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In recent years, the concept of multipoles has been widely used to describe and classify various magnetic
and electric responses in solids, providing a systematic way to identify symmetry-allowed or -forbidden
physical responses. Conventionally, multipole classifications rely on the magnetic point group of a system,
which inherently incorporates the effects of relativistic spin—orbit coupling because the spin orientation is
supposed to follow the point-group transformation of the lattice. However, this approach becomes insuffi-
cient in situations where relativistic spin—orbit coupling is negligibly weak or where the spin and orbital
(lattice) degrees of freedom are decoupled, thereby requiring a more comprehensive symmetry description.
In this work, we introduce a multipole description on the basis of spin-point-group symmetries, enabling
a systematic exploration of nonrelativistic phenomena that persist even without spin—orbit coupling in a
collinear antiferromagnet. As an application, we theoretically demonstrate spin-current generation driven
by elastic waves in a specific collinear antiferromagnet, fully independent of spin—orbit coupling.

There has been increasing interest in magnetic and
transport phenomena free from the relativistic spin—orbit
coupling (SOC), opening broader avenues for spintron-
ics beyond conventional heavy-metal systems.’'?) Such
developments have been particularly highlighted in the
context of altermagnets,326) where collinear antiferro-
magnets breaking time-reversal (7) symmetry exhibit
momentum-dependent spin-split band structures in the
form of ko kgo in d-wave type and k.kgkyks;o in g-
wave type (k. and o represent o = x,y,z component
of the wave vector and the spin, respectively) even with-
out the SOC. Consequently, altermagnets realize a va-
riety of SOC-free reponses, such as spin current gener-
ation,'16:27-30) Jinear and nonlinear piezomagnetic ef-
fect,® 3139 nonlinear magnetoelectric effect,*?) and elec-
tric polarization (magnetization) under the magnetic
(electric) field gradient.*!>42)

Following the initial recognitions in these 7 -broken
collinear antiferromagnets, recent studies have expanded
their scope to noncollinear antiferromagnets breaking
spatial inversion (P) symmetry,'® 43749 which give rise
to the antisymmetric spin splitting in the form of k 0 in
p-wave type and ko kgko in f-wave type. Moreover, the
exploration of nonrelativistic properties has broadened to
PT-symmetric antiferromagnets with the spin degener-
acy, yet still allowing spin-dependent phenomena, such as
the nonlinear (spin) Hall effect and photocurrent gener-
ation® %) and T-broken noncoplanar antiferromagnets
exhibiting the anomalous Hall effect®® ®7) and nonrecip-
rocal transport.®®) These developments have shown that
a variety of nonrelativistic responses emerge in a wide
range of magnets.

The framework of multipoles offers symmetry-based
perspectives for physical responses in solids.?® ) Many
electric, magnetic, and transport responses can be in-
terpreted as manifestations of active multipole de-
grees of freedom.®* ™Y For instance, magnetic octupole
M,p becomes a microscopic order parameter of 7-
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Fig. 1. (Color online) Lattice-rotation operation under (a) mag-
netic point group and (b) spin point group. In (a), the twofold
rotation (Co;) acts on both the orbital and spin degrees of free-
dom, whereas in (b), the operation ([E | C2.]) acts only on the
orbital degree of freedom.

broken antiferromagnets, including d-wave altermag-
nets.3%41:42,72.73) When the SOC is present, the possible
responses of a magnetic material can be understood by
examining how the relevant multipoles are classified into
the irreducible representations (IRREPs) of the magnetic
point group (MPGs).”™ Meanwhile, when the effect of
SOC is negligibly small, the applicability of this anal-
ysis becomes limited because MPGs inherently suppose
inseparable coupling between orbital (lattice) and spin
degrees of freedom, as shown in Fig. 1(a).”

