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Abstract

The potential of hybrid improper ferroelectrics (HIFs) in electronic and spintronic

devices hinges on their ability to switch polarization. Although the coupling between

octahedral rotation and tilt is well established, the factors that govern switching barri-

ers remain elusive. In this study, we explore this area to demonstrate the critical role

of causal reasoning in uncovering the mechanisms to control the ferroelectric switching

barrier in HIFs. By combining causal discovery, causal interventions, and first-principles

simulations, we identify tolerance factor, A-site cation radii mismatch, epitaxial strain,

and octahedral rotation/tilt as key parameters and quantify how their interplay di-

rectly influences switching barrier. Three key insights emerge from our work: (a) the

analysis identifies the structural descriptors controlling polarization reversal across a
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broad family of A-site-layered double perovskites and superlattices, (b) it uncovers

non-trivial, material-specific rotation-tilt mechanisms, including a counterintuitive co-

operative pathway where both rotation and tilt change while lowering the barrier, an

effect mostly inaccessible to conventional Landau or first-principles-based approaches

and (c) it maps these material-specific mechanisms to experimentally realizable pa-

rameters, showing that epitaxial strain from orthorhombic substrates (e.g., NdScO3,

NdGaO3) selectively tunes octahedral distortions to achieve barrier reduction across

varied compositions. These results establish actionable, materials-by-design principles

linking composition, structure, and strain to polarization switching, while highlighting

the potential of causal reasoning to guide intelligent, mechanism-driven strategies for

engineering complex functional oxides.

Introduction

Ferroelectric materials continue to be an active area of research even after a hundred years of

its first discovery in Rochelle salt.1 Spontaneous symmetry breaking, hysteresis and domain

structure are the primary working physical principles behind the exhibition of ferroelectric-

ity.2 This functionality can manifest in three main types: proper, improper, and hybrid

improper ferroelectricity. Proper Ferroelectricity (PF) occurs when the spontaneous polar-

ization is a direct result of a structural phase transition.3 Polarization is intrinsic to the

crystal structure of a material and originates from the shift in symmetry from non polar

to polar phase. In improper ferroelectricity (IF), the polarization arises indirectly as a sec-

ondary effect of a primary phase transition that is driven by some other order parameter,

such as a magnetic or structural distortion.4,5 Spontaneous polarization is not the primary

driving force but rather a consequence of another phase transition. The third kind is hybrid

improper ferroelectricity (HIF) where polarization arises from the trilinear coupling of two

or more non-polar structural distortions. Polarization in this scenario is governed by the

cooperative interplay of multiple distortions, neither relying on polarization as the primary
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Figure 1: Outline of how causal interventions can elucidate the fundamental atomistic mech-
anisms governing ferroelectric switching in hybrid improper ferroelectric oxides.

order parameter, as in proper ferroelectrics, nor arising from a single primary distortion, as

in improper ferroelectrics. In HIFs, the polarization results from combining two or more

structural distortions that are not individually polar but collectively induce spontaneous po-

larization.6,7 These distinctions are crucial for understanding the diverse mechanisms leading

to ferroelectric behavior in various materials. Traditionally, studies have explored numer-

ous systems such as perovskite oxides,8,9 halides,10 metal-organic frameworks11,12 organic

crystals13 through simulations and characterization experiments, with recent emphasis on

interpreting physical insights from data-driven machine learning (ML)/ deep learning (DL)

approaches.14,15

Our current investigation aligns closely with this domain, focusing on ferroelectric switch-

ing in HIF oxides which is one of the key attributes for advancing our fundamental un-

derstanding of the spintronics-based device suitability2,16–21 of these materials. Here, the

switching2,8,9,14,21–24 refers to the reversal of electric polarization in ferroelectric materials

when subjected to an external electric field, overcoming a potential energy barrier, known as

the switching barrier (Es). The rearrangement of the coupled distortions under an applied

electric field24 in HIFs lead to complex switching dynamics, including multi-step switching

in addition to the existence of multiple polarization states.14,21

Similar multi-step domain switching mechanisms have been reported in layered Ruddlesden-

Popper HIFs,25,26 highlighting the broader relevance of structural coupling in governing

switching behavior. For example, a previous study by Nowadnick et al.25 on the Rud-
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dlesden–Popper phase system Ca3Ti2O7, a prototypical HIF material, combined group-

theoretical analysis with first-principles calculations to enumerate low-energy ferroelectric

switching pathways and domain structures. The study showed that polarization reversal

proceeds via multiple routes, involving coupled changes in octahedral rotation and tilt modes

as well as antipolar distortions.

In general, the switching process is highly complex, as it involves a web of interdepen-

dent parameters that do not always conform to conventional mechanisms via the primary

order parameters.6,9 Although first-principles calculations combined with phenomenological

modeling provide valuable insights, they are often limited in identifying mechanisms that

generalize across compositions or in suggesting actionable strategies to tune the switching

barrier (Es). Identifying parameters that directly correspond to tunable factors, those that

could serve as guiding principles for controlling Es remains an open problem (Figure 1).

These challenges naturally underscore the need for data-driven, artificial intelligence/machine

learning (AI/ML)-guided strategies27–30 that can systematically uncover mechanism-informed,

experimentally relevant design principles. However, reliance on data correlations, pattern

recognition underneath existing data, lack of explainability, interpretability31 and more

importantly reasoning abilities32 of the AI/ML models pose hindrance to understand the

underlying physics or chemistry governing the material properties. In other words, while

most implementations of ML/DL models can effectively identify patterns and correlations in

data (association), they often fall short in providing insights into how material parameters

influence properties (intervention) or predicting what would occur under alternative, unob-

served conditions (counterfactual). Consequently, a rigorous solution to the switching-barrier

problem demands the incorporation of a modern causal-reasoning methodology. Without it,

identifying the key mechanisms needed to inform Es control strategies becomes exceedingly

difficult, if not altogether impossible.

