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We use inelastic neutron scattering to study the impact of Li doping on the semiconducting al-
termagnet a-MnTe. Introducing Li results in a spin reorientation from in-plane to out-of-plane and
increases the density of itinerant carriers. While the spin waves in Li-doped a-MnTe remain largely
Heisenberg-like, there is significant spin wave broadening across the entire Brillouin zone, signaling
enhanced magnon damping induced by itinerant carriers. By extracting the local dynamic suscep-
tibility and applying the total moment sum rule, we find that both undoped and Li-doped a-MnTe
exhibit the full expected Mn?t local moment of & 5.9 up with S = 5/2. These results demonstrate
that Li-doped a-MnTe hosts robust local-moment magnetism whose interactions are mediated via
Ruderman-Kittel-Kasuya-Yosida-type interactions, highlighting the importance of itinerant carriers
in magneto-transport and spin dynamic properties of altermagnets.

In conventional local-moment ferromagnets and an-
tiferromagnets with dipolar magnetic exchange interac-
tions, the collective motion of localized moments in the
magnetic ordered state is spin waves (magnons) char-
acterized by linear spin wave theories (LSWT) that ig-
nore all terms of order higher than quadratic [IH4]. Since
magnon-magnon interactions are negligible [5], the life-
time of magnons as measured by the energy width of spin
wave spectra should be infinite and only limited by the
instrumental resolution, as seen in ferromagnetic EuO
[6] and collinear antiferromagnetic RboMnFy [7]. The
dispersion of spin waves determines the nearest-neighbor
(NN), next-nearest-neighbor (NNN), etc. magnetic ex-
change couplings, and, therefore, the magnetic ordering
temperature, regardless of the ordered moment direction
controlled by the spin-orbit coupling (SOC) [M]. For clas-
sical spin systems (i.e., S > 1/2) without strong quan-
tum fluctuations, geometric frustration, or appreciable
spin-lattice coupling, magnon decay processes are gener-
ally not expected in insulating magnets [5].

In metallic magnets, spin wave broadening can arise
from a variety of interactions with conduction electrons.
In itinerant systems, magnons can enter the Stoner
particle-hole continuum at high energies, where they
experience strong Landau damping [S8HIT]. In local-
moment metals, low-energy spin-flip scattering of con-
duction electrons can produce Korringa-type damping in
the long-wavelength limit. The phenomenological Lan-
dau-Lifshitz—Gilbert (LLG) model [12,[13] captures these
long-wavelength relaxation processes, but these typically
yield an extremely small intrinsic contribution to damp-
ing in three-dimensional bulk magnets. Even in the
canonical metallic ferromagnet a-Fe, spin waves remain
resolution-limited up to energies of order 200 meV, only

broadening upon entering the Stoner continuum [T4HI6].
Thus, significant spin wave damping is often weak or diffi-
cult to observe, and in systems with mixed local moment
/ itinerant character, its magnitude can depend sensi-
tively on the structure of the Fermi surface.

In the semiconducting altermagnet a-MnTe, the op-
posite magnetic sublattices of Mn?* are connected by
symmetry operations that are not inversion (P) or trans-
lation (t) symmetric due to the specific local crystal envi-
ronment [Fig. [[{a)]. This leads to alternating spin split-
ting of electronic energy bands, arising from exchange
coupling rather than SOC [I7HI9]. This is in sharp con-
trast to most collinear antiferromagnets, where the com-
bination of time-reversal symmetry (7) and P or ¢ sym-
metries between opposite magnetic sublattices enforces
the degeneracy of electronic bands throughout the en-
tire Brillouin zone (BZ) in the limit of zero SOC [4].
Indeed, several phenomena commonly associated with
the breaking of T-symmetry — spin-split electronic bands
[20], anomalous Hall effects (AHE) [21H25], and magnetic
circular dichroism [26] — have been experimentally real-
ized in altermagnetic materials [27, 28]. In addition to
momentum-dependent electronic energy band splitting,
altermagnetic symmetry also gives rise to a momentum-
dependent energy splitting of chiral magnons which is
non-relativistic in origin and holds even in the limit of
symmetric exchange interactions [29].

An attractive aspect of a-MnTe in the context of spin-
tronics is the tunability of its altermagnetic ground state,
which can be modified by chemical substitution [30} B1],
uniaxial strain [23H25], and external applied fields [32-
360]. «-MnTe adopts a layered A-type magnetic order
below Tam = 307 K [37H41], where Mn?* moments are
oriented along the NNN Mn-Mn direction [Fig. [[[a,b)]
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FIG. 1. (a,b) Parallel and top views of the lattice and magnetic structures of a-MnTe, highlighting magnetic moment directions
and exchange couplings. The dashed lines indicate the altermagnetic exchange interactions Jip and Ji1. (c,e) Schematics of
magnetic domain configurations in undoped and Li-doped a-MnTe, respectively. The edges of the hexagons are parallel to a
and equivalent crystallographic directions in panel (b). (d) Parallel view of the lattice and magnetic structures of Li-doped
a-MnTe, illustrating Li atoms (occupancy exaggerated) occupying Te-site defects. (f) Magnetization M of Li-doped a-MnTe
versus temperature T. (g) Longitudinal resistivity pz, versus temperature T for undoped and Li-doped a-MnTe. (h) Transverse
resistivity pzy of Li-doped a MnTe. (i) Carrier density n and mobility 1 of undoped and Li-doped a-MnTe. (j,k) Calculated
spin waves of undoped a-MnTe for three domains within (j) and outside (k) the nodal planes. The calculations use exchange
parameters from Ref. [29]. The inset in (k) displays the intensity contributions from the three domains at the point of
altermagnetic splitting. The solid and dashed lines denote different branches of the spin waves, and the vertical dashed line
separates the splitting dominated by single-ion anisotropy (D) and altermagnetism (|J10 — J11|). (I,m) Calculated spin waves

of Li-doped a-MnTe, with the single-ion anisotropy replaced by the value reported in Ref. [30].