To circumvent this limitation inherent to MPG, the
concept of spin space group (SSG) or spin point group
(SPG), first introduced in the 1960s, % has been devel-
oped into a more general symmetry framework applica-
ble to SOC-free systems.> 2 In contrast to MPG, SPG
consists of combined operations acting independently on
orbital and spin space, allowing rotations in real space
that are not accompanied by a corresponding rotation
of the spin [Fig. 1(b)]. The overall spin point group G is
expressed as the direct product of the spin-only group
Gso and the nontrivial spin point group Gnr.%) Gso con-
tains purely spin-space operations, and has four types
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corresponding to nonmagnetic (paramagnetic), collinear,
coplanar, and noncoplanar orders, while Litvin has enu-
merated a total of 598 nontrivial spin point groups Gy,
90 of which are compatible with collinear magnetism.
This framework captures SOC-free spin splittings, spin-
current responses, and related effects, making SPG a nat-
ural basis for identifying SOC-free responses and their
associated multipoles.

In the present study, we classify four types of multi-
pole, consisting of electric, magnetic, magnetic toroidal,
and electric toroidal, that are activated in nonrelativis-
tic collinear antiferromagnets based on SPG symmetry.
By analyzing how multipoles transform under SPG oper-
ations, we establish a correspondence between IRREPs
and multipoles. Upon decomposing the multipoles into
orbital and spin parts, we find that orbital-type elec-
tric and electric toroidal multipoles with 7 = +1 and
spin-type electric and electric toroidal multipoles with
T = —1 can belong to the identity IRREPs, while
orbital- and spin-type magnetic and magnetic toroidal
multipoles cannot. We also discuss the similarities and
differences between SPGs and MPGs. To illustrate the
applicability of our framework, we present microscopic
calculations of spin current generation by elastic waves
free from SOC and magnetoelectric effect that relies on
SOC for a specific magnetic structure. Our results con-
tribute to the exploration of nonrelativistic functional
properties in nonrelativistic collinear antiferromagnets.

Let us first outline a systematic procedure for deriving
SPGs associated with collinear magnetic order.®'? In
SPG, the operation [S || R] consists of a spin-space oper-
ation S and orbital-space operation R. For example, the
P operation is represented as [E || =1 = —1] (E is an
identity operator) and the T operation as an “inversion”
in spin space [ = 1’ = —1 || E], though alternative con-
ventions are sometimes used.'?) Tt is noted that [0 E]
also represents the sign reversal of momentum.

For collinear antiferromagnetic structures with mag-
netic moments oriented along n, spin-only group is ex-
pressed as a semidirect product G§¢, = SO(2) x{[E || E],
[02, 5 || E]}, where 2 ,, denotes a m-rotation perpendicu-
lar to n and SO(2) represents the continuous group from
the arbitrariness of 2, ,,. Hereafter, n is fixed at (0,0,1)
without loss of generality.

There are 90 nontrivial spin point groups compatible
with GS3y: 32 unitary and 58 non-unitary groups. Let G
be the spatial parent point group (one of the 32 crys-
tallographic point groups), and let H denote a halving
unitary subgroup of G. Then, the nontrivial spin point
group Gnr is constructed as follows:

G

= ’ 1
G {H+[0||E1<G—H>, M)
where the upper and lower correspond to unitary and
non-unitary spin point groups, respectively. The opera-
tions included in G and H act only in real space. With an
operator [FE || Ry] chosen from G — H, the non-unitary
spin point group is rewritten as H + [0 || Rg]H, which
means that the nonunitary part is generated by combin-
ing the antiunitary operation [0 || Ro] with all elements

of the unitary subgroup H. In the end, the overall spin
point group G is written as

G =Ggo x Onr (2)

G + [GZLn || E]G7
H +[0|| RolH (3)
+[0215 || E](H + [0 Ro]H).

