies. One of the most popular technique
involves model spin Hamiltonians, particularly the
Heisenberg model, which relies on the adiabatic
assumption that the time scales of magnons and
electrons differ enough to allow the local electronic
structure to adapt to the presence of magnons. The
Heisenberg Hamiltonian is parametrized with inter-
atomic exchange interactions J and other magnetic
interaction parameters; e.g., single-ion anisotropy
and/or Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya (DM) interactions69.
These parameters are often obtained empirically
by fitting them to experimental magnon disper-
sions. From a theoretical perspective, they can
also be calculated from first principles using estab-
lished approaches such as total energy differences70,
spin-spiral energy dispersions based on the gener-
alized Bloch theorem71,72,73, and the infinitesimal-
rotations method based on the magnetic force the-
orem74,75,76,77. Once the Heisenberg Hamiltonian
parametrization is set, magnon dispersions are deter-
mined using linear spin-wave theory (LSWT)78,79,80.
Mapping experimental magnon dispersions to lattice
spin models has proven to be very effective, offering
a valuable tool for investigating complex systems,

particularly magnetic surfaces81 and skyrmions82.
However, using Heisenberg Hamiltonians requires
prior knowledge of the specific magnetic interac-
tions to include, which can be problematic if no
experimental data are available. Additionally, in
complex systems, the large number of J parameters
and weak DM interactions can introduce intricacies
and ill-conditioning in the determination of these
quantities.

An alternative approach for modeling spin waves
is to calculate directly the electronic response to
an external magnetic potential, by evaluating ex-
plicitly the spin-spin susceptibility tensor. Two
popular strategies to tackle this task are time-
dependent density-functional theory (TDDFT)83

and many-body perturbation theory (MBPT)84.
TDDFT equations are typically solved in the linear-
response regime in the frequency domain, assum-
ing a small external magnetic field perturbation,
and can be addressed using Dyson85,86,87,88,89,90,91,
Sternheimer92,93,94, or Liouville-Lanczos (LL)95 ap-
proaches. The strong perturbation regime can be
accessed by solving TDDFT equations using real-
time propagation, which enables the modeling of
ultrafast phenomena96. MBPT techniques, consist-
ing in the solution of the Bethe-Salpeter equation
on top of the LSDA or GW ground state, have been
devised for modeling magnons97,98,99,8 and generally
yield a more accurate description of magnons com-
pared to TDDFT (if the latter is used with adiabatic
LSDA (ALSDA)), but they come with considerable
computational costs. Improved versions of TDDFT
embodying more advanced functionals are attractive
because they could deliver accurate magnon pre-
dictions while preserving moderate computational
costs. In this context, extending TDDFT to incorpo-
rate Hubbard U corrections has proven effective for
absorption spectroscopy100,101,102, but this exten-
sion to the case of magnons has only been explored
in Ref. 94 using empirical U values when solving
the Sternheimer equation with a finite-difference
scheme, making the approach not being entirely ab
initio. Instead, a fully non empirical, first-principles
Hubbard approach is highly desirable, with U com-
puted using one of the aforementioned methods and
treated self-consistently and efficiently when solving
the TDDFT equations.

To achieve this, and the aforementioned limita-
tions, we propose a first-principles methodology
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for the evaluation of spin-fluctuation spectra which
is based on time-dependent density-functional per-
turbation theory (TDDFPT)83 with noncollinear
Hubbard functionals59 in a Liouville-Lanczos (LL)
scheme103. The formulation is entirely non empiri-
cal: (i) the Hubbard U parameter is not arbitrarily
adjusted, but is calculated using DFPT56,104,57 si-
multaneously optimizing also the crystal structure
in a well defined self-consistent protocol105,58, and
(ii) the approach probes explicitly the dynamical
spin susceptibility, that is linked to the experimen-
tally measurable double-differential cross section,
thus providing a direct comparison with experi-
ments95. Besides avoiding any reference to the elec-
tronic empty states, as routinely done in DFPT106,
the greatest advantage of the LL approach for step
(ii) relies in the fact that a single linear-response
calculation enables inexpensively the evaluation of
a column of the spin susceptibility χαα′(q,ω) at a
large number frequencies. This is a desirable fea-
ture – especially when the magnon spectrum of
a material is not known a priori – because it al-
lows a facile identification of the spin excitations
along the frequency axis, without the need of scan-
ning several values of ω, which instead would be
required in the Sternheimer approach92,93. The LL
method was already successfully applied to optical
absorption spectroscopy103,107, electron-energy loss
spectroscopy108, and inelastic neutron scattering
spectroscopy95 (although limited to standard DFT
functionals), and it includes the self-consistent read-
justment of the charge and magnetization densities.
In this work, we explicitly account for the first-order
variation of the Hubbard potential, similarly to the
static phonon DFPT implementation109,61. How-
ever, in the present noncollinear dynamical case
we demonstrate that the linear response equation
that is antiresonant with the external frequency ω
exhibits a reversal of the Hubbard magnetization –
i.e. the magnetization projected onto the localized
(3d or 4f) target manifold. Ultimately, the method
proposed works directly with the linearization of the
Kohn-Sham (KS) Bloch states in reciprocal space,
and thus it bypasses intermediate post-processing
steps like Wannierizations77,110,85, improving user-
friendliness and automation.