In this paper, we address this knowledge gap across a broad chemical space of A-

site–layered double perovskites (DPOs) and superlattices (SLs). We introduce a causal
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reasoning approach to guide the decision-making process followed by performing physics

simulations to validate the outcomes. It enables us to (a) construct causal discovery models

to identify the underlying cause-effect relations between electronic structure, geometry-based

factors and Es for a variety of HIF DPOs (AA′BB′O6) and SLs (ABO3/A′BO3), (b) down-

select features based on physics knowledge and fine-tune the model supported by refutability

tests, (c) perform interventions while adhering to physics-constraints to obtain desired Es

and (d) elucidate causal mechanisms in conjunction with their connections to outcomes from

physics simulations to yield experimentally-accessible design principles to tune Es. The key

steps of the approach is illustrated in Figure 2.

Dataset Causal model 
construction and selection

Obtain intervened 
target and features

Causal mechanism to 
guide materials physics

Obtain from computations 
or experiments

Model validation utilizing 
refutability tests

Selection based on relative 
strength of causal connections and 

domain-specific context

Intervention performed 
with various methods 

Physics simulations for 
explaining causal mechanism

Evaluation of 
physical constraints

Perform causal interventions 
for targeted design

Figure 2: Key steps in integrating causal modeling with physics simulations to derive mecha-
nisms for reducing switching barriers. The approach employs algorithms for causal modeling
to address design tasks effectively, followed by causal interventions that incorporate physics-
based constraints to gain insights into the underlying processes guiding the phenomena.

Our results reveal several central insights into the mechanisms governing the barrier.

Octahedral rotation, tilt, tolerance factor, and A-site size mismatch each have quantifiable,

material-specific causal effects on Es. Targeted interventions show how controlled adjust-

ments to these descriptors lower the barrier within physically allowable limits. Three dis-

tinct rotation–tilt pathways emerge: two consistent with Landau-type8,9,14,21,24 expectations,

and a third, counterintuitive mechanism where simultaneous increases in rotation and tilt
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cooperatively reduce Es. The causal mechanisms point to an underlying variable capable

of driving the required structural changes, which can be realized experimentally through

epitaxial strain. Mapping the intervention-predicted structural changes onto achievable ten-

sile or compressive strain states from orthorhombic substrates, and validating the outcomes

with first-principles simulations, confirms that cooperative distortion tuning can flatten the

polarization-reversal landscape even when both nonpolar distortions increase. These find-

ings yield experimentally accessible, mechanism-grounded, actionable design rules that link

composition, structural descriptors, and substrate choice to the tuning of barrier in HIFs.

We note that the switching pathways analyzed in our study are restricted to coherent

polarization reversal, in which the order parameters evolve uniformly without the formation

or motion of domain walls. Widely adopted in first-principles studies, this approach enables

consistent comparison of intrinsic switching barriers across varied compositions. However,

it does not capture the full complexity of experimental switching, where extrinsic processes

such as domain wall nucleation, motion, together with defect interactions often dominate

the macroscopic coercive field. Our results should therefore be interpreted as intrinsic lower

bounds to the energy cost of polarization reversal, rather than as direct predictions of exper-

imentally measurable switching fields. Similar distinctions between coherent switching and

more realistic experimental pathways have been discussed in prior studies.25,33–35 Thus, the

primary contribution of this study lies in the identification of material-specific causal mech-

anisms based on the interplay of octahedral rotation and tilt distortions along with their

tunability by strain that control intrinsic switching barriers. These lead to identification of

experimentally accessible design rules for polarization switching for HIFs.

6



Methods

Details on DFT computations

We have considered 159 A-site layered DPOs as available from the publicly available repos-

itory from our previous studies.14,21 A total of randomly selected 133 non-magnetic SLs (in

Pmc21 symmetry group) is considered in this study, curated from 465 ABO3/A′BO3 SLs

falling in different zones based on criteria of ionic radii mismatch and τ .

The first-principles calculations are performed by employing density functional theory

(DFT)36 with projector augmented wave (PAW) potentials37 utilizing the generalized gra-

dient approximation38 with effective Hubbard correction (Ueff)39 within the Vienna ab initio

simulation package (VASP).40 The exchange-correlation component is approximated using

the PBEsol functional.41 The computations are based on a
√
2a×

√
2a×2c pseudo cubic cell

containing a total of 20 atoms. Brillouin zone integrations are performed using a Γ-centered

6×6×4 k-point mesh in accordance with crystal symmetry. We set a cutoff energy of 520

eV for all calculations, incorporating spin polarization. Geometry relaxations continue until

changes in total energy between relaxation steps are within 1×10−6 eV, and atomic forces

on each atom are below 0.01 eV/Å. G-type antiferromagnetic (AFM) ordering with collinear

spins at B/B′ sites is assumed for all computations. To account for on-site Coulomb interac-

tion for 3d states of transition metals, we employ an effective Hubbard parameter (Ueff = U

- JH), with specific values for V (2.0 eV), Cr (3.0 eV), Mn (4.0 eV), Fe (4.5 eV), Co (5.0 eV),

Ni (6.0 eV), as well as 4d states of transition metals including Mo (4.5 eV), Zr (0 eV), Ru (5.0

eV), and 5d states such as W (0.0 eV), Re (1.0 eV), Os (1.0 eV), respectively. The selection

of Ueff is guided by ensuring the representation of correct oxidation states, as evidenced by

the accurate estimation of local magnetic moments at the BB′ sites and electronic structure

in the DPOs and SLs and also extensively justified in your previous work on DPOs.14,15,21