The IRREPs of G are obtained through the IRREPs of
Gnr. Although deriving the IRREPs is trivial when Gyt
is unitary, the nonunitary case requires a slightly differ-
ent procedure. Once the halving subgroup H is identi-
fied, the IRREPs of G can be obtained by augmenting
the IRREPs of H with appropriate indices for the an-
tiunitary operators [0 ] Ro] and [02,,, || E]. We attach
superscripts corresponding to [# ]| Rp] to the IRREPs of
H, and also add a bar over them when the parity under
02, || E] is —1.

=S50(2) x

Table I. Classification of the four types of multipoles (Electric
(E): Qim, Magnetic (M): Mj,,,, Magnetic toroidal (MT): Ty,,, Elec-
tric toroidal (ET): Gy,,) according to their spatial inversion (P),
time-reversal (7), and combined (P7) parities, with those acti-
vated in collinear spin point groups (CSPG) indicated by check-
marks (v'). Panels (a) and (b) list the orbital and spin multipoles,
respectively.

(a) orbital multipoles

[ Type | Notation | P [ T | PT | CSPG |
E Q) (-t | 41| (-1) v
M M|~y -1 (-
Mt | |t [ 1] (e
ET Gl (—1)+ | 41 | (—1)t v
(b) spin multipoles
‘ Type ‘ Notation ‘ P ‘ T ‘ PT ‘ CSPG ‘
E Q) (D' | -1 (=)t v
M ME (| 41 | (!
MT T (-t | 41| (-1)
ET ¥ | (=] 1] (- v

We subsequently carry out the multipole classification
for the SPGs obtained in this manner. Multipoles con-
sists of electric, magnetic, magnetic toroidal, and electric
toroidal multipoles with distinct P and 7 parities, which
are denoted as Qum, Mim, Tim, and Gy, respectively;53)
the subscripts [ and m denote orbital angular momentum
(rank of multipoles) and its component. Although such
multipoles are usually defined in a form that mixes spin
and orbital degrees of freedom,® the separation of spin
and orbital symmetry operations in spin groups makes it
convenient to redefine them independently. To this end,
we distinguish from the orbital and spin components for
each multipole X; we refer to “orbital multipole X (©)” in
the spinless space and “spin multipole X®) = ¢, X (©)”
in the spinful space; o, denotes the z component of the
Pauli matrix in spin space. It is noted that considering a
single spin component is sufficient for describing collinear
antiferromagnets. The parities of X(©) and X® in terms
of P, T, and PT are summarized in Table I.
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Table II. TRREPs of multipoles (I < 4) on the spin point group Ggg, x 4/Tmimim = GSo % (4m2 + [0 || I] 4m2). In the IRREPs,
the sign + represents the parity with respect to the antiunitary operation [ || I], while the absence [presence] of a bar over the IRREPs
indicates parity +1 [—1] under the antiunitary operation [62 ,, || F]. Primary and secondary axes with respect to the symmetry operations

in the Cartesian coordinates are [001] and [110], respectively.

| IRREP | E ET | IRREP | M, MT |
Al | QP QP of o) @, i a | AL | g, i, 1P, 10, 1, 10, 1)
AL 29, Q) @, @, 0l i), G Ar M), M2, 13, 10, 0, T, 1
Af 59, QE., 6, a2, G, G Af M, M, MO, MO T, 70O
Ay ng, QZLZ(S)7 GS)O), Gf&), 025)7 Go® A; M§O)7 Mg(o), Mf), Mij Tf;(o)» ngz)z
B |0 00 O e o o B | ) o, o
By | QW 0l 6, el o o) 6| R | M, P, il 1ty 1
B, Q. Q. QW Q2™ Gl ¢°® B M M), T T8 1 )
By ©, Q2. Q, @), 6317, 6f). By My, Mp®, T, 1), T, 1)

BT | {QW, %} (@1, Q41 (@i, fo%ﬁ")},
QY @1y, 12, 5™y, {Qé;<s), QQ; ),
(@), i, {Ge, gy, (), @by,