[24]. The hexagonal in-plane symmetry enforces the co-
existence of three degenerate magnetic domains, each ro-
tated 120° from the other [Fig. [Ijc)], resulting in a mag-
netic response which is a superposition of all three. The
anisotropy of the Mn?* moments can be strongly modi-
fied from in-plane to out-of-plane by less than 1% Li dop-
ing in a-MnTe, which also introduces charge carriers into
the system [Fig. [I(d)] [30]. This spin reorientation re-
moves the three-fold degeneracy in the magnetic channel,
and effectively provides another pathway to achieving a
single domain response without modifying the symme-
tries required for altermagnetism [Fig. [I[e)] [I7HI9].

Understanding the impact of charge carriers on this
prototypical altermagnetic ground state and its excita-
tions is important. The AHE, for example, has been
shown to be highly sample-dependent based on the mag-
nitude of the experimental charge gap, revealing a nar-
row window of in-gap impurity states for which the AHE
is observable in o-MnTe [24]. The chiral splitting of the
magnons is driven by the difference in the exchange path-
ways Jig and Jy; which, while equal in distance, are dif-
ferentiated by the specific pathway through Te orbitals
[Fig. [[{a)] [29]. For spin waves in Li-doped a-MnTe,
while the spin reorientation is expected to renormalize

the domain contributions and the spin gap induced by
SOC [Fig. [Ij-m)], it remains unclear how the addition
of charge carriers and the associated structural substi-
tution of Li into the lattice impact the spin dynamics
which underlie the functionality of the altermagnetism
in this system. To address this, we investigate the effects
of 3% Li doping on the spin waves of a-MnTe via single-
crystal inelastic neutron scattering (INS) measurements,
and present a quantitative comparison of these results
with those from undoped a-MnTe.

While spin waves in both undoped and Li-doped
a-MnTe can be well-described within a local-moment
framework, the addition of charge carriers via Li dop-
ing modifies the spin anisotropy gap through SOC [30],
induces magnon damping at all energies, and obscures
the chiral magnon splitting seen in undoped a-MnTe —
all via interactions with itinerant electrons. Therefore,
itinerant electron-local moment interactions in a-MnTe
are essential not only in determining the AHE [24], but
also for understanding spin dynamics in a system domi-
nated by Mn2* local moments.

To determine the position and occupancy of Li atoms,
we performed single crystal neutron diffraction measure-
ments and refined several structural models against the
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(a,b) INS spectra acquired at base temperature (T" < 10 K) with an incident energy of E; = 50 meV for Li-doped

[high-flux (HF) mode| and undoped a-MnTe, shown along high-symmetry directions within the nodal plane. The black solid
and dashed curves represent calculated spin wave branches, which are degenerate in the Li-doped sample. (c-e) Energy-axis
line cuts at selected Q points marked in panel (a), including both HF and high-resolution (HR) modes for Li-doped a-MnTe.
Dashed lines indicate Gaussian fits. Horizontal bars mark the instrumental energy resolution at the Gaussian peak position for
each configuration. (f) Schematic of the Brillouin zone indicating high-symmetry points. The nodal planes are shown in gray,

and the I'~A-L—M plane is highlighted in red.

experimental data. The results indicate an approxi-
mately 4% Te-site deficiency in both samples (Tables
S5-510). In the Li-doped sample, allowing Li to occupy
the Te 2c¢ site yields a stable refined Li occupancy of ~3%
at both 90 K and 340 K, whereas placing Li on the 2d
site or on tested interstitial positions drives the Li oc-
cupancy to values that are effectively zero and does not
improve the agreement factors (Table S3). While diffrac-
tion alone is not sensitive to Li incorporated on uncor-
related interstitial sites, these results suggest that Li is
preferentially accommodated on the Te 2c site at a level
of ~3%. The temperature dependence of the magnetiza-
tion of the 3% Li-doped sample is consistent with a Néel
vector along the c axis [Fig. [I[f)] [30], while the resistiv-
ity drops by two orders of magnitude relative to undoped
a-MnTe [Fig. [I(g)]. Notably, Tam remains unchanged
at this doping level, reminiscent of the robust antiferro-
magnetic ground state observed in K-doped BaMnsAss
[42]. This suggests that the effective exchange energy
scale between Mn?* local moments remains similarly un-
changed. The extracted carrier density and positive Hall
coeflicient indicates that holes are the dominant carrier in
both systems, and Li doping enhances their contribution
to conduction [Fig. [I[h,i)].