The Es for all compounds in the dataset are estimated using Nudge Elastic Band (NEB)

method as implemented in VASP.42 The end-point structures for DPOs considered are the
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fully distorted structures belonging to P21 and P4/n space group symmetry. The structure

with P4/n symmetry corresponds to the QR- distorted phase. The low-symmetry structure

for SLs belongs to the Pmc21 space group, while the phase with the QR- distortion is asso-

ciated with the P4/nbm space group. The intermediate phase is generated by interpolating

between the initial and final stages, identified as the configurations with localized minima

acquired through relaxation. Strain is introduced in orthorhombic DPOs by constraining

the in-plane lattice constants to the substrate lattice parameters, while allowing relaxation

along the c-axis to achieve volume optimization.
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Figure 3: Schematic representation of the (a) high symmetry phase, key structural modes
such as in-phase rotation, tilt in superlattices (upper panel), double perovskite oxides (middle
panel) and low symmetry phase (bottom panel). (b) The structural distortions corresponding
to polarization switching via out-of-phase rotation of the BO6 octahedra. (c) Illustration of
the compositional space showcasing the chemical diversity of cations, as considered in the
study.

Our current dataset is mostly restricted to DPOs and SLs in which A-site layered ordering

is either experimentally observed or theoretically predicted to be favorable. This selection

is based on a central design principle for stabilizing HIF in perovskite oxides, i.e., the for-

mation of A/A′ cation ordering. Such ordering breaks inversion symmetry and facilitates

8



the coupling between octahedral rotations and tilts. For chemically distinct A-site cations,

layered ordering also enhances the trilinear coupling that drives polarization.

Previous studies43–45 have demonstrated that the stability of this ordering is influenced

by factors such as ionic size mismatch, charge differences, and tolerance factors. More recent

foundational work by Ghosh et al.,14,15 combining first-principles calculations with causal

modeling, has shown how specific structural distortions directly influence the formation of

layered ordering. These insights have led to actionable structural guidelines to design novel

layered DPOs and SLs. Building on this body of work, our study focuses on polarization

switching in these material systems, where the presence of favorable cation ordering provides

a robust structural guideline for realizing and tuning HIF. By focusing on these chemically

favorable systems, we ensure that the causal insights derived from our study can be directly

relevant to experimentally realizable materials.

Details on causal reasoning workflow

Structural causal or equation models46–49 informed with prior physics knowledge offer the

potential to uncover hidden factors that may not be readily apparent from the data alone,

offering insights and reliable pathways for targeted design. By anchoring decision-making

in the fundamental cause-effect relations rather than solely on correlations, causal models

offer a more robust pathway for advancing scientific understanding and facilitating informed

materials design. These models face challenges in adoption within physical sciences, except

within a few studies15,50–52 due to a number of factors including system complexity, modeling

uncertainty, integration with physical laws, computational demands. Despite these hurdles,

recognition of their potential benefits in fields such as systems biology53,54and environmen-

tal55science, health care32 have only continued to grow in recent years.

Initial model construction: The primary causal discovery algorithm we utilize is the lin-

ear non-Gaussian acyclic model (LiNGAM). Given a dataset X = [X1, X2, ..., Xn], the first

goal in the workflow is to learn the causal structure by estimating an adjacency matrix A
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representing causal dependencies between the variables. Note that X represents the input

matrix of features in the dataset for different samples. The prior knowledge constrains the

model by specifying known causal relationships (e.g., which variables are exogenous or sinks).

The algorithm first estimates the causal order of the variables, ensuring that each variable

is conditionally independent of its predecessors. After determining the causal order, the

coefficients aij of the causal relationships are estimated by minimizing the non-Gaussianity

of the residuals:

Xi =
∑
j ̸=i

aijXj + ϵi (1)

The residuals ϵi are minimized based on a non-Gaussianity measure to determine the causal

coefficients. The LiNGAM (Direct) model is then fitted to the data X. The evaluated

adjacency matrix A represents the learned causal structure.

Model selection and visualization: Once the model is learned, the adjacency matrix A

is used to visualize the causal relationships. An edge from Xj to Xi is drawn if the absolute

value of the corresponding coefficient aij exceeds a threshold ϵ with the edge labeled by

aij. This is represented by the directed acyclic graph (DAG) where the nodes are variables,

and edges are the causal dependencies between them. To simplify the model, features with

relatively weak causal relationships are removed by setting coefficients below a user-specified

threshold τ to zero. The threshold is determined by the selected percentile of the absolute

values in the adjacency matrix. The updated adjacency matrix Afiltered is computed as

Afiltered = A[|aij|] ≥ τ ], where τ is the user-defined threshold for the coefficient’s magnitude.

In addition, depending on the design tasks, the user is given the choice to manually select

features to carry out the down-selection.

Refutability tests: The following falsifiability tests are designed to evaluate the robustness

of causal models by examining their consistency and stability under various perturbations

and shifts.

Test I: Causal model structure consistency

In this test, the goal is to evaluate whether the causal model structure remains consistent
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across iterations when slight perturbations are made to the feature values based on their

statistical properties (mean and standard deviation). For each feature fi in the dataset X,

we apply the following perturbation based on its statistical properties (mean µi, standard

deviation σi):

Xi
perturbed = Xi + ϵi (2)

where ϵi ∼ U (−∆i,∆i) with ∆i = abs(Xi - µi). Here, U denotes a uniform distribution

and ∆i represents the range of perturbation for feature Xi. Using the perturbed dataset, the

causal model is fit to obtain a new adjacency matrix. Within each iteration, the adjacency

matrices of the original and perturbed datasets are checked to evaluate if they are consistent

within a tolerance of ϵadj. If the normalized difference between the two is below the tolerance,

then the model passes the test.