We apply this novel framework to the study of
the magnon dispersions of NiO and MnO. By con-
sistently addressing the electronic, structural, and

magnetic degrees of freedom, we achieve a highly
accurate determination of spin waves, comparable to
results from more advanced methods like DMFT111

or GW 112,3 but at much more moderate compu-
tational cost that will allow dealing with complex
materials and large supercells. As a byproduct of
the calculations, we fit the magnon dispersions in
order to extract the exchange parameters, which are
then used to explain features of the magnon disper-
sions, and link them to the different magnitude of
the rhombohedral distortions detected in the two
materials investigated. These structural distortions
are shown to be correctly captured by the present
approach, thanks to the use of an iterative eval-
uation of the Hubbard parameters and structural
optimizations, yielding the self-consistent Hubbard
U and crystal structure.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Time-dependent density-functional perturbation
theory with Hubbard corrections
TDDFPT is a dynamical generalization of static
DFPT104,113, where the external perturbation is
decomposed into monochromatic components char-
acterized by q wave-vectors95. Due to the frequency
dependence, two first-order (Sternheimer) equations
must be solved: one resonant with the perturbation
frequency ω at wave-vector q, and one antiresonant
with −ω at wave-vector −q. Different methods have
been developed to handle these equations. For ex-
ample, in Ref. 93 the antiresonant equation was
explicitly solved at −q, while Ref. 95 applied the
time-reversal operator T̂ = ισyK̂ (with K̂ being
the complex-conjugate operator) to the antiresonat
equation, which restores the positive sign of ω and
q in the response quantities while reversing the sign
of the magnetic xc potential Bxc. The operator
T̂ has also been used in static DFPT to calculate
phonons114 and the Hubbard U parameter59. Given
its formal elegance, in this work we follow this latter
methodology.

The core of this paper is an extension of the
TDDFPT formalism from Ref. 95 to noncollinear
Hubbard functionals59. We present the general for-
malism for both metals and insulators using norm-
conserving pseudopotentials, and we use Hartree
atomic units. It is worth noting that extending the
current formalism to ultrasoft pseudopotentials115
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and the projector augmented wave method116 is
straightforward but rather involved117,118, and could
be addressed in future work.

Ground state
In a noncollinear DFT+U scheme, the Hub-
bard occupation is a 2 × 2 matrix in spin
space119,102,120. The implementation of this for-
malism supports Löwdin-orthogonalized pseudo-
atomic orbitals, which define the localized Hub-
bard subspace of interest59. For spinorial quan-
tities, we adopt the notation |Ψi⟩ =∑

σ |ψσ
i ,σ⟩ and

|ΦI
m⟩ =∑

σ |ϕIσ
m ,σ⟩ for the KS spinor and the Hub-

bard atomic states, respectively (see Ref. 59 for
more detailed definitions). Here, i is the collec-
tive index for quasimomentum and KS band in-
dices i = nk, I is the atomic site index, m is the
magnetic quantum number, and σ is the spin in-
dex. The Hubbard occupation matrix is defined as
N I

mm′ = ∑
i θ̃i⟨Ψi|P̂ I

m′m|Ψi⟩, where θ̃i are the elec-
tronic occupancies – which equal to 0 and 1 for
empty and occupied states at zero temperature, re-
spectively, and have intermediate values for metals
around the Fermi level – and P̂ I

m′m = |ΦI
m′⟩⟨ΦI

m| is
the projector on the Hubbard subspace. In spin-
resolved components, the Hubbard occupation ma-
trix reads:

N Iσσ′
mm′ =

∑
i

θ̃i
〈
ψσ′

i

∣∣ϕI
m′
〉〈
ϕI

m

∣∣ψσ
i

〉
. (1)

In terms of these quantities, the Hubbard energy is
given by59:

EU =
∑
Im

U I

2 Tr
(
N I

mm −
∑
m′

N I
mm′N I

m′m

)
, (2)

where the trace (Tr) is taken over the spin degrees
of freedom.

As was mentioned earlier, in order to exploit
the time-reversal operator T̂ in the antiresonant
Sternheimer equation, we need to determine how
N I

mm′ and P̂ I
mm′ transform under time reversal. To

this aim, we use the completeness property121 of
the Pauli matrices σ = (σx,σy,σz): σζζ′ · σξξ′ =
2δζξ′δζ′ξ − δζζ′δξ′ξ, which allows to rewrite the occu-
pation matrix (1) as59:(

N
I[m]
mm′

)σσ′
= 1

2
(
nI

mm′ δσσ′ +mI
mm′ ·σσσ′)

, (3)

where nI
mm′ = Tr

[
N I

mm′
]

and mI
mm′ =∑

σσ′ N Iσσ′
mm′ σσ′σ are the Hubbard occupation

(or charge) and magnetization, respectively. In
Eq. (3) and in the following, for the sake of
convenience, we use a notation that explicitly
highlights the dependence on the magnetization
(indicated as a superscript in square brackets),
which will be necessary later when we reverse the
sign of the magnetization. From this representation,
using the properties T̂ T̂ † = Î (where Î is the
identity operator) and T̂ σ T̂ † = −σ, it follows that:(

T̂ N
I[m]
mm′ T̂ †)σσ′

=
∑
σ1σ2

T̂ σσ1
(
N

I[m]
mm′

)σ1σ2 T̂ †σ2σ′

=
(
N

I[−m]
m′m

)σσ′
,

(4)

which is identical to Eq. (3) but with the opposite
sign in front of the magnetization matrix mI

mm′ .
From this expression we can derive how the non-
collinear Hubbard potential transforms under the
time-reversal operation. Let us start from its defini-
tion59:

V̂
[m]

U =
∑

Imm′

U I

2
[
δmm′ −2N I[m]

mm′

]∣∣ΦI
m

〉〈
ΦI

m′
∣∣, (5)

where the notation V̂
[m]

U has to be understood as a
2×2 matrix operator in the spin space. Next, using
Eq. (4), by inverting the dummy indices m and m′,
and since the application of T̂ on Φ is immaterial
(due to the spin-averaging procedure59) the desired
transformation is:(

T̂ V̂
[m]

U T̂ †)σσ′
=
∑
σ1σ2

T̂ σσ1
(
V̂

[m]
U

)σ1σ2 T̂ †σ2σ′

=
(
V̂

[−m]
U

)σσ′
,

(6)

which is identical to Eq. (5) but with N
I[m]
mm′ being

replaced by N I[−m]
mm′ , which has been discussed above.