To understand the impact of Li-doping on the spin
waves of a-MnTe, we conducted INS measurements at
the SEQUOIA spectrometer at the Spallation Neutron
Source for undoped a-MnTe and at the MAPS Spectrom-
eter at the ISIS Neutron Source for Li-doped a-MnTe.
Importantly, both experiments were carried out on a sin-
gle piece of single crystal with mosaic less than 1 degree
using a nearly identical resolution and normalized to ab-
solute units in order to ensure a quantitative compari-

son of the experimental spectra [43]. The chiral magnon
splitting for pure a-MnTe is observed in the I'-A-L-M
plane of BZ, highlighted in red in Fig. [2f, while spin
waves remain degenerate in the nodal planes shaded in
gray [29]. We first examine spin waves along directions
in the nodal planes [Fig. (a,b)], which reveal three
differences induced by Li doping: (1) the spectra evolve
from pseudo-gapless to having a ~6 meV spin gap, indica-
tive of the change in single-ion anisotropy, (2) the over-
all bandwidth of the excitations is reduced from 35 meV
to 32 meV, signaling a 9% reduction in the effective ex-
change energy scale, and (3) whereas spin waves in «a-
MnTe are resolution-limited in energy, the linewidth in
the Li-doped case is substantially broadened [Fig. [2f(c-e),
S2].

Whereas (2) can be understood as the addition of
indirect exchange via Ruderman-Kittel-Kasuya-Yosida
(RKKY)-type interactions mediated by itinerant carri-
ers, the Q-independent damping implied by (3) may
have several possible physical origins for local moment
metals. First, the non-relativistic spin splitting in the
electronic bands in altermagnets may allow intra-band
spin-flip scattering along certain directions in recipro-
cal space, giving rise to strongly momentum-dependent
magnon broadening. However, spin waves in Li-doped «-
MnTe show a relatively Q-independent broadening across
the BZ (including nodal planes) and at all energies (Figs.
B(h.,i), S2). This stands in sharp contrast to itinerant
magnets with comparable metallicity such as MnSi [44-
10], FeGe [47T], and a-Fe [T4HI6], where resolution-limited
spin waves persist up to the appearance of a Stoner con-
tinuum. Second, the quasi-random substitution of Li*
within the lattice can generate a distribution of local
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FIG. 3.

(a,b) INS spectra along [1.33,0, L] and (c,d) along the [H,0, H] direction for undoped and Li-doped a-MnTe. (e)

Schematic of the I'-A-L-M plane of the Brillouin zone, where splitting is expected to occur in undoped a-MnTe. Green and
purple lines highlight the [1.33,0, L] and [H, 0, H] directions, respectively. Arrows indicate the direction of constant-@ line cuts.
(f) Comparison of line cuts for the dispersion along the [1.33,0, L] and (g) [H, 0, H] directions. Points represent the measured
data, and error bars represent 1o uncertainties. Solid and dashed curves represent fits to LSWT models where J19 and Jy1 are
nonzero and zero, respectively. For Li-doped a-MnTe, the nonzero values of Jip and Ji1 were fixed to the refined values from
undoped a-MnTe. Data for Li-doped a-MnTe was shifted vertically by 0.075 units for clarity. (h,i) Wavevector dependence of
the energy full-width at half-maxima (FWHM) near the zone center Qr = (1,0, 1) along I'-A and I'-M directions, respectively.

exchange coupling strengths mediated by RKKY inter-
actions, and this exchange disorder can manifest as a
smeared energy linewidth reflecting a superposition of
the local exchange couplings. We note, however, that
the level of disorder between our samples of undoped and
Li-doped a-MnTe are nearly comparable. Further, at a
doping level of 3% Li per formula unit, there is only a
~15% probability that a given Mn2* would have Lit as a
NN [Fig. (b)], suggesting that a purely disorder-driven
effect is insufficient to describe the strong renormaliza-
tion of the spin wave lifetime. In electron-doped iron
pnictides BaFey ,Ni,Ass, doping levels up to z = 0.30
do not modify the high-energy spin excitations [48], much
different from the spin wave broadening seen in the en-
tire BZ of Li-doped a-MnTe [Figs. [J[(h,i), S2|. Lastly,
magnons may decay into low-energy particle-hole excita-
tions near the Fermi level, as observed in the Mn-based
metallic magnets YbMnBis [49] and YbMnSb, [50] where
a low density of states at the Fermi level results in a Q-
independent damping at all energies.

As a measure of the modifications to the spin Hamil-
tonian within a local moment framework, we fit the spin
wave spectra of both compounds using LSWT based on
a Heisenberg Hamiltonian with a single-ion anisotropy
term D, (Eqn. S1). A positive (negative) D, corresponds
to the easy-plane (easy-axis) anisotropy in the undoped

(doped) system. Compared to undoped a-MnTe, the NN
exchange coupling J; in the Li-doped sample is reduced
by ~8%, consistent with the spin wave bandwidth reduc-
tion.