Test II: Causal model order consistency

This test checks whether the causal ordering of variables is consistent across iterations when

slight perturbations are applied to the feature values. Similar to the previous test, for every

iteration the adjacency matrices corresponding to the original versus perturbed datasets are

obtained within each iteration. Here, the matrix sizes/orders care compared and if they are

the same, then the model passes the test.

Test III: Edge stability

This test examines whether the causal edges (the connections between variables) remain

stable when small random noise is added to the dataset. Both Gaussian and non-Gaussian

noises can be provided. Small noises are added to the dataset :

Xi
perturbed = Xi + N (0, σ2),

Or,

Xi
perturbed = Xi + L (0, b) (3)
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where N (0, σ2) represents Gaussian noise and L (0, b) denotes Laplace noise. Within each

iteration, the adjacency matrices of the original and perturbed datasets are checked to eval-

uate if they are consistence within a tolerance of ϵedge. If they are found to be similar within

a given tolerance, then the edges are stable, otherwise unstable.

Test IV: Distributional shift

This test evaluates whether the causal relationships are consistent when a small distribu-

tional shift is applied to one of the features. A small shift to a feature of user’s choice is

applied by adding noise to the specified feature. Let’s assume in the original dataset, Xi is

the i-th feature.

Xshifted
new = Xshifted + N (0, σ2),

Or,

Xshifted
new = Xshifted + L (0, b) (4)

The corresponding adjacency matrices are evaluated, compared to check if they are consis-

tent within a tolerance of ϵshift. If the normalized difference between the two matrices within

each iteration is below ϵshift, then the causal relationships are considered to be stable.

Overall, Test I compares the adjacency matrices of the original and perturbed datasets to

check if the causal model structure remains consistent across multiple iterations, using small

feature modifications. Test II assesses the consistency of the causal ordering by compar-

ing the adjacency matrices of the original and perturbed datasets, focusing on whether the

causal relationships’ order remains unchanged. Test III evaluates whether the edges in the

causal model remain stable under small perturbations, with the option of applying either

Gaussian or Non-Gaussian noise to the dataset. Test IV applies a distributional shift to a

user-specified feature and checks whether the causal model remains stable by comparing the

adjacency matrices of the original and shifted datasets across multiple iterations.

Interventions: Causal intervention methods vary in how they treat the relationships be-

12



tween features. The choice of intervention mode can significantly influence the results of

the analysis. Keeping these in mind, our intervention setup provides flexibility in how in-

terventions are performed, allowing the user to choose the mode based on whether they are

interested in simultaneous, or progressively adjusted interventions.

Let’s assume the dataset for n samples and p features can be represented by:

X =



xT
1

xT
2

...

xT
n


(5)

where xi ∈ Rp is a vector representing the feature values for the i-th sample. The target is

represented as xi ∈ Rn. Given a feature xj, the intervention causal effect can be defined as:

CE(xj) = E [ŷ(xj ← intervention) | X−j, y] (6)

Here | X−j represents all the features except for xj and y is the target variable. The

formulation reflects the expected outcome ŷ after performing the intervention on xj. Given

a set of features by the choice of the user, the causal intervention is conducted either in

the joint or sequential manner. The intervention is bounded within a range defined by the

original values of the feature, and it tries to optimize for a target value of the outcome.

The bound takes the domain expertise into account such that the intervention is performed

complying with physics-based constraints. For this specific problem, we have considered a

change of up to 35% for each feature. The adaptive change within the sequential mode is

controlled by a weighted threshold coefficient (αj) that is proportional to the original feature

value ensuring the intervention is accumulated sequentially. The intervention bounds then
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become:

min_value(k)j = max
(
x
(k)
j − αj · |x(k)

j |,min(Xj)
)

(7)

max_value(k)j = min
(
x
(k)
j + αj · |x(k)

j |,max(Xj)
)

(8)

In the joint mode, interventions on all selected features are performed simultaneously. The

causal effects are estimated and adjusted for all the features in the intervention list at once,

based on a target value. The combined influence of the features on the outcome is considered

collectively. In the sequential mode, interventions are applied step-by-step, one feature at a

time. The changes made in earlier steps influence subsequent interventions. This allows for

a more structured and gradual refinement of the model. After modifying one feature, the

following interventions are adjusted according to the updated context of the dataset. If no

target value is provided, it is sampled from the distribution of the target variable y which

can be represented as:

ŷk ∼ U (min(y),max(y)) (9)

where U (.) represents the uniform distribution.

To account for the variability in causal effects across different runs, we average the results

of multiple intervention runs. This ensemble approach helps to reduce noise and provides a

more robust estimate of the intervention’s impact. The results from each run are averaged
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to yield a final set of interventions, as shown in the following representation :

Xintervened =



xintervened
1

xintervened
2

...

xintervened
n


(10)

In summary, by adopting either the joint or sequential intervention modes, users can gain

flexibility in how they perform causal analysis. The ensemble approach (average of multiple

runs) further ensures that the results are robust and less sensitive to outliers or randomness

in individual runs.

Mapping to physics simulations: In the last part of the workflow, we focus on validat-

ing the causal mechanisms identified in the earlier steps (e.g., causal relationships between

features and their influence on the target). We perform checks to ensure the changes in

the intervened data lead to physically reasonable changes in the outcome variables. Causal

reasoning is applied to identify and intervene on the key features influencing the target. First-

principles computations (such as DFT and other physics simulations) are then performed to

evaluate the suggested changes in these features resulting from the causal intervention. In

this process, the causal mechanisms are explicitly modeled, and the computational results

help establish links between the predicted outcomes and experimentally achievable pathways.