Dynamical linear response
Let us consider now an external weak perturbation of
the system due to the magnetic dynamical potential
with a finite q modulation. This potential is given
by the interaction energy of the system of electrons
with an external magnetic field95: V [Bωq ]

ext (q,ω) =
−µB σ ·Bωq. Hereafter, we indicate with Bα

ωq the α
Cartesian component of the vector amplitude of the
external magnetic field. Next, we use the Bloch sum
expression for the Hubbard atomic-like states122,57:

|Φs
mk⟩ = 1√

Nk

∑
l

eιk·Rl |Φls
m⟩ = eιk·r

√
Nk

|νs
mk⟩, (7)
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where νs
mk(r +Rl) = νs

mk(r) ≡
∑

σ ν
sσ
mk(r)|σ⟩ is the

lattice-periodic spinorial part, and Nk is the number
of points in the k-grid. Here, we used the notation
I ≡ Rl +τs ≡ ls, so that s identifies the atomic po-
sition within the lth cell. Going over to the (ω,q)
space and differentiating with respect to the carte-
sian α-component of Bωq, we get the linearized
Hubbard potential:

dV̂
[m]

U,k

dBα
ωq

= −
∑

smm′

U sdN
s[m]
mm′

dBα
ωq

∣∣νs
mk+q

〉〈
νs

m′k+q

∣∣, (8)

for which a transformation law similar to Eq. (6)
applies:

T̂
dV̂

[m]
U,−k

dBα
−ω−q

T̂ † =
dV̂

[−m]
U,k

dBα
ωq

. (9)

We now exploit Bloch’s theorem for the KS spinors:
|Ψi⟩ ≡ |Ψnk⟩ = eιk·r

√
Nk

|unk⟩. In terms of the lattice-
periodic spinorial part unk(r + Rl) = unk(r) ≡∑

σ u
σ
nk(r)|σ⟩, the first-order response Hubbard oc-

cupation matrix in Eq. (8) is written in terms of a
first-order standard and time-reversed response KS
wavefunctions:
dN

s[m]
mm′

dBα
ωq

= 1
Nk

∑
nk

[〈
unk

∣∣νs
m′k

〉〈
νs

mk+q

∣∣∆α
ωqunk

〉
+
〈
T̂ un−k

∣∣T̂ νs
m−k⟩⟨T̂ νs

m′−k−q

∣∣T̂ ∆α
−ω−qun−k

〉]
,

(10)

where the scalar products between the lattice-
periodic parts of the spinors are summed over the
spin components: ⟨u|ν⟩ ≡

∑
σ⟨uσ|νσ⟩. Equation (10)

is valid for finite q, while for q = 0 there is an extra
term for metallic systems proportional to the deriva-
tive of the occupations123,104 θ̃. The implementation
of TDDFPT+U does not currently support the case
q = 0; hence, this term is omitted. Also, in Eq. (10)
the prefactor θ̃nk does not occur due to the defini-
tion of the response KS wavefunctions for metallic
systems123. Thanks to the relations:

dnI
mm′

dBα
ωq

= Tr
[
dN I

mm′

dBα
ωq

]
; dmI

mm′

dBα
ωq

=
∑
σσ′

dN Iσσ′
mm′

dBα
ωq

σσ′σ

it is readily seen that the time-reversed part of
Eq. (10) has an inverted sign for the Hubbard
magnetization m, similarly to what happens
for the induced spin-resolved charge density114

(in analogy to Eqs. (26) and (27) of Ref. 95).
Finally, in Eq. (10) the resonant ∆α

ωqunk and
the time-reversed antiresonant T̂ ∆α

−ω−qun−k

wavefunctions can be obtained by solving the two
coupled Sternheimer equations, which represent the
core methodological development of this work:

(
Ĥ

[Bxc]
k+q + V̂

[m]
U,k+q − ϵnk −ω

)∣∣∣∆α
ωqunk

〉
= −P̂k+q

[
dV̂

[Bxc]
Hxc

dBα
ωq

+
dV̂

[m]
U,k

dBα
ωq

+ dV̂
[Bωq ]

ext
dBα

ωq

]∣∣∣unk

〉
, (11)

(
Ĥ

[−Bxc]
k+q + V̂

[−m]
U,k+q − ϵn−k +ω

)∣∣∣T̂ ∆α
−ω−qun−k

〉
= −Π̂k+q

[
dV̂

[−Bxc]
Hxc
dBα

ωq

+
dV̂

[−m]
U,k

dBα
ωq

+ dV̂
[−Bωq ]

ext
dBα

ωq

]∣∣∣T̂ un−k

〉
, (12)

where P̂k+q and Π̂k+q = T̂ P̂−k−qT̂ † are the stan-
dard and time-reversed projectors onto the occupied
manifold, which have a more complex expression
for metallic systems123,104,95. Here, Ĥ [Bxc]

k+q is the
ground-state Hamiltonian defined in Eq. (21) in Ref.
95, and Ĥ

[−Bxc]
k+q is its analogue with the reversed

sign of Bxc, while ϵnk and ϵn−k are the ground-state
KS energies. This Hamiltonian does not include
the ground-state lattice-periodic Hubbard potential
V̂

[m]
U,k+q, which instead appears as a separate term in

the equations above, and V̂ [−m]
U,k+q is its analogue with

the reversed sign for the Hubbard magnetization m.
Finally, the response Hartree and xc (Hxc), response
Hubbard, and external potentials appear on the
right-hand side of the equations above with the spec-
ified signs of Bxc, m and Bωq. Equations (11) and
(12) differ from analogues equations in Ref. 95 by the
presence of the ground-state and response Hubbard
potentials tuned by the magnitude of the Hubbard
U parameter. In addition, the ground-state KS ener-
gies, wavefunctions, and spin-resolved charge density
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are obtained from the DFT+U ground state. There-
fore, by solving Eqs. (11) and (12) self-consistently it
is possible to obtain magnon energies including the
Hubbard corrections with full internal consistency.

In principles, the dynamical Sternheimer equa-
tions (11) and (12) can be solved at each frequency
ω; this provides the response KS wavefunctions
∆α

ωqunk and the corresponding time-reversed ones
T̂ ∆α

−ω−qun−k. The evaluation of these quantities
gives access to the dynamical response spin-charge
density matrix operator, defined as:

dρ̂

dBα
ωq

= 1
Nk

∑
nk

(∣∣∆α
ωqunk

〉
⟨unk|

+ |T̂ ∆α
−ω−qun−k

〉
⟨T̂ un−k|

)
.