{6y, a8y {GeY), aa )y Gy, 6hy

EY | (M@, MDY, (Mg, My, (M), MY,
(S, MOy, (M0, MOy (AP, Mg?@}’

(1), 79y, AT, Ty {1, 1))
(132, Ty AT, 1y (1), T

)

E- | {7, 01, {Q2™, @5}, {QF©), Q) )y,
(@Y%), @8 {Qsl, @5y {QlY, @iy,
(G, GW3,{G5L, Gl {GEY, ahiy,
(GY, ¢P}, (a2, as®y, (659, G5y

[ {MJ(CO)’ MéO)}’ {Mg‘(‘)), M;‘(O)}’ {Mf(o), M5(0>},
(2, MOy, (g, Mgy, (Mg, My,
(1, Ty, {18, ng"”}, {10, Tfy‘ﬁ},
(T, T}, (15, 17Dy, (1), 1))y

From the result in Table I, one finds that, among or-
bital multipoles, only the electric and electric toroidal
types with 7 = 41 can be active, whereas, among spin
multipoles, the electric and electric toroidal types with
T = —1 can be active. In contrast, magnetic and mag-
netic toroidal multipoles do not appear as active multi-
poles in collinear SPGs because their parities under the
operation [02 ,, || E] are always —1. This indicates that
orbital quantities, such as orbital currents, cannot be ac-
tivated without SOC in collinear SPGs, consistent with
the “orbital time-reversal symmetry” described in Ref. 6.
These results hold for all collinear SPGs.

Let us consider an example of the multipole classifica-
tion for the specific collinear magnetic structure under
tetragonal symmetry, as shown in Fig. 2(a); such a mag-
netic structure is found in materials like CaMnoGey. 77> 78)
The symmetry groups of this system are given by G =
4/mmm, H = 4m2, and Gnr = '4/'m'mim (No. 189)
according to Litvin’s notatjonfl) and character table for
the spin point group G x *4/'m!m'm is enumerated in
Supplemental Materials (SM).”™ The classification result
is summarized in Table II, where we use the multipole
notations in Refs. 67,74; the rank-0 monopole is denoted
as Xo, the rank-1 dipole as (X, X,, X.), the rank-2
quadrupole as (X, Xy, Xyz, X.a, me), the rank-3 oc-
tupole as (Xuy., Xy, X, X7, X5, Xﬁ, X?P), and the
rank-4 hexadecapole as (X4, Xau, Xav, X, X§,, X3,
X2 Xfy, X? ). Among the active multipoles belonging
to the identity IREEP, Af, the spin electric octupole
(QE(S)) and spin electric toroidal multipoles (ny), Gfés))
are activated by collinear antiferromagnetic ordering in
Fig. 2(a), corresponding to the order parameter, whereas
the others remain in the high-temperature paramagnetic
state.

Within the multipoles belonging to the identity IR-

REP, we focus on Qf (S), whose functional form is given
by (22 —y?)z0.. This fourth-order coupling indicates the
emergence of the SOC-free spin-current response against
the strain; the spin current jZ o j,o, is generated
by the (uzy — uyy)-type strain, since the symmetry of
JZ(Ugew — Uyy) is the same as (z? — y?)z0, except for
the time-reversal parity. The difference in time-reversal
parity means that the above response is AC-type (time-
derivative) or dissipative. We demonstrate such cross-
correlation responses in the following model analysis.
The expected physical responses are qualitatively dif-
ferent once the SOC is taken into account. The entan-
glement of orbital and spin operations in the presence
of the SOC removes the distinction between barred and
unbarred IRREPs, reducing to the MPG. In the case of
G x 14/tmtmim, two IRREPs A] and AJ belong to
the identity IRREP on the MPG 4'/m’m/m, since the
SPG operatatoins {[E'|| E], [021n || E]}x{[E | Copn1q),
(£ Coma]s [01] Capron], [0 1] Capor0)] } reduces to {Capioq),
0C5110} under nonzero SOC. Thus,

the orbital magnetic octupole Méo) and other odd-parity
magnetic and magnetic toroidal multipoles belonging to
A can be induced by the SOC. Accordingly, the lin-
ear magnetoelectric effect, where net magnetization is
induced by an external electric field, is expected.3083)
We discuss such a response under the SOC in SM.7)
To demonstrate spin current generation by elastic
waves under the above magnetic structure without
the SOC, we analyze a tight-binding Hamiltonian of
CaMnyGesy by incorporating three d orbitals on Mn ions
in Fig. 2(a), which is given by Hy = Hyop + Hwur, with