This creates a causal reasoning workflow for targeted design, while also offering insights into

novel physical mechanisms that can be used to validate and refine the causal reasoning in

real-world applications.
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Results & Discussion

HIF ferroelectric mechanism and polarization switching

In our study, we focus on a dataset of HIF oxides in the form of DPOs and SLs, which were

constructed using first-principles computations. It comprises of a diverse range of combina-

tions of alkaline-earth, rare-earth, lanthanide, and transition metal ions, covering a broad

spectrum of charge states, coordination numbers, ionic radii mismatch, tolerance factors (τ).

The ferroelectricity in HIFs originates from the trilinear coupling between multiple order

parameters. The coupling connects two unstable zone-boundary distortions, labeled as Q1

and Q2, to a polar zone-center mode, QP. The free energy is represented as F ∼ Q1 ∗ Q2

∗ QP, illustrating the mutual dependence among these modes.6 Acting together, both Q1

and Q2, as zone-boundary modes, facilitate the phase transition leading to a polar ground

state. Thus, both Q1 and Q2 function as the principal order parameters in this scenario.

For both A-site layered DPOs (in P21 symmetry group) and SLs, the macroscopic origin

of the polarization is the non-cancellation of layered polarization in two successive AO and

A′O layers, as established by the HIF mechanism. The trilinear coupling for these systems is

between the in-phase rotation (QR+), tilt (QT) and antiferroelectric displacement (QAFEA).

Figure 3 (a) illustrates the high symmetry, low symmetry phases along with the key

structural modes. The QR+ mode vectors represent the clockwise/counter-clockwise rotations

of the in-plane O atoms located at the top and bottom layers of BO6 (or B′O6) octahedra.

The movement of apical O atoms located at both layers is considered within QT whereas the

antiferroelectric displacement of the A-sites, primarily responsible for the layered polarization

is represented by QAFEA. Recent studies14,21 have revealed a two-step thermal switching

process facilitated by the out-of-phase rotation QR-, which exhibits the lowest Es compared

to the pathways involving the two primary order parameters in HIF DPOs and SLs. The

mechanism points out how P⃗ switches from [010] to [01̄0] via QR- (a0a0c− when QT = 0

or, a−a−b− when QT ̸= 0). We have employed the switching pathway (Figure 3 (b)) via
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QR- to estimate Es by performing nudged elastic band calculations. The composition space

considered in this study is shown in Figure 3 (c).

We acknowledge that the chemical space we explore is somewhat restricted compared to

the vast array of structures that could be computationally designed by combining elements

from the periodic table, adhering to criteria for forming DPOs and SLs. This exploration

extends to over 59,000 potential structures, with approximately 30,000 structures expected

to fall within the monoclinic space group56 However, many of these systems may lack the

stable A-site cation ordering necessary to demonstrate functionalities such as polarization

attributed to HIF mechanism. Hence, we focus on the systems that are most likely to form

A-site layered ordering. The details of the first-principles computations are provided in the

Methods section.

Causal reasoning

From the first-principles simulations we curate the features space including information on

radii of A-site cations (rA, r′A), difference in radii (rdiff), tolerance factor (τ), displacement

of A-site cations (Adis, A′
dis, rotation angle (θr), tilt angle (θt), Kohn-Sham energy (EKS).

Information on structural modes that have been reported14,15 to play roles in functionalities

in HIFs (e.g., QR+, QT, QAFEA, QAFEO, QJT, QCD) are also incorporated into the initial

feature space. The QAFEO, QJT, QCD signifies the movement of planar O atoms, Jahn-Teller

distortion and charge disproportionation via the proportionate change in the bond lengths

of B−O and B′−O, respectively.

All compounds in the DPO and SL dataset are used to construct a causal model with all

features. The model is then pruned by retaining only the causal connections with strengths

above the 90th percentile. In this model, the sign of the coefficient indicates the direction of

the causal relationship: a positive sign signifies a direct causal effect (where an increase in

one feature causes an increase in another), while a negative sign indicates an inverse causal

effect (where an increase in one feature leads to a decrease in another). To ensure all features

17



are comparable on an equal footing, we standardize the dataset using Z-scores. This pre-

processing step normalizes the data, allowing for a meaningful comparison of the features and

their respective impacts on the causal model. Next, we discard a few features based on the

domain-specific context. Although information on structural modes is important, the mode

Tolerance 

factor

Rotation 

angle

A-site 

displacement

Tilt angle

Switching 

barrier

0.47

-0.51

-0.69

-0.25
0.14

0.42

-0.26
0.48

0.54

(a) (b)

Figure 4: (a) Directed acyclic graph illustrating the cause-effect relations between various
features and the target. (b) Two-dimensional contour representation of the changes in ro-
tation and tilt that lead to changes in the switching barrier, as estimated by the causal
interventions conducted across all materials with τ >0.8 (Group I in our study). All ma-
terials exhibit negative changes, indicating a reduction in the Es. Upon intervention, three
distinct response pathways are identified: (1) concurrent and complementary variations in
the rotation and tilt angles, (2) an increase in θt with θr remaining approximately constant,
and (3) a decrease in θr with θt remaining approximately constant. These pathways cor-
respond to distinct distortion mechanisms that reduce Es. The materials following each
pathway are denoted in green, blue, and red, respectively.

amplitudes are often difficult to characterize and quantify accurately. Hence, we focus on

features that can be more easily modified or controlled in computational models, theoretical

analyses, or experimental settings. We quantify octahedral distortions using θr and θt angles

rather than symmetry-mode amplitudes. While the mode amplitudes are rigorously defined

in group-theoretical terms, the angles can be readily extracted from crystallographic refine-

ments (X-ray or neutron diffraction), making them experimentally accessible descriptors of

octahedral distortions in ABO3 perovskites.57–59 The angles, therefore, serve as physically
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intuitive proxies for the corresponding mode amplitudes that are used as features in our

study.