(13)

The knowledge of this latter gives a complete descrip-
tion of the magnetic linear response of the system
to a magnetic external perturbation, inasmuch as it
delivers the spin susceptibility tensor through:

χαα′(q,ω) = µB Tr
[
σα

dρ̂

dBα′
ωq

]
. (14)

This dynamical Sternheimer approach was success-
fully employed in Refs. 92,93 to calculate magnons in
elemental itinerant metallic magnets and in the con-
text of lattice-dynamical properties124,125,126. How-
ever, the main disadvantage of this approach is its
high computational cost coming from the need to
solve these equations self-consistently for each value
of the frequency ω. To avoid this drawback, we
employ to the LL approach127,95, that enables the
determination of the target column of the spin sus-
ceptibility tensor along the ω axis at once with a
single linear response calculation. The technical de-
tails concerning the implementation of noncollinear
Hubbard functionals within this methodology can
be found in the Method section.

Applications
In this section, we present the application of the
TDDFPT+U implementation using the LL ap-
proach to the transition-metal monoxides NiO and
MnO. We first discuss the structural and elec-
tronic properties of these materials using LSDA
and LSDA+U , comparing them with experimental
data. Next, we present the calculated magnon dis-
persions using TDDFPT and TDDFPT+U within

Initial structure, Uin

Struct. Optimization 
DFT + Uin

Relaxed struct.

DFPT calculation

Uout

|Uin − Uout | < Δ

Uout → Uin

No

1.

2.

TDDFPT+USC

Magnon dispersion

Yes: SC structure and USC

3.

Figure 1. Computational protocol for the
determination of the self-consistently (SC)
optimized Hubbard U parameter, crystal structure,
and magnon dispersion. Uin, Uout, and USC are the
input, output, and self-consistent Hubbard
parameters, respectively, while ∆ is the
convergence threshold.

ALSDA, and compare these results with experimen-
tal estimates. Finally, we extract the Heisenberg
exchange interaction parameters by fitting the cal-
culated magnon spectrum and compare them with
experimental values. Both NiO and MnO are widely
investigated antiferromagnetic (AFM) type II insu-
lators. They crystallize in a rocksalt-type structure
in the paramagnetic phase. Below their respective
Néel temperatures, 524 K for NiO128 and 120 K for
MnO129, these materials exhibit a rhombohedral dis-
tortion along the [111] direction of the face-centered
cubic (fcc) lattice.

We start our analysis by determining the elec-
tronic and the crystal structure of the ground state
of NiO and MnO. The U parameter employed for
the Hubbard augmentation part is calculated using
linear-response theory56:

U I =
([

dnI
0

dλI′

]−1
−
[
dnI

dλI′

]−1)
II

, (15)

where nI ≡
∑

m Tr(N I
mm) and nI

0 ≡
∑

m Tr(N I
0,mm)
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Material Method a (Å) ϑ (deg) |m| (µB) Eg (eV)

NiO
LSDA 4.93 33.97 1.15 0.48
LSDA+U 5.03 33.63 1.60 3.04
Expt. 5.11a 33.56a 1.77c 4.0e

1.90d 4.3f

MnO
LSDA 5.07 35.66 3.86 0.65
LSDA+U 5.32 34.16 4.19 1.93
Expt. 5.44b 33.56b 4.79c 4.1e

4.58d 3.9±0.4g

Table 1. Crystal and electronic structure
properties of NiO and MnO as computed using
LSDA, LSDA+U , and as measured in experiments.
The equilibrium rhombohedral lattice parameter
(a), rhombohedral angle (ϑ), magnetic moment
(|m|), and band gap (Eg) are presented. The
experimental values for a and ϑ are determined
from the cubic lattice using the experimental
lattice parameter (4.17 and 4.43 Å for NiOa and
MnO,b respectively), since experimentally the
rhombohedral distortion is not reported. The angle
ϑ= 33.56◦ corresponds to the case with no
rhombohedral distortion. Ref.a: 130, Ref.b: 131,
Ref.c: 132, Ref.d: 133, Ref.e: 134, Ref.f : 135, Ref.g:
136.

are the interacting and the noninteracting part, re-
spectively, which are decomposed into monochro-
matic perturbation according to DFPT57,59:
dnI/dλI′ = 1

Nq

∑Nq
q eιq·(Rl−Rl′ )∆s′

q n
s (detailed ex-

pression can be found in Refs. 57,58,59). Thanks
to the collinearity of the AFM ground state, and
the neglect of the spin-orbit coupling due to the
lightness of the elements, it is safely possible to re-
strict such a calculation to the collinear case, thus
saving substantial computational effort. In order
to simoultaneously optimize the Hubbard param-
eters and the crystal structure, we employed the
workflow proposed in Refs. 105,58 and depicted in
Fig. 1. This latter alternates variable-cell structural
relaxations and determination of the U parameter
until convergence is achieved. We obtained U of
6.26 and 4.29 eV for Ni-3d and Mn-3d states in NiO
and MnO, respectively.

Table 1 summarizes the equilibrium rhombohedral
lattice parameter (a), rhombohedral angle (ϑ), mag-
netic moment (|m|), and band gap (Eg) as computed

using LSDA, LSDA+U , and as measured in experi-
ments (see also Fig. 5b). The experimental values for
a and ϑ are derived from the cubic lattice130,131. We
are not aware of any direct experimental reports of
the rhombohedral lattice parameters for these mate-
rials, possibly because the rhombohedral distortions
are small and hard to resolve experimentally. There-
fore, the comparison of our theoretical rhombohedral
lattice parameters with the experimental reference
values should be considered somewhat peripheral. It
is found that the Hubbard correction systematically
improves over LSDA. Still, nonnegligible discrepan-
cies are present even in the LSDA +U approach,
which are to a large extent due to the limitation of
the base xc LSDA functional that is known to cause
excessive binding in crystal structures. Improved
estimates for a, ϑ and |m| are expected if more
advanced xc functionals are employed, for instance
incorporating gradient or kinetic-energy density cor-
rections like PBEsol137 or SCAN138. Concerning
Eg, although its value generally improves when Hub-
bard corrections are included (see e.g. Ref. 139), an
underestimation of this quantity is to be expected,
inasmuch as DFT+U is that theoretical framework
that mainly corrects total energies. More precisely,
when the band edges have the same orbital character
of the Hubbard projectors, reasonable band gaps
can be obtained with Hubbard-corrected function-
als140,141,46. However, in the general case, for more
accurate evaluations of spectral properties, methods
like GW 142,143,144, hybrid functionals145,146,147 or
Koopmans functionals148,149,150 should be used.