To quantify the effects of an RKKY-mediated
exchange-disorder scenario, we assume the spectral
weight as a Gaussian distribution with a finite half-
width at half-maximum (HWHM) centered around the
spin wave dispersion F(Q). While the large linewidths
near the I' point is primarily attributed to overlap be-
tween (non-)degenerate optical and acoustic modes, the
linewidths at the BZ boundaries more accurately capture
the underlying broadening (Fig. S2). Accordingly, we
employed three sets of fitted energy values (E+HWHM,
E, and E-HWHM) along the M-L and L-A directions,
and used E alone along other high-symmetry directions
as input for LSWT calculations. These are denoted as
“upper”, “center”, and “lower”, respectively, in Table S1.
Among the exchange parameters, the further-neighbor
interactions and the anisotropy term were found to be
relatively insensitive to this spectral weight distribution.
In contrast, the J; term exhibited a distribution range of
~ 0.33 meV, corresponding to a HWHM of about 1.5 meV
in the spectral weight at the BZ boundary.

We now inspect the spin wave spectra on the I'-A-
L-M plane of the BZ, where splitting is expected for
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FIG. 4. (a-c) Constant-energy maps of the INS spectra in the

HK plane for undoped (left) and Li-doped a-MnTe (right)
between 33.5 meV and 34.5 meV. The BZ is outlined by a
thin grey line. The observed splitting in undoped a-MnTe is
indicated by red arrows. (d) Energy dependence of the local
dynamic susceptibility extracted from INS data, with effective
moments obtained from the total moment sum rule.

undoped a-MnTe [Fig. [fe)] [29]. Figure [3{a-d) show
a comparison of spin wave spectra along the [1.33,0, L]
and [H, 0, H] directions for both systems. While splitting
is clearly observed in undoped a-MnTe [29], the broad-
ened linewidth in Li-doped a-MnTe makes the splitting
more challenging to resolve. This is also reflected in con-
stant energy cuts [Fig. (a—c)], where inspection of the
Q-dependence of the ring-like spectral weight reveals an
alternating bright /dim pattern around the ring, which
is a direct result of the splitting in undoped a-MnTe.
We note that in Li-doped a-MnTe a weak alternation is
evident at 34.5 meV, which may signal a weak splitting
which survives Li-doping [Fig. [f|c)]. To more closely in-
vestigate the presence of splitting in the two systems, we
performed constant-@Q cuts near the expected splitting
position in Q-E space [Fig. [3(e-g)]. While two peaks
are resolvable in the line cuts for undoped a-MnTe, the
spectra for Li-doped a-MnTe are evidently broader and
only a single, broad peak is resolvable for most L val-
ues. To understand whether the observed dispersion and
lineshape for Li-doped a-MnTe can be explained by a
persistent splitting which is simply broadened by the ad-
dition of itinerant carriers, we fit the data to two distinct
LSWT models with refined Jq, J2, J3: (1) with J1p and
J11 zero, where splitting is necessarily absent; (2) with
non-zero difference Jig — Ji1 fixed at the value refined
for undoped a-MnTe. Jyg and Jy; were allowed to re-
fine under this constraint [Fig. [J(f.g)]. In the former
scenario, which neglects the splitting allowed by the al-
termagnetic symmetry, the energy of the spin waves in

Li-doped a-MnTe are underestimated near the expected
splitting, and the experimental linewidth is substantially
broader than predicted by the model. For the model
with Jig, J11 # 0, we find improved agreement with ex-
perimental energies, further suggesting that the splitting
in a-MnTe may survive Li-doping.

While Li-doping strongly modifies the spin anisotropy
and tunes the electronic carrier concentration, altermag-
netism is, a priori, expected to remain robust to a first-
order approximation as its framework holds valid for both
insulating and metallic systems. The addition of charge
carriers to a-MnTe may, however, impact the nature
of the magnetic exchange via coupling between itiner-
ant electrons and local moments through RKKY (indi-
rect exchange) interactions and magnon-electron scatter-
ing processes. These may shorten the magnon lifetime
and therefore explain the broadened linewidth of spin
waves throughout the BZ. The absence of a pronounced
Q-dependence in the linewidth broadening [Figs. [B|(h,i),
S2| further supports this interpretation in the low-carrier
density limit [49, [50]. The fact that small amounts of Li
doping can dramatically affect the spin gap and the spin
waves bandwidth is also supportive of the important role
of itinerant electrons in this system. The sensitive depen-
dence of the AHE on the charge gap in undoped a-MnTe
[24] further underscores the notion that the physics of
this system is best described as a network of local mo-
ments that interact with itinerant charge carriers.

We further test this notion by calculating the local dy-
namic susceptibility from the total spectral weight of our
INS measurements [Fig. [|(d)], which, when integrated
across all energy transfers, yields a quantitative measure
of the local dynamic moment [43], 48]. This yields a dy-
namic moment of 1.53(1) up [1.84(6) up] for undoped
a-MnTe [Li-doped a-MnTe] which, when combined with
the corresponding static ordered moment following the
total moment sum rule (Eqn. S2), indicates a total ef-
fective moment of 5.88(4) up [6.1(2) pp]. These values
are close to the expected peg = 5.9 up for S = 5/2
(> S = 1/2) Mn?" ions, therefore strongly suggesting
a local moment picture for altermagnetism in both com-
pounds, while the addition of itinerant electrons serves
to modify interactions between the Mn?* spins.