The resulting model is shown in Figure 4 (a). All the models prior to pruning and selec-

tion are provided in the Supplementary Information. By prioritizing these more accessible

features, we ensure that the model remains practical and adaptable, while enabling novel

insights. The refutability tests are performed (results in the Supplementary Information) to

ensure the validity of the new model.

The causal model provides information on how structural parameters influence Es in

DPOs and SLs. The geometric stability of the perovskite structures, as described by τ ,

has a significant direct negative effect on Es. It suggests that as τ increases, the perovskite

structure becomes more stable, potentially reducing Es for polarization switching by allow-

ing for switching by allowing the lattice to accommodate cooperative octahedral distortions

(rotation and tilt) more easily under strain. This structural flexibility arises when the tol-

erance factor approaches unity or when A-site size mismatch provides sufficient free volume

for distortion. The angular distortions (θr, θt) of the BO6 and B′O6 octahedra, which in turn

affect the displacements of the A-site cations, are also strongly modulated by τ . The causal

relations between Adis with θr, θt indicate that the octahedral distortions contribute to the

off-center shifts of the A-site cations. The displacement itself has a small positive effect on

Es, suggesting that larger cation displacements may slightly hinder polarization switching.

The systems with lower τ exhibit reduced free volume and stronger ionic packing constraints,

leading to a more rigid lattice framework. Such lattice rigidity suppresses octahedral distor-

tions, resulting in a higher barrier for distortion-driven switching. The θt also has a direct

negative impact on Es, implying that an increased octahedral tilt may facilitate switching by

modifying the energy landscape. Although these findings align with current material physics

understanding, the precise mechanism by which Es is lowered remains, and consequently, it

is unclear how polarization switching can be enhanced. Lowering Es is crucial to improve

ferroelectric performance, enabling applications of these materials in devices.
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Figure 5: Selected Group I materials (τ > 0.8) for which complementary changes in rotation
and tilt angles reduce the switching barrier. The required distortions are identified via causal
interventions, while DFT calculations provide validation of these material-specific pathways.

To elucidate the mechanisms that govern polarization switching, we perform causal inter-

ventions on θr and θt in a systematically controlled manner. Typically when an intervention

is performed on a variable (θr and θt in this case), the edges pointing to that variable (its

causes) are removed. However, the edges pointing from the intervened variable (its effects)

remain intact, allowing us to still observe the causal influence of the intervened variable on

other variables in the DAG, effectively isolating it from its usual causes and consequences.

This change allows us to analyze the causal effects of the intervention while controlling for

external influences that would otherwise confound the results. We choose to perform inter-

ventions in the sequential mode in which changes are applied incrementally to one feature at

a time, with each modification influencing subsequent steps, ensuring a gradual and context-

sensitive refinement of the model. The intervention is constrained within a predefined range,

incorporating domain expertise and physics-based principles. For each selected feature, a

random variation of up to ± 35% is introduced, ensuring that the changes remain within

the observed range of (θr and θt). An optimal intervention is then estimated using the pre-

built causal model, which predicts the necessary adjustment to achieve a target outcome.

Here for each material, we have placed an upper bound of -50% change to Es. An adaptive
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weighting approach is applied with a predefined threshold of 0.6: if the required change

in θr or θt is small (below the threshold), the original value is weighted more heavily; for

larger adjustments, the intervened value is given a greater weight. This approach ensures

a gradual modification of the angular distortions while preserving the material structures

along with compositions. The details on the intervention approaches can be found in the

Methods section.

We have selected the compounds with Es higher than 30.468 meV/f.u. (median across

dataset) for performing interventions to further reduce Es. Based on the range of τ , we ini-

tially divide the filtered dataset into three groups: Group I (τ > 0.8, mostly DPOs) with 31

compounds, Group II (0.4 < τ < 0.8, mix of DPOs and SLs) with 36 compounds and Group

III (τ < 0.4, mostly SLs) with 79 compounds. While our dataset includes systems with τ

<0.4, such compositions are unlikely to form stable perovskite structures in practice due to

large size mismatch in the cations. To the best of our knowledge, no experimentally realized

DPOs or SLs exist in this regime. Hence, we have focused on the experimentally accessible

τ range of ∼0.8-1.0. The insights obtained from the causal reasoning are mostly relevant to

this range of τ that includes numerous synthesized ABO3 oxides and its derivatives. Results

for τ < 0.4 can be regarded as theoretical extrapolations without immediate experimental

relevance. The intervention results are quantified across all the groups (see Supplementary

Information). Our discussion primarily focuses on Group I because they are likely to ex-

hibit enhanced structural stability while maintaining the necessary octahedral flexibility for

polarization switching.

Figure 4(b) presents the changes in features along with the target values after inter-

ventions for Group I. After intervention, three types of material-specific distinct changes in

the responses are observed, all leading to lowering Es: (1) both angles change in a com-

plementary fashion (increase or decrease), (2) θt increases at nearly constant θr , or (3) θr

decreases at nearly constant θt. Each of these behaviors can be driven by intrinsic lattice

dynamics or by external factors such as strain, influencing how the system navigates the
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energy landscape for polarization reversal. In the first case, where the change in angles are

opposite, an increased change in one of the angles naturally suppresses the other to maintain

structural stability. This behavior can often be linked to strain effects, particularly in epi-

taxial thin films where biaxial strain (compressive or tensile) forces the lattice to adjust by

balancing octahedral distortions in a complementary manner. Strain may also influence the

A-site cation displacement, modifying the local electrostatic potential to further reinforce

the need for compensatory rotation-tilt adjustments. Interestingly, this finding is similar

to the behavior captured in the energy landscape of HIFs, where the trilinear coupling is a

well-established concept. By varying specific structural distortions (+/+, +/-, -/+, -/-) that

represent the modes involved in trilinear coupling, four equivalent structural minima emerge.