Going over to the calculation of magnons, we re-
call that in the first Born approximation, there is
a relation between the experimentally detectable
double-differential cross section d2σ/(dΩdω) (mea-
suring the scattering of neutrons) and the spin sus-
ceptibility tensor χ(q,ω) is given by: d2σ/(dΩdω) =
− g2

n
4π

kf
ki
S(q,ω)151,152,95, where gn is the neutron g-

factor, ki and kf are the initial and final wavevectors
of the scattered neutrons, and

S(q,ω) = −ImTr
(
T (q)χ(q,ω)

)
, (16)

where Tαα′(q) = δαα′ − qαqα′/q2 is the projector to
a plane transverse to the transferred momentum
q, and q = |q|. The poles of S(q,ω) occur at the
frequencies ω(q) of magnons and Stoner excitations.
To illustrate how the determination of the magnon
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Figure 2. S(q,ω) (in cyan color) magnetic
spectrum of NiO computed using TDDFPT+U
using Eq. (16) as a function of the frequency ω (in
meV) at several values of the transferred
momentum q[111] = (q̄ q̄ q̄) along the [111] direction
(in units of 2π/a, where a is the rhombohedral
lattice parameter obtained from the distorted cell
within LSDA+U). Orange crosses mark the exact
position of magnon peaks, and the green dashed
line is a guide for the eye to highlight the magnon
dispersion in the (ω,q) plane.

spectrum is carried out, we report in Fig. 2 an exam-
ple of the calculated S(q,ω) for different values of
the transferred momenta q for the magnon branch
of NiO along the [111] direction. The sharp reso-
nances in S(q,ω) indicate the frequency positions of
the magnetic excitation of the system, which draw
the spin-wave dispersions in the (ω,q) plane. We
also report in Fig. 3 the evolution of the average
between the even and odd LL coefficients αn and βn

(see the Methods section) along the Lanczos chain
(the coefficient γn is essentially equal to βn and for
conciseness we display only this latter). As it was
reported in previous studies153,107,95, the αn coeffi-
cient is very small and oscillates around zero (when
the batch rotation is performed, namely when time-
reversal symmetry holds, αn = 0 by construction103),
while βn is approximately equal to the half of the
kinetic energy cutoff in the wavefunction expansion
(≈ 40 = 80/2 Ry). We mention that the number of
LL iterations necessary to converge TDDFPT+U
calculations is about 7000 – 8000, which is substan-
tially smaller than the 16000 iterations needed to
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Figure 3. Behavior of the average even/odd
Lanczos coefficients αn (panels a and c) and βn

(panels b and d) as a function of the number of
Lanczos iterations n within TDDFPT+U for NiO
and MnO.

converge TDDFPT. We attribute this difference to
the fact that the +U correction widens the band
gap (see Table 1). As a consequence, the energy
of the Stoner excitations is blue-shifted, and less
electronic transitions contribute to the system’s re-
sponse, stabilizing the convergence of the Lanczos
chains.

In Fig. 4 we show the calculated magnon spectra
for NiO and MnO with and without the Hubbard
correction, and the comparison with experimental
measurements154,155. Plain TDDFPT significantly
overestimates the magnon energies with respect to
experiments for both NiO and MnO. This aligns
with previous LSDA-based theoretical studies111,112.
On the contrary, the effect of the Hubbard augmen-
tation is substantial, and it significantly improves
agreement with experiments, not only for the am-
plitude of the magnon dispersion, but also for their
curvature. This outcome is remarkable since the
TDDFPT+U calculations are fully first-principles
and do not rely on any empirical parametrization
for the lattice parameters, U value, or type and/or
strength of magnetic interactions. For MnO, we re-
mark that the inclusion of the rhombohedral distor-
tion is crucial in order to obtain a nonzero magnon
energy at the M point73,156. For NiO instead the
rhombohedral distortion is much smaller, resulting
in a vanishing magnon energy at q =M . We observe
that it is important to account for the rhombohedral
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Figure 4. Magnon dispersions of (a) NiO and
(b) MnO computed using TDDFPT (grey dots),
TDDFPT+U (light blue dots), and as measured in
experiments (olive dots)154,155. Dashed lines along
Γ−M are fit using Eq. (18) with the parameters
J+

1 , J−
1 , and J2, while the dash-dotted lines are fit

along Γ−X using the simplified expression
ω

[111]
m (q) using J . The values of the exchange

parameters resulting from the fit are summarized in
Table 2.

distortion within the selection of the q–path across
the Brillouine zone (BZ): the Γ−M high-symmetry
direction undergoes a small rotation, while only the
length along the Γ−X line is slightly modified. To
do this, we specified the coordinates of the X and
M points in the crystal framework (i.e., in the basis
of the reciprocal lattice vectors of the BZ) and then
transformed them to the Cartesian framework.

To gain further physical insights, we fit the
magnon dispersions of Fig. 4 in order to have ac-
cess to the Heisenberg exchange interactions pa-
rameters. For this analysis, we consider an Heisen-
berg model with nearest-neighbour (n.n.) and next-
nearest-neighbour (n.n.n.) exchange interactions.

c

ba

J2

ϑ

J+
1

J−1

a

b

Ni/Mn

Ο

Figure 5. Schematic illustration of the NiO/MnO
unit cell, showing the exchange interaction
parameters J+

1 , J−
1 , and J2 introduced in Eq. (17),

and the angle ϑ quantifying the rhombohedral
distortion. Panel (a) shows the fcc cubic cell, while
panel (b) displays the rhombohedral cell employed
in our first-principles calculations.