In comparing Li-doped and undoped a-MnTe, we find
well-defined spin waves throughout the BZ with broad-
ened energy width induced by Li doping. This is rem-
iniscent of the broadened spin waves in ferromagnetic
CrGeTes due to dynamical spin-lattice coupling arising
from the zero-temperature lattice vibration [5I]. Since
spin-lattice coupling should be similar for undoped and
Li-doped a-MnTe, the observed spin wave broadening
and damping in Li-doped a-MnTe must arise from Li-
doping-induced itinerant electron-local moment interac-
tions which must be considered to understand the physics
of altermagnetic candidate materials.
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Supplemental Information

EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS
Sample synthesis and characterization

Single crystals of a-MnTe and Li-doped a-MnTe were synthesized using Te self-flux method following the procedures
as described in our previous work [24]. Magnetic susceptibility measurements were performed on a single-crystal Li-
doped a-MnTe sample with a mass of 90.4 mg, using a Quantum Design Magnetic Property Measurement System
(MPMS) equipped with a superconducting quantum interference device (SQUID) magnetometer. The sample was
mounted on the sample holder using GE varnish. Both field-cooled (FC) and zero-field-cooled (ZFC) measurements
were conducted with the magnetic field applied along the c-axis and within the ab-plane.

Neutron diffraction

Neutron diffraction measurements were carried out using the single crystal diffractometer TOPAZ at the Spallation
Neutron Source (SNS), Oak Ridge National Laboratory (ORNL) [52]. The experiments employed a broad neutron
wavelength range of 0.4-3.5 A. Single crystals of Li-doped a-MnTe (~ 100 mg) and pure a-MnTe (~ 50 mg) were
used. The samples were mounted on the ambient goniometer, and data were collected using time-of-flight (TOF)
techniques, which provided wavelength-resolved Laue diffraction patterns. Diffraction datasets for both samples were
obtained at 90 K and 340 K. A nitrogen cryostream was utilized for temperature control.

The data collection strategy was determined using the planning tool in NeuXtalViz [53]. A multiresolution machine
learning method was employed for peak integration to obtain peak intensities in three-dimensional (H, K, L) space
[64]. Data reduction and normalization, including the Lorentz factor, neutron TOF spectrum, and detector efficiency
corrections, were carried out following the procedure reported previously [55]. The reduced data were saved in SHELX
HKLF?2 format [56] with the neutron wavelength recorded separately for each reflection. The neutron crystal structures
were solved in JANA2020 [57] and refined successfully to convergence.

The momentum transfer @ in 3D reciprocal space is defined as @ = Ha* + Kb* + Lc* where H, K and L are
Miller indices and a* = 27(b x ¢)/[a - (b X ¢)], b* = 2w (c x a)/[a- (b x ¢)], ¢* = 27(a x b)/[a- (b x ¢)] with a = a&,
b=a(-1/2 & ++/3/2 ) and ¢ = c2.

Inelastic neutron scattering

Inelastic neutron scattering (INS) measurements on undoped a-MnTe and preliminary measurements on Li-doped
a-MnTe were performed using the fine-resolution Fermi chopper spectrometer SEQUOIA at the Spallation Neutron
Source (SNS), Oak Ridge National Laboratory (ORNL) [58] 59]. For the pure a-MnTe sample, a single crystal with
a mass of approximately 0.46 g was mounted in the [H, 0, L] scattering plane. Data were collected at T'= 8 K using
an incident energy of F; = 50 meV with the high-flux chopper operating at a frequency of f = 180 Hz. Measurements
were performed over a total rotation range of 120 degrees about the vertical axis of the sample, with a step size of 0.5
degrees. During the experiment, the SNS accelerator operated at a beam power of 1.8 MW, and data were collected
for an accumulated proton charge of approximately 0.4 Coulombs per angle step, corresponding to a counting time
of roughly 5 minutes. The data obtained from SEQUOIA are presented in Figs. 2(b)—(e), 3(a)(c)(f)—(i), 4, and S2.

For the Li-doped a-MnTe sample, an early-stage experiment was conducted at T' = 6 K using an array of co-aligned
crystals with a total mass of approximately 0.4 g, also mounted in the [H, 0, L] scattering plane. Several experimental
configurations were employed: high-flux mode with incident energy E; = 50 meV at Fermi frequency f = 300 Hz and
E; =25 meV at f = 240 Hz, as well as high-resolution mode with E; = 60 meV at f = 420 Hz.

INS measurements on Li-doped a-MnTe were carried out using the TOF spectrometer MAPS at the ISIS Neutron
and Muon Source, Rutherford Appleton Laboratory [60]. The sample, with a mass of approximately 2.2 g, was
obtained from the same large single crystal used for the TOPAZ experiment and was mounted in the [H, 0, L]
scattering plane. Data were collected at T'= 5 K with an incident energy of E; = 50 meV under continuous rotation
about the vertical axis of the sample. During the measurements, the accelerator operated with a synchrotron current
of 152 pA on target station 1. Measurements were carried out in two modes: high-resolution (HR) mode with a
Fermi chopper frequency of f = 300 Hz and a sample rotation range of 60 degrees, and high-flux (HF) mode with



f = 150 Hz and a rotation range of 120 degrees. Each mode was allocated approximately 60 hours of beamtime,
evenly distributed over the full angle range. The data were reduced into .nxspe files using a step of 0.5 degrees. Data
from the HF mode are presented in Figs. 2(a)(c)—(e), 3(b)(d)(f)-(i), 4, and S2, while data from the HR mode are
shown in Figs. 2(c)—(e), S3, and S4.