These drive the system to its ground state as described by the Landau free energy expansion.

These minima correspond to symmetry-related states that are determined by the underlying

crystallographic features, governing the interplay with octahedral rotations or tilts. Such

factors often influence formation of domain structures and the energetics. The causal inter-

ventions suggests that they also play a crucial role in altering the switching barrier, offering

new insights into how they can be used to tailor switching pathways for specific materials as

presented in Figure 5 (a). The DFT computed change and in the rotation and tilt angles and

reduction in the switching barriers are in agreement with the causal intervention as shown

in Figure 5 (b).

When both angles (θr or θt) increase simultaneously, it may lead to larger off-center cation

displacements, effectively strengthening the layered polarization while reducing Es. Strain

can also play a role here, particularly if epitaxial constraints stabilize a highly distorted phase,

favoring cooperative distortions that promote polarization switching through an energy-

lowering mechanism. Conversely, a decrease in both angles indicate a possible transition

towards a more symmetry-restored phase in which there are reduced or similar distortions

as experienced by the system in its lowest energy ground-state phase, thereby fostering

an easier switching pathway. This effect can be strain-driven, as compressive strain can
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suppress octahedral tilting, bringing the system closer to a centrosymmetric-like structure

that allows for smoother rotation of the BO6-B′O6 octahedra. In addition, lowering of

distortion may enhance structural flexibility to make it easier for the material to undergo

polarization reversal with a lower energy cost.

DPO/SL

substrate tensilecompressive

[001]

[010]

[001]

[010]

?

?

?(a)

(b) (c) (d)

Figure 6: (a) Illustration of strain-engineering strategy used to probe switching energetics in
perovskites. Substrate-induced biaxial strain produces systematic changes in octahedral ro-
tation and tilt, and each material–substrate pair exhibits a characteristic structural response.
Structural models of example substrate/DPO pair for compressive (NaYMnReO6/YAlO3)
and tensile (NaYMnReO6/NdScO3) strain are shown in (b) and (d) respectively. (c) Bar plot
summarizing the DFT-computed changes in Es for each material at the tensile or compres-
sive strain that produces the maximal barrier reduction. The causal intervention identifies
the required changes in rotation and tilt angles, and epitaxial strain serves as the physical
mechanism to enact these distortions. The DFT results validate the intervention-suggested
pathways, revealing material-specific mechanisms for modifying the target property.

These distinct structural responses are delineated by the causal mechanisms offering a

quantitative understanding of controlling Es for a variety of oxide perovskites. It is intriguing

to observe how the mechanisms differ even within the same group, despite having a similar

range of τ , suggesting that the behavior is material-specific. Such complexity underscores

why a generalized mechanism is insufficient, as it cannot capture the full range of material-
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dependent responses. This is precisely why causal intervention is essential—by isolating and

manipulating specific variables, we gain a clearer, more nuanced understanding of the under-

lying mechanisms for each material. Our hypothesis that the suggested causal mechanisms

are strain-induced stems from the fact that these materials are often grown on substrates,

which can introduce strain, altering the structural distortions. The strain effects can also be

more readily realized in practice, facilitated by the layer-by-layer growth of A-site layered

ordered DPOs and the layered structural arrangements of SLs.

To further capture this counterintuitive cooperative pathway, we propose a model of the

switching barrier as a function of rotation, tilt, and epitaxial strain.

Es = Es(θr, θt; ε).

Expanding around a distorted reference state (θ0r , θ
0
t ) at fixed strain ε and defining ∆θr =

θr − θ0r and ∆θt = θt − θ0t , we obtain

Es ≈ E0
s +

1

2
kr(ε) (∆θr)

2 +
1

2
kt(ε) (∆θt)

2 + krt(ε)∆θr∆θt + . . . , (11)

where kr > 0 and kt > 0 are the self–stiffness of rotation and tilt, and krt encodes their

cooperative coupling (all re-normalized by strain). The cooperative pathway in which both

rotation and tilt increase simultaneously can be parameterized as ∆θr = δ, ∆θt = s,δ, δ > 0,

s > 0, such that along this path the barrier becomes

Es(δ; ε) ≈ E0
s +

1

2
κeff(ε) δ

2 + . . . , (12)

with an effective curvature

κeff(ε) = kr(ε) + kt(ε)s
2 + 2 krt(ε)s (13)
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along the cooperative direction (∆θr,∆θt) ∝ (1, s). The counterintuitive regime identified by

the causal interventions and DFT corresponds to κeff(ε) < 0 for the strain values imposed by

orthorhombic substrates such as NdScO3 (tensile) and NdGaO3 (compressive). In this case,

increasing both θr and θt along the cooperative path (δ > 0) lowers Es, reflecting a strain-

enabled cooperative coupling in which the energy penalty of enhancing one distortion is

compensated by the other, thereby flattening the energy landscape for polarization reversal.

This non-trivial mechanism, not anticipated by Landau theory, illustrates the power of

causal reasoning in identifying new, physics-driven switching mechanisms. As a result, it

enables the identification of experimentally accessible design rules, bridging Landau theory

with composition- and strain-specific insights while offering a more comprehensive under-

standing of how polarization switching can be engineered in HIFs.