The low-energy Hamiltonian reads155:

Ĥ =
n.n.p∑

i,j

J−
1 Si ·Sj +

n.n.a∑
i,j

J+
1 Si ·Sj +

n.n.n.∑
i,j

J2 Si ·Sj ,

(17)

where the first sum is over nearest-neighbors with
parallel spins (J−

1 ), the second sum is over nearest-
neighbors with antiparallel spins (J+

1 ), and the third
sum is over next-nearest-neighbors with antiparallel
spins (J2) (see Fig. 5a). The notation J−

1 and J+
1 ,

introduced by Lines and Jones,157 highlights the dif-
ference in interaction strength for nearest neighbors
due to rhombohedral distortions158. Without these
distortions, J−

1 = J+
1 . The Heisenberg Hamiltonian

in Eq. (17) uses the same convention as in Ref. 155,
assuming that more remote exchange interactions
are negligible. We also neglect DM and single-ion
anisotropy magnetic interactions in this Hamilto-
nian. Here, i and j label magnetic atomic sites, and∑

i,j denotes the summation over pairs (i, j).
From the Heisenberg Hamiltonian Eq. (17), using

LSWT, it is possible to obtain an analytical expres-
sion for the magnon dispersion ω(q) that explicitly
depends on the exchange interaction parameters,
which can then be used to fit the magnon spectrum
in Fig. 4. The initial step involves transforming
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Material Method J+
1 J−

1 J1 J2 J |J2/J1| ∆J1 |∆J1/J1|×100%

NiO
TDDFPT −3.91 −4.21 −4.06 28.65 25.4 7.06 0.30 7.4%
TDDFPT+U −0.90 −0.92 −0.91 11.60 11.1 12.75 0.02 2.2%
Expt. −0.68 −0.69 −0.69 9.50 9.40 13.77 0.01 1.4%

MnO
TDDFPT 1.39 0.81 1.10 1.89 3.73 1.72 0.58 52.7%
TDDFPT+U 0.54 0.40 0.47 0.53 1.03 1.13 0.14 29.8%
Expt. 0.43 0.32 0.38 0.42 0.86 1.11 0.11 28.9%

Table 2. Exchange interaction parameters (in meV), using the convention for the Heisenberg Hamiltonian
of Eq. (17), are extracted fitting the magnon dispersions of Fig. 4 using TDDFPT, TDDFPT+U , and
experimental data from Refs. 154 and 155 for NiO (at 78 K) and MnO (at 4 K), respectively. Here,
J1 = (J+

1 +J−
1 )/2, and ∆J1 = J+

1 −J−
1 . The parameter J has been fitted separately along the Γ →X

line, also for the experimental points.

the Hamiltonian to represent each spin within its
local reference frame, oriented along the z-direction.
Next, a Holstein-Primakoff transformation is per-
formed80, replacing spin operators with creation and
annihilation bosonic operators similar to those in
a harmonic oscillator. During this transformation,
the Hamiltonian is linearized, retaining terms up to
the second order in the Holstein-Primakoff bosonic
quasiparticles. Finally, the equation of motion is
solved by diagonalizing the dynamical matrix, and
a Bogoliubov transformation ensures a diagonaliz-
ing basis that adheres to the usual commutation
relations. The final stage delivers the analytical
expression for the magnon frequencies, ωm(q). For
a fcc lattice, this expression reads157:

ωm(q) = µ
√[
J11(q)−J11(0)+J12(0)

]2 −J12(q)2

(18)

where µ= 2S, i.e. it depends on the nominal mag-
netic moment S of the transition-metal ion (S = 1
for Ni2+ and S = 5/2 for Mn2+). The functions
J11(q) and J12(q) are defined as154,155:

J11(q) = 2J−
1
∑

α ̸=α′

cosπ(qα − qα′),

J12(q) = 2J2
∑

α

cos(2πqα)+2J+
1
∑

α ̸=α′

cosπ(qα + qα′).

In Fig. 4, we show the fit of the magnon dispersions
of NiO and MnO from TDDFPT and TDDFPT+U
using Eq. (18) along the Γ −M direction. Con-
versely, it is not possible to simultaneously deter-
mine all J+

1 , J−
1 , and J2 parameters along the Γ−X

direction (for which qx = qy = qz = q̄). Indeed, by
defining J1 as the average value, J1 = (J+

1 +J−
1 )/2,

the analytical expression for the magnon dispersion
reduces to:

ω[111]
m (q) ≈ 6J sin

(
2πq̄

)
. (19)

where J ≡ J1 +J2. This means that only the sum
of the two exchange parameters (J1 and J2) can
be extracted from the fit along the Γ −X direc-
tion, and not separately their individual values. Ta-
ble 2 compares the theoretical Heisenberg exchange
parameters obtained by fitting the TDDFPT and
TDDFPT+U magnon dispersions in Fig. 4 with ex-
perimental values154,155. As shown in Table 2, the
J+

1 , J−
1 , and J2 parameters from TDDFPT within

ALSDA are significantly overestimated compared to
experimental values, while TDDFPT+U provides
parameters much closer to experiments. Within
TDDFPT, the theoretical exchange parameters de-
viate from the experimental ones by 150 − 500%,
while within TDDFPT+U they deviate by 22−33%,
with the sign of these parameters being correct in
both cases, drastically improving the accuracy of
the predictions. Given the strong dependence of
the parameters J on the structural properties, we
observe once again that the residual disagreement
obtained with the Hubbard corrections could be
further lowered by using more advanced xc function-
als137,138. It would be possible to bring the theoreti-
cal exchange parameters even closer to experimental
values by slightly increasing the U parameter73, but
this would introduce an adjustable parameter and,
by doing so, the theory would not be unbiased any-
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more. This also highlights the strong sensitivity of
the magnon dispersions and the corresponding J
parameters to the value of the Hubbard U .

The difference between J+
1 and J−

1 serves as a
useful measure of the impact of rhombohedral dis-
tortions on the magnon dispersions. We define
∆J1 = J+

1 −J−
1 , and its relative strength compared

to the average J1 parameter as |∆J1/J1|. Table 2
shows that ∆J1 and |∆J1/J1| are in much closer
agreement with the experimental values when us-
ing TDDFPT+U as compared to TDDFPT. When
∆J1 → 0, the magnon energy at the M point in the
BZ vanishes, as observed for NiO in Fig. 4, and
which can be verified using Eq. (18). Increasing
values of ∆J1 lead to higher magnon energy at the
M point, as it is showcased for MnO. This implies
that ∆J1 reflects the crystallographic inequivalence
between two nearest-neighbor transition-metal ions,
which is influenced by the rhombohedral distortion.
Our first-principles calculations support this view,
predicting a larger rhombohedral angle ϑ (indicating
greater rhombohedral distortion) for MnO compared
to NiO (see Table 1). Consistently, LSDA, which
overestimates ϑ for both materials, displaying the
largest values of both ∆J1 and the magnon energy
at the M point.