Data reduction was performed using MANTID [61], Horace [62], and SHIVER [63].

—— MAPS 150 Hz (HF)
MAPS 300 Hz (HR)
—— SEQUOIA 180 Hz

AE (meV FWHM)
- N N w
3 o 13 o
I I I I

RN
o
I

| | |

|
0 10 20 30 40

Energy transfer (meV)

FIG. S1.  Energy resolutions calculated using PyChop for the three experimental configurations used to measure the spin
excitation data presented in this Letter. HF: high-flux mode; HR: high-resolution mode.
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Absolute unit normalization

INS data were normalized to absolute units during the data reduction process by measuring a standard vanadium
sample of known mass [43]. The vanadium measurements were performed in the same sample environment and with
the same chopper and instrument settings as the sample measurements.

Linear spin wave theory (LSWT) Calculations

The spin Hamiltonian was determined from the INS spectra using linear spin wave theory (LSWT) implemented in
the SpinW package [64]. For both compounds, a Heisenberg spin Hamiltonian with a single-ion anisotropy term was
employed, expressed as

H=> J;Si-S;j+ > D.(5) (1)

(4,4) @

where 4 indexes the Mn?T ions, S; is the spin operator at site i, and S7 denotes its z component. .J;; represents the
exchange interaction between spins at sites ¢ and j, with the summation taken over spin pairs. In this coordinate
system, the z-axis corresponds to the crystallographic c-axis. The anisotropy term D, is positive for easy-plane
anisotropy, as in the case of pure a-MnTe, and negative for Ising-type anisotropy, as observed in Li-doped a-MnTe.
To obtain the spin wave dispersion relation F(Q), we performed Gaussian fitting to extract the energy center £ and
its half-width at half-maximum (HWHM) at each wave vector @ along high-symmetry directions.

TABLE S1. Exchange coupling constants calculated using SpinW.

Sample and data J1 Jo J3 D. 10 J11 (meV
ure a-Mn'Te 8951 -0.1 . .05519 -0.01 .
Li-doped a-MnTe upper 3.6575 -0.18698 0.47811 -0.2411
Li-doped a-MnTe center 3.5909 -0.22146 0.45177 -0.24515 N/A

Li-doped a-MnTe lower 3.3283 -0.21053 0.47816 -0.24695

Electrical transport measurements

The longitudinal and Hall resistivities were measured using a standard five-probe configuration. Measurements were
performed in a 9 T Quantum Design PPMS DynaCool system. The voltage signals were first amplified by appropriate
preamplifiers (SR554) and subsequently read out using SR830 lock-in amplifiers. The sample was polished into a bar
with dimensions of about 2.0 x 1.0 x 0.1 mm?. During the measurements, the magnetic field was applied along the
crystallographic axis [0,0, 1], while the electrical current flowed along the [1, 1, 0] direction. All field-dependent data
were symmetrized and antisymmetrized to correct for contact misalignment.



SINGLE CRYSTAL NEUTRON DIFFRACTION

Experiment and refinement details

TABLE S2. a-MnTe at both temperatures. At 90 K, two magnetic structures were tested.

T 90 K [ 340K
Space group P63 /mmc (No. 194)
Magnetic space group| Cm/c'm | Cmem N/A
a (&) 4.1300(5) 4.1522(5)
c (&) 6.6530(11) 6.7162(11)
Vv (A%) 98.28(2) 100.28(2)
-8<H<9 -9<H <8
Index range -8<K<9 -8<K<9
-14<L<14 -14<L<14
Reflections collected
(N (obs) /N (al}) 2137/2154 1460/1468
R indices R=3.57 R=3.47 R=3.13
(I >30(1)) wR2=10.89 |wR2 = 9.97|wR2 =7.69
o R=3.63 R =352 R=3.16
R indices (all data) | p1(92 |wR2-10.01| wR2-7.70
Goodness-of-fit 2.84 2.16 1.85
Moment size (uB) 4.35(3) 4.30(3) N/A
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For a-MnTe, we also evaluated the possibility of intersite mixing, specifically the occupation of Te sites by Mn
atoms, using the neutron diffraction dataset collected at 340 K. However, this model did not yield an improved
refinement compared to the current model, which assumes that defects are restricted to Te sites and that Mn atoms
exclusively occupy their designated lattice positions.

To determine the magnetic structure, two models were tested using the dataset obtained at 90 K. The first model
adopts the magnetic space group C'mem, where the magnetic moments align along the crystallographic a axis. The
second model corresponds to the magnetic space group Cm/c’m, in which the moments are oriented along the reciprocal
a* axis. Although the C'mcm model yielded a slightly better refinement result, the Cm’c’m model is more consistent
with our previous neutron diffraction results under strain-induced detwinning of magnetic domains [24].

TABLE S3. Li-doped a-MnTe at 340 K. Models placing Li at Wyckoff site 2¢, site 2d, or uncorrelated interstitial sites were
tested.