Causal mechanisms as drivers of physics simulations

Building on this understanding, we then aim to validate the connection between these causal

mechanisms with first-principles calculations to provide a detailed understanding of how

strain, octahedral distortions, and energy barriers are interrelated.

Figure 6 (a) illustrates how causal interventions combined with DFT calculations reveal

material-specific mechanisms for tuning the switching barrier. We rank the lattice mismatch

between Group I compounds with respect to 11 substrates which are commonly utilized

in experimental layer-by-layer growth. The analyses include both tensile and compressive

strains. Among the widely used orthorhombic substrates, NdScO3 imposes a tensile strain

(ranging from 2.7% to 1.3%) on KYMnWO6, KYVWO6, KYCoWO6, NaYMnReO6, and

LaDyNiCrO6, whereas NdGaO3 imposes a compressive strain (ranging from 3.7% to 1.4%)

on RbYVReO6, SrSnNiFeO6, KGdMnWO6, NaDyFeZrO6, and NaYCrWO6. We find that θr

increases and θt decreases under compressive strain. In contrast, tensile strain leads to the

opposite effect. Example substrate-DPO/SL pairs with compressive ((NaYMnReO6/YAlO3)

and tensile (NaYMnReO6/NdScO3)) strain are shown in Figure 6 (b). The effects of strain on
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Es, as well as changes in structural features, are quantified and compared in Figure 5(c) with

the trends predicted by causal interventions. The analysis identifies the required adjustments

in octahedral rotation and tilt, while epitaxial strain acts as the experimental handle to

realize these distortions. The results further validate the intervention-predicted pathways,

illustrating how strain can systematically modulate polarization-switching energetics across

different perovskite materials.

Out of the three identified mechanisms, those characterized by either a reduction in ro-

tation at nearly constant tilt or an increase in tilt at nearly constant rotation align with

Landau theory predictions, wherein lowering the amplitude of a non-polar distortion reduces

the energy barrier. The other pathway, however, is counterintuitive: both rotation (θr) and

tilt (θt) increase simultaneously while the switching barrier decreases. The causal interven-

tion analysis from our study shows that this outcome arises from a cooperative coupling

between the two non-polar modes, in which the penalty in energy to increase a distortion is

compensated by the other. Under epitaxial strain, as imposed by orthorhombic substrates

such as NdScO3 (tensile) and NdGaO3 (compressive), the lattice adopts distortion patterns

where increased tilt accommodates increased rotation, thereby flattening the energy land-

scape for polarization reversal. DFT simulations confirm this mechanism for specific DPOs

(e.g., KYMnWO6, NaYMnReO6, and RbYVReO6), demonstrating that cooperative distor-

tion tuning can reduce the barrier even when both tilt and rotation amplitudes are enhanced.

Conclusions

Understanding polarization switching in hybrid improper ferroelectrics is a challenging prob-

lem due to the complex, interdependent structural and electronic parameters. Addressing

this challenge requires modern, mechanism-driven approaches, since traditional simulation-

and experiment-based methods, though informative, can be limited in identifying generaliz-

able, actionable mechanisms. In this work, we introduce a causal reasoning-based approach
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combined with physics simulations to identify and validate the factors controlling the switch-

ing barrier across a chemically diverse set of A-site layered double perovskites and superlat-

tices. Our analysis reveals that moderate-low intrinsic barriers occur for compositions with

tolerance factors between 0.8-1.0 with moderate A-site ionic-radius mismatch, that stabilize

layered A/A′ ordering while providing sufficient free volume for cooperative octahedral dis-

tortions. The causal intervention identifies three distinct rotation–tilt mechanisms such as

complementary changes in rotation and tilt, tilt-dominated changes at nearly fixed rotation,

and rotation-dominated changes at nearly fixed tilt, each of which reduces the barrier with

the active pathway depending on the specific A/B-site chemistry. Double perovskite ox-

ides such as KYMnWO6, KYVWO6, KYCoWO6, NaYMnReO6, LaDyNiCrO6, RbYVReO6,

SrSnNiFeO6, KGdMnWO6, NaDyFeZrO6, and NaYCrWO6 illustrate how appropriate com-

binations of alkaline-earth/rare-earth A/A′ ions and 3d–4d/3d–5d A/A′ pairs can sustain

large yet switchable octahedral distortions while remaining insulating. Importantly, this

analysis reveals a counterintuitive cooperative mechanism in which simultaneous changes in

both rotation and tilt lower the barrier, a pathway that would have been difficult to antici-

pate from conventional Landau-type arguments alone. Guided by these causal insights, we

demonstrate that epitaxial strain from orthorhombic substrates provides an experimentally

accessible knob to realize each material-specific mechanism. Tensile strain from NdScO3 and

compressive strain from NdGaO3 selectively tune rotation and tilt in ways that reduce the

switching barrier by tens of percent, in quantitative agreement with the causal interven-

tion predictions. For each composition, the analysis prescribes which distortion to enhance

or suppress combined with the type of strain to apply, establishing a direct link between

substrate choice, octahedral distortion pattern, and barrier. By combining causal reason-

ing with first-principles insights, this work not only advances fundamental understanding of

complex ferroelectric switching behavior but also provides experimentally actionable guide-

lines for designing low-barrier hybrid improper ferroelectrics, with potential applications in

spintronics and beyond. More broadly, our approach is generalizable to other complex ox-
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ides or functional materials, where uncovering the underlying physics is essential for guiding

rational design to accelerate materials discovery.

Supporting Information

The supporting information includes information on distribution of (a) key features, (b)

groups of compounds based on tolerance factor of the full dataset, causal maps including (c)

all, (d) selected features, (e) outcome of refutability tests, (f,g) quantification of changes in

tilt and rotation distortions for different group of compounds
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