CONCLUDING REMARKS
We have presented a first-principles approach for cal-
culating magnons based on time-dependent density-
functional perturbation theory95 and the Liouville-
Lanczos augmenting the adiabatic exchange-
correlation functional with noncollinear Hubbard
corrections. This Hubbard-extended formulation of
TDDFPT is fully non empirical, since the Hubbard
U parameter is computed from first-principles using
DFPT57,59, avoiding any empirical calibrations. Ad-
ditionally, the dynamical spin susceptibility tensor
is directly computed through linear-response theory,
without assumptions about the type and strength
of magnetic interactions, unlike spin models such
as the Heisenberg Hamiltonian. The Hubbard U
correction is included self-consistently when solving
the ground-state DFT+U problem, and its linear
response is included when solving the TDDFPT+U
equations using the LL approach. We chose the LL
approach over the Dyson or Sternheimer methods
because it is computationally efficient and provides
access to all frequencies at once, unlike the point-

wise calculations required by the other methods.
Similarly to the Sternheimer approach93, the LL
approach avoids the computationally expensive sum-
mations over empty states95, commonly performed
in static DFPT for phonons106. In all cases, the
local spin density approximation (adiabatic in the
time-dependent density-functional theory case) is
used for the base exchange-correlation functional,
then augmented with the Hubbard corrections.

To benchmark the TDDFPT+U formalism and
ensure the correctness of its implementation, we ap-
plied it to the prototypical transition-metal monox-
ides NiO and MnO, including their rhombohedral
lattice distortions. The computed magnon disper-
sions from TDDFPT+U show remarkable agreement
with experimental data, unlike those from TDDFPT.
Specifically, we accurately predict finite magnon en-
ergy at the M point in the BZ of MnO due to
rhombohedral distortions, while this effect is negli-
gible for NiO, consistent with experimental obser-
vations. Using the Heisenberg Hamiltonian and the
LSWT, we fit the magnon dispersions to extract the
nearest-neighbor and next-nearest-neighbor Heisen-
berg interaction parameters. The parameters ob-
tained from TDDFPT+U align well with experimen-
tal values, whereas those from TDDFPT are largely
overestimated. A detailed comparison of Heisen-
berg exchange parameters from TDDFPT+U and
those calculated via total energy differences or the
infinitesimal-rotations method is of great interest
and is presented in a separate study159.

Although the current implementation of
TDDFPT+U using the LL approach yielded good
results, it still has limitations. Indeed, this approach
is based on the linear-response regime, meaning it
cannot simulate ultrafast phenomena with strong
external perturbations96. Moreover, when solving
the dynamical TDDFPT+U equations, the response
Hubbard potential is computed using the static
Hubbard U parameter, neglecting its dynamical
variations due to external perturbations. We
believe that this is a reasonable approximation since
the external perturbation is assumed to be weak.
Investigating the effect of dynamical modulation
of U on magnons could be interesting, as done in
Ref. 160 for studying high-harmonic generation.
However, the U(ω) parameter cannot be treated
within the LL approach because it does not allow for
a frequency-dependent response potential. To ex-
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plore U(ω), switching to the Dyson or Sternheimer
approaches would be necessary. On a more technical
level, the current implementation is limited to
LSDA, with σ-GGA currently unsupported, and it
works only with norm-conserving pseudopotentials.
Extensions to ultrasoft pseudopotentials115 and
the projector-augmented-wave (PAW) method116

would be straightforward but they increase the
computational complexity. In addition, the current
implementation does not support symmetry yet,
requiring the use of the full k point grid in the
BZ. We plan to implement symmetries in future
versions of the TDDFPT+U code, which will
further reduce the computational cost. Finally,
the current implementation runs only on central
processing unit (CPU) architectures, and porting
it to graphics processing unit (GPU) architectures
would significantly boost the speed of magnon
calculations161,162.

Before concluding, we discuss the outlook and
future prospects. Our TDDFPT+U implementa-
tion, based on Ref. 95, supports spin-orbit coupling
(SOC). This is particularly relevant for heavy ele-
ments such as e.g. rare earths, containing localized f
electrons requiring Hubbard corrections. Thanks to
the noncollinear extension of DFT+U and DFPT59,
it is possible to evaluate the Hubbard U parameter
within the noncollinear framework, fully including
SOC and further employ it within TDDFPT+U .
Moreover, the current TDDFPT+U implementa-
tion can be straighforwardly extended to incorpo-
rate inter-site Hubbard V corrections141, that have
proven to be very effective163,164,165,166,167,168,169,170.
Additionally, the current TDDFPT+U implementa-
tion can be used for high-throughput calculations
of magnons for hundreds or even thousands of ma-
terials using platforms like AiiDA171. This process
can be further streamlined using equivariant neural
networks to predict Hubbard parameters essentially
at no cost, but with the accuracy close to that of
DFPT54. We believe that the present TDDFPT+U
extension opens the door to accurate modeling of
magnons in complex transition-metal and rare-earth
compounds, potentially leading to significant techno-
logical breakthroughs in spintronics and magnonics.