Li site 2c [ 2d [Uncorrelated
Space group P63 /mmc (No. 194)
a 1.1532(3)
c 6.7190(8)
V 100.369(16)
9<H<9
Index range ST<K<8
-13<L<14
Reflections collected
(N (obs)/N (all)) 1980,/2002
R indices R=3.52 R=3.51 R=3.52
(I \textgreater 30(I)) |wR2=11.76 | wR2 = 11.76| wR2=11.76
o R=3.60 R =359 R=3.60
R indices (all data) |, po"11.78| wR2-11.78 | wR2—11.78
Goodness-of-fit 2.99 2.99 3.00

We used the 340 K diffraction dataset to investigate the possible crystallographic location of Li atoms. As a
first scenario, we considered the possibility that Li atoms occupy uncorrelated interstitial sites. In this case, the Li
atoms would not contribute coherent scattering, and therefore the Bragg peak intensities would remain unaffected.
Accordingly, Li atoms were not included in the refinement model for this scenario.

We then tested alternative models incorporating Li atoms at crystallographic sites. Both the 2d and 2c¢ positions
(the latter coinciding with Te sites) yielded stable refinements. However, when Li atoms were placed at the 2d site,
the refined concentration was significantly lower than the nominal doping level of 5%, as shown in Table A
similar analysis using the 90 K dataset produced negative Li occupancies at the 2d site when the atomic displacement
parameters (ADPs) were not constrained, which is physically implausible.

In contrast, assigning Li atoms to the 2c site resulted in stable refinements at both temperatures, with a consistent
refined concentration of approximately 3%, suggesting that the 2c¢ site is a more plausible position for Li incorporation.
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Nevertheless, we note that the inclusion of Li atoms at either site did not significantly improve the overall refinement
quality (Table . Therefore, the possibility that Li atoms reside at random interstitial positions cannot be ruled
out.

TABLE S4. Li-doped a-MnTe at 90 K.

Magnetic space group| P65/m'm’c[  Cm’cm/
Space group P63 /mmc (No. 194)
a 1.130(2)
c 6.666(2)
v 98.48(7)
-9<H<9
Index range ST<K<8
= T . -13<L<14
eflections collecte
R indices R=4.65 R=4.71
(I >30(1)) wR2=16.04|wR2 = 16.14
R indices (all data) |, foi606| w2 16.16
Goodness-of-fit 4.27 4.30
Moment size (uB) 4.29(3) 4.30(10)

In accordance with previous powder neutron diffraction studies [3I], we applied the orthorhombic magnetic space
group C'm’em’ to refine the magnetic structure of Li-doped a-MnTe. This model also yielded a vanishingly small in-
plane magnetic moment at the given doping level. In addition, we tested a hexagonal magnetic space group with higher
symmetry, in which the magnetic structure is strictly antiferromagnetic and the magnetic moments are constrained
to lie along the crystallographic ¢ axis. The refinement results for both models are summarized in Table [S4]



Fractional atomic coordinates and displacement parameter (A?) determined from neutron diffraction

TABLE S5. MnTe, 340 K

Atom Label =z y =z Occ.  Uiso/Ueq Site Sym.
Mn Mnl O O O 1.000 0.017  2a 3m
Te Tel 1/3 2/3 1/4 0.967(2) 0.010 2c 6m?2

TABLE S6. MnTe, 90 K

Atom Label = y =z Occ.  Uiso/Ueq Site Sym.
Mn Mnl O O O 1.000 0.004 2a 3m
Te Tel 1/3 2/3 1/4 0.957(2) 0.002 2c 6m2

TABLE S7. Li-doped a-MnTe, without Li atoms

Atom Label z y 2z  Occ. Uiso/Ueq Site Sym.
Mn Mnl 0O O O 1.000 0.017 2a 3m
Te Tel 1/32/31/40.961(3) 0010 2c¢ 6m2

TABLE S8. Li-doped a-MnTe, 340 K with the assumption at Li atoms
Atom Label z y =z Occ.

Mn Mnl 0 O O

Te Tel 1/32/31/4

Li Lil 1/32/31/4

sit at the Te site

Uiso/Ueq Site Sym.

1.000 0.017 2a 3m
0.970(1) 0.010 2c¢ 6m2
0.030(1) 0.010 2c¢ 6m2

TABLE S9. Li-doped a-MnTe, 340 K with the assumption at Li atoms

Atom Label =z y =z Occ.  Uiso/Ueq Site Sym.
Mn Mnl O O O 1.000 0.018 2a 3m
Te Tel 1/32/31/4 0.962(4) 0.010 2c 6m2
Li Lil 1/3 2/3 3/4 0.007(16) 0.041 2d 6m2

sit at the 2d site

TABLE S10. Li-doped a-MnTe, 90 K with the assumption at Li atoms

Atom Label z y =z Occ.  Uiso/Ueq Site Sym.
Mn Mnl O O 0 1.000 0.004 2a 3m’
Te Tel 1/32/31/40.969(2) 0.002 2c 6'm'2
Li Lil 1/3 2/3 1/4 0.031(2) 0.002 2c 6'm’2

sit at the Te site

13
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SURVEY OF MAGNON LINEWIDTH ACROSS THE BRILLOUIN ZONE

I [
Hi  MnTe
H4  Li-MnTe

AFWHM (meV)

H

FIG. S2. (Top) Full-width at half-maximum (FWHM) values obtained from Gaussian fits of the spin wave spectra in the
nodal planes of the Brillouin zone for undoped a-MnTe and Li-doped a-MnTe. Dashed lines indicate the energy-dependent
instrumental resolution from Fig. S1. (Bottom) AFWHM values obtained by subtracting the FWHM of undoped a-MnTe
from that of Li-doped a-MnTe. Vertical error bars represent 1o standard deviations and horizontal error bars indicate the ¢

integration range for each line cut.
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INS DATA FOR LI-DOPED o-MNTE TAKEN USING THE HR MODE
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(a) INS spectra of Li-doped a-MnTe along the [1.33,0, L] and (b) [H,0, H] directions in high-resolution mode.