Huop = >3 Y Euu(ris — ria)el o uCisps (4)

i, o, P,V

He =0 Y3 (o i — el s i), 9
T 1

Copo10), 0Co110),
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where a two-spin-component operator, ¢; ., = (¢t
Cia,n,l), that annihilates an electron in orbital p (=
dyy,dyz,dsy) at sublattice a (= A, B) in the i-th unit
cell is introduced. Hyop represents the hopping Hamil-
tonian, where E,, (73 — T4 ) is the orbital-dependent
hopping integral between the lattice sites at r;, and
13 (Tia = 7; + &o is the coordinate of the sublattice
a in the é-th unit cell at 7;). Angular dependence of
E,, is given by Slater-Koster parameters,®¥ t,, ¢, and
ts. We consider the 1st, 2nd, and 3rd nearest-neighbor
hoppings (|rjs — Tia| = a/V/2, a, ¢/2), and we also in-
troduce hoppings at the distance of y/a? + (¢/2)? with
different two strengths by the factor 1.5 depending on
the bond direction, as shown in the bottom panel of
Fig. 2(a). This contribution is necessary to reflect the cor-
rect SPG symmetry for the underlying magnetic struc-
ture in CaMnyGes; see SM™) for the details. The hop-
ping parameters are given (tmtﬂ,t(;) = (1,-0.5,0.25)
for |rig —ria| = a/V2, (t,,t.,t5) = (0.4,-0.2,0.1)
for |rjg — ria| = a, (), t2,t7) = (0.2,—0.1,0.05) for

|rjg — Tia| = ¢/2, and (tff”,tg’,t’”) = (0.1, —0.05,0.025)
for |rj5 — ria| = /a? + (¢/2)?. We set t, as the energy

unit and lattice constant @ = ¢/2.6 = 1 as the length
unit. The second term, Hyr, describes the mean field to
induce the collinear magnetic structure in Fig. 2(a); we
set h = 1. Figure 2(b) shows the electronic band struc-
ture, where each band is doubly degenerate owing to the
PT symmetry.

As the effect of the elastic wave, we consider the
modulation of the 1st, 2nd, and 3rd nearest-neighbor
hopping integrals.8) Using the angular dependence
of E,, and assuming that the hopping parameters
are inversely proportional to the square dependence,
the perturbation Hamiltonian is obtained as 0H =
Yok CL+q/25H(k; q)ck,q/ge_i“t; see SM™) for the deriva-
tion.

We evaluate the z-polarized spin current flowing along
the z-direction induced by elastic waves within the
linear response theory. The spin current operator is
defined as jZ(q) chL_q/2j§Ck+q/2 with jZ =
{0Ho (k) /O, 8.} 4 /2, where Hy = 32, chHo(k) cx and
S, is a matrix that represents total z-polarized spin op-
erators of electrons. We focus on the w-linear (and also
g-linear) term of the spin current (jZ(q)), = iwd =

iwlim,,0{x(q,w)—x(g,0)}/(iw) [x(gq,w) is the complex
busceptlblhty] Wthh is given by

ZZ f 5mk 5nk)

& m.n Emk — Enk

Emk — Enk + 16

where f(E) = [eE=#)/ksT 4 1]71 is the Fermi-Dirac dis-
tribution function, with the temperature set to kgT =
1073. enk and |nk) denote the eigenvalue and eigenstate
of the Hamiltonian Ho(k) for band index n and wave
vector k, respectively. § represents the phenomenologi-
cal broadening factor corresponding to the inverse of the
relaxation time. The obtained spin current is indepen-
dent of § (in the regime of § < 1); we set § = 1073. N

(b)

4
g 2

5]

=

i3}

X X r z N P VA
Wave number
() . (x107%)
(@) = iwd
4
2
0

Fig. 2. (Color online) (a) (Top panel) Crystal and magnetic
structures of CaMnzGez. The spin point group of the system is
G823 x '4/'m!*m!m and its magnetic point group is 4’/m’m/m. In
the bottom panel, solid and dashed lines represent the inequiva-
lent hopping strengths between the A (down spin moments) and
B (up spin moments) sublattices over the distance y/a? + (c/2)2.
(b) Band structure along the high-symmetry lines, where I': 0,
X: b3/2, ¥: a?/(2¢?)(=by + ba + b3), Z: (b1 + ba — b3)/2, N:
b2/2, and P: (b1 + b2 + b3)/4 with the primitive reciprocal lat-
tice vectors b1 = (27/a)g + (27/c)2, ba = (27w /a)& + (27 /c)2, and
bs = (2n/a)&+ (27 /a)y. (c) Chemical potential dependence of the
spin current induced by the longitudinal elastic waves.

represents the number of unit cells, and we set A = 1. ¢
is a dimensionless quantity that characterizes the mag-
nitude of the spin current induced by elastic waves.

Figure 2(c) shows the chemical potential u dependence
of the induced spin current for u,, — uy, = 0.01. As ex-
pected from the symmetry, the response function ® be-
comes nonzero even without the SOC. The enhancement
of ® at 4 ~ —1.8 and 1.5 arises from the interband ef-
fect, where the Fermi level lies in regions of small band
separation. These results confirm that the spin current
generation in this system is an intrinsically nonrelativis-
tic effect governed by the underlying SPG symmetry.

In summary, we have developed a multipole classifi-
cation scheme based on the IRREPs of the SPG rather
than the conventional MPG, which remains valid in the
absence of SOC. We derived the IRREPs of SPGs for
collinear magnetic orders and identified the correspond-
ing multipoles, enabling its unified classification. The re-
sulting classification table provides symmetry-based cri-
teria for determining which nonrelativistic responses are
allowed or forbidden in a given collinear antiferromag-
net. As a specific example, we demonstrated SOC-free
spin current generation driven by elastic waves in the
magnetic structure of CaMnsGes. Our analysis thus of-
fers a systematic, model-independent route to identifying
nonrelativistic responses, and provides a foundation for
exploring SOC-free functionalities in collinear antiferro-
magnets.

This research was supported by JSPS KAK-
ENHI Grants Numbers JP22H00101, JP22H01183,
JP23H04869, JP23K03288, and by JST CREST (JP-



J. Phys. Soc. Jpn.

LETTERS

MJCR2304) and JST FOREST (JPMJFR2366).

24)
25)
26)
27)
28)
29)
30)
31)
32)
33)
34)
35)

36)

A. Kitz, Phys. Status Solidi (b) 10, 455 (1965).

W. F. Brinkman and R. J. Elliott, Proc. R. Soc. London, Ser.
A 294, 343 (1966).

D. Litvin and W. Opechowski, Physica 76, 538 (1974).

D. B. Litvin, Acta Crystallogr., Sect. A 33, 279 (1977).

P. Liu, J. Li, J. Han, X. Wan, and Q. Liu, Phys. Rev. X 12,
021016 (2022).

H. Watanabe, K. Shinohara, T. Nomoto, A. Togo, and
R. Arita, Phys. Rev. B 109, 094438 (2024).

Z. Xiao, J. Zhao, Y. Li, R. Shindou, and Z.-D. Song, Phys.
Rev. X 14, 031037 (2024).

X. Chen, J. Ren, Y. Zhu, Y. Yu, A. Zhang, P. Liu, J. Li,
Y. Liu, C. Li, and Q. Liu, Phys. Rev. X 14, 031038 (2024).
Y. Jiang, Z. Song, T. Zhu, Z. Fang, H. Weng, Z.-X. Liu,
J. Yang, and C. Fang, Phys. Rev. X 14, 031039 (2024).

X. Chen, Y. Liu, P. Liu, Y. Yu, J. Ren, J. Li, A. Zhang, and
Q. Liu, Nature 640, 349 (2025).

H. Schiff, A. Corticelli, A. Guerreiro, J. Romhdnyi, and
P. McClarty, SciPost Phys. 18, 109 (2025).

J. Etxebarria, J. M. Perez-Mato, E. S. Tasci, and L. Elcoro,
Acta Crystallogr., Sect. A 81, 317 (2025).

Y. Noda, K. Ohno, and S. Nakamura, Phys. Chem. Chem.
Phys. 18, 13294 (2016).

T. Okugawa, K. Ohno, Y. Noda, and S. Nakamura, J. Phys.:
Condens. Matter 30, 075502 (2018).

K.-H. Ahn, A. Hariki, K.-W. Lee, and J. Kunes, Phys. Rev. B
99, 184432 (2019).

M. Naka, S. Hayami, H. Kusunose, Y. Yanagi, Y. Motome,
and H. Seo, Nat. Commun. 10, 4305 (2019).

S. Hayami, Y. Yanagi, and H. Kusunose, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn.
88, 123702 (2019).

S. Hayami, Y. Yanagi, and H. Kusunose, Phys. Rev. B 102,
144441 (2020).

L.-D. Yuan, Z. Wang, J.-W. Luo, E. I. Rashba, and A. Zunger,
Phys. Rev. B 102, 014422 (2020).

M. Naka, Y. Motome, and H. Seo, Phys. Rev. B 103, 125114
(2021).

L.-D. Yuan, Z. Wang, J.-W. Luo, and A. Zunger, Phys. Rev.
Mater. 5, 014409 (2021).

L.-D. Yuan, Z. Wang, J.-W. Luo, and A. Zunger, Phys. Rev.
B 103, 224410 (2021).

R. Gonzélez-Hernandez, L. Smejkal, K. Vyborny, Y. Yahagi,
J. Sinova, T. c. v. Jungwirth, and J. Zelezny, Phys. Rev. Lett.
126, 127701 (2021).

L. Smejkal, A. B. Hellenes, R. Gonzalez-Hernandez, J. Sinova,
and T. Jungwirth, Phys. Rev. X 12, 011028 (2022).

L. Smejkal7 J. Sinova, and T. Jungwirth, Phys. Rev. X 12,
031042 (2022).

L. Smejkal7 J. Sinova, and T. Jungwirth, Phys. Rev. X 12,
040501 (2022).

S. Hayami and M. Yatsushiro, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 91, 063702
(2022).

K. Sourounis and A. Manchon, Phys. Rev. B 111, 134448
(2025).

M. Ezawa, Phys. Rev. B 111, 125420 (2025).

M. Naka, Y. Motome, and H. Seo, npj Spintronics 3, 1 (2025).
H.-Y. Ma, M. Hu, N. Li, J. Liu, W. Yao, J.-F. Jia, and J. Liu,
Nat. Commun. 12, 2846 (2021).

Y. Zhu, T. Chen, Y. Li, L. Qiao, X. Ma, C. Liu, T. Hu, H. Gao,
and W. Ren, Nano Lett. 24, 472 (2024).

T. Aoyama and K. Ohgushi, Phys. Rev. Mater. 8, 1L.041402
(2024).

P. A. McClarty and J. G. Rau, Phys. Rev. Lett. 132, 176702
(2024).

Y. Wu, L. Deng, X. Yin, J. Tong, F