METHODS
Liouville-Lanczos approach with Hubbard corrections
The LL approach aims to solve the quantum Li-
ouville spinorial equation, which is equivalent to
the coupled dynamical Sternheimer equations (11)
and (12). This is done by linearizing the Liouville
equation, and taking advantage of the batch repre-
sentation 127,103,108 to cast the equation in a matrix
form that can be efficiently solved using the Lanczos
algorithm172. The key advantage of using the LL
approach over directly solving the dynamical Stern-
heimer equations is that the problem only needs to
be solved once, regardless of frequency. The evalua-
tion of the magnetic spectrum is then an inexpensive
post-processing step173. The linearized quantum Li-
ouville spinorial equation in the frequency domain
reads95:

dρ̂

dBα
ωq

=
(
ω−L̂q

)−1
[
dV̂ext
dBα

ωq

, ρ̂0

]
, (20)

where ρ̂0 is the ground-state spin-charge density
matrix operator, dV̂ext/dB

α
ωq → dV̂

[±Bωq ]
ext /dBα

ωq are
the direct and reversed magnetic perturbations, and
L̂q → L̂±

q is the Liouvillian superoperator, which
action over a generic quantum-mechanical operator
X̂ is defined as:

L̂±
q (X̂) ≡

[
Ĥ [±Bxc], X̂

]
+
[
V̂

[±m]
U , X̂

]
(21)

+
[
dV̂

[±Bxc]
Hxc
dBα

ωq

, ρ̂0

]
+
[
dV̂

[±m]
U

dBα
ωq

, ρ̂0

]
.

The first and third terms in the above equa-
tion are the noninteracting and interacting terms
found in the standard TDDFPT formulation within
ALSDA95. The second and fourth terms are new,
referred to as the noninteracting and interacting
Hubbard terms, which arise from the Hubbard U
correction. These four terms also appear in the
dynamical resonant and antiresonant Sternheimer
equations (11) and (12) with the respective signs of
Bxc and m.

To evaluate the spin susceptibility tensor using
Eq. (14), we can use the solution of Eq. (20). For
practical computation using the Lanczos algorithm,
it is convenient to rewrite Eqs. (14) and (20) as a
resolvent of the Liouvillian:173

χαα′(q,ω) =
〈
wα

∣∣(ω−L̂q
)−1∣∣vα′

〉
, (22)
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where ⟨wα| =
〈
{unk}

∣∣µBσα and |vα′⟩ =[dV̂ext
dBα′

ωq
, ρ̂0
]∣∣{unk}⟩, while {unk} denotes a set

of the ground-state KS wavefunctions. Next, we in-
troduce the dual basis {⟨pn|, |qn⟩} composed of “left”
⟨pn| and “right” |qn⟩ Lanczos orthonormal vectors
(⟨pn|qm⟩ = δn,m) that tridiagonalizes the Liouvillian:〈
pn

∣∣L̂q

∣∣qm
〉

= αn δn,m +βn δn,m+1 +γn δn,m−1, with
n and m being integer numbers (n≥ 1, m≥ 1). The
Lanczos vectors are obtained by using the Lanczos
recursive relations172:

L̂q|qn⟩ = |qn+1⟩βn+1 + |qn⟩αn + |qn−1⟩γn, (23)
L̂†

q|pn⟩ = |pn+1⟩γn+1 + |pn⟩αn + |pn−1⟩βn, (24)

where {αnβnγn} is a set of Lanczos coefficients
that are defined as: αn =

〈
pn

∣∣L̂q

∣∣qn
〉
, βn+1 =√

⟨up|uq⟩, and γn+1 = βn+1sign[⟨up|uq⟩], where
|uq⟩ = |qn+1⟩βn+1 and |up⟩ = |pn+1⟩γn+1

95. By set-
ting |p1⟩ = |q1⟩ = |vα′⟩, the resolvent of the Liou-
villian in Eq. (22) can be expressed as a continued
fraction103,117:

χαα′(q,ω) = 1
ω−α1 +β2

1
ω−α2 + . . . γ2

. (25)

In practice, χαα′(q,ω) must be converged with re-
spect to the number of Lanczos iterations n when
solving Eqs. (23) and (24) recursively. Importantly,
these equations are independent of the frequency
ω, meaning they need to be solved only once for
each value of the transferred momentum q and
each α Cartesian component of the external mag-
netic field. The frequency only comes into play in
the post-processing step, using the Lanczos coeffi-
cients {αn,βn,γn} to compute the spin susceptibil-
ity tensor according to Eq. (25). A small constant
Lorentzian broadening η is added to the frequency
ω → ω+ iη to regularize the cases when the fre-
quency of the perturbation resonates with electronic
vertical transition processes in the system (see the
left-hand sides of Eqs. (11) and (12)). Since only
the transverse component of χαα′(q,ω) is needed to
compute magnons, just one or two Lanczos chains
are sufficient in some systems, depending on the
system’s symmetry and the direction of the ground-
state magnetization.

Computational details
All calculations are performed using the Quantum
ESPRESSO distribution174,175,161. The ground-

state calculations are carried out with the PW
code174 using LSDA176 for the xc functional. Opti-
mized norm-conserving scalar-relativistic pseudopo-
tentials177 are taken from the PseudoDojo li-
brary178. We use a 80 Ry kinetic-energy cutoff for
the plane-wave expansion of the KS wavefunctions
and a 320 Ry cutoff for the charge density. The BZ
is sampled with a Γ-centered 12×12×12 k-points
grid. The spin-orbit coupling is neglected.

The Hubbard U parameters are computed using
DFPT57,59 as implemented in the HP code179, with
Löwdin-orthogonalized atomic orbitals for Hubbard
projectors180. We employ uniform Γ-centered k- and
q-point meshes of size 8×8×8 and 4×4×4, respec-
tively, and use kinetic-energy cutoffs of 90 Ry for the
KS wavefunctions and 360 Ry for the charge density,
providing an accuracy for the Hubbard parameters
of ∼ 0.01 eV. The U parameters are computed it-
eratively in a self-consistent manner as described
in Refs. 105,58, which includes Hubbard forces and
stresses in DFT+U structural optimizations181.

The magnon energies are computed using
TDDFPT+U and the LL approach, as implemented
in a modified version of the turboMAGNON
code182. We use ALSDA, both with and without
Hubbard U . The TDDFPT and TDDFPT+U calcu-
lations are performed at their respective optimized
rhombohedral lattice parameters reported in Table 1.
The calculations employ the pseudo-Hermitian fla-
vor of the Lanczos recursive algorithm2,12, which
includes an extrapolation technique for the Lanc-
zos coefficients173. A Gaussian smearing with a
broadening parameter of 0.5 meV is used to plot the
magnetic excitation spectra. All calculations are
performed without symmetries since these are not
yet implemented.
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