ADDITIONAL TRANSPORT DATA
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FIG. S5. Longitudinal and transverse resistivity pz. and ps, of pure and Li-doped a-MnTe.
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LOCAL MOMENT SUM RULE

The total moment sum rule requires Mg = M? + (m?) = g2S(S + 1), where M is the static ordered moment
contribution (as obtained from the refined magnetic structure using neutron diffraction) and

o, 3h [ X" (w)dw
)= 2 [ T e T .

is the dynamic contribution where x”(w) is the Q-averaged local dynamic susceptibility, F = hw, and kg is the
Boltzmann constant [48]. x”(Q,w) is directly related to the measured quantity S(Q, F) from INS experiments, and
can be integrated over a full BZ to yield the energy dependence of the local dynamic susceptibility x”(w). The
Q-averaged local dynamic susceptibility is given by

X'(w) = / RUCKOLT 3)

where the subscript BZ denotes Q-integration over a full Brillouin zone. The relationship between x”(Q,w) and the
neutron scattering intensity I(Q, E') measured during the experiment is given by

13.77(b~1)1(Q, E)
f(Q)[Pe2W

where I1(Q, E) is assumed to be in absolute units of b sr™! fu.”! meV~!, 1 b = 1072* c¢m? is the unit “barn” for the
neutron scattering cross section, f(Q) is the magnetic form factor, and e=2" is the Debye-Waller factor [43].

Q-integration of the total spectral weight requires enough coverage to capture a full Brillouin zone, or, at least,
enough coverage to reconstruct the full Brillouin zone from a smaller, symmetric portion of it. Because the accessible
range of momentum transfer at a given energy transfer is restricted by the kinematic condition, coverage gradually
shifts to higher @ at higher energy transfers. As a result, the coverage at smaller Q [e.g., Q = (1,0,1)] is better at
low energies, and the coverage at larger Q [e.g., Q@ = (1,0, 3)] is better at high energies. In order to capture the total
spectral weight over the full energy range of the spin waves, @ = (1,0,1) was used for lower energy transfers, and
Q = (1,0,3) was used for higher energy transfers, with the specific range informed by the coverage of the respective
instrument for MAPS and SEQUOIA datasets.

V(Qw) = Zup(1 = e /M) (4)



MOMENTUM- AND ENERGY-INTEGRATION RANGES FOR THE DATA

In the colormaps Fig. 2(a)(b), S2 and S3, the integration and plotting directions are mutually perpendicular. The
integration ranges were chosen to ensure that the integrated volume in reciprocal space (in units of A~') is consistent
across different directions throughout each figure. Integration ranges for other figures are provided in Table
For datasets where altermagnetic splitting is expected, such small integration ranges may be necessary to resolve the

splitting clearly.

TABLE S11. Momentum-integration ranges for Fig. 2 (a)-(b), S2 and S3

N Integration | Integration | Integration | Integration
Plot direction dire%tion 1 rangegl (rlu.) dire%tion 2 rangeg2 (rlu.)
-M [[0.5K, K, 0[] £ 0.0578 0,0, L + 0.093
M-L [H, 0, 0] £ 0.05 0,0, L + 0.093
L-A [[0.5K, K, 0[] £ 0.0578 0,0, L =+ 0.093
T-A [H, 0, O] £ 0.05 0,0, L =+ 0.093
TH K, -K, 0] 1005 [[L,L,-6.89L] £ 0.012
I-K-M [K, -K, 0] + 0.05 0,0, L] + 0.093

TABLE S12. Momentum- and energy-integration ranges for other figures

Data Momentum 1 (r.L.u.) [ Momentum 2 (r.L.u.) [ Momentum 3 (r.l.u.) [Energy (meV)
e %(fhigf)) [H,0,0], £0.05 | [0.5K, K, 0], £0.06 | [0, 0, L], £0.05 N/A
Fig. 3(a)(b) | [H, 0,0, £0.03 | [-0.5K, K, 0], £0.02 N/A N/A
Fig. 3(c)(d) | [0.5K, K, 0], £0.08 [[L, 0, ~3.45L[, £0.01 N/A N/A

Fig. 3(1) [H, 0,0, £0.02 | [F05K, K, 0], £0.04 | [0, 0, 0.5L], £0.04 N/A
Fig. 3(z) |[0.5H, 0, 0.5H], £0.04] [-0.5K, K, 0], £0.04 |[0.29L, 0, —L], £0.02 N/A
Fig. 4(a)-(c) [0, 0, L], £0.02 N/A N/A +0.5
Fig. S3(a) | |H, 0, 0], £0.02 | [-05K, K, 0], £0.04 N/A N/A
Fig. S3(b) | [-0.5K, K, 0], £0.04 [|L, 0, —3.45L], £0.01 N/A N/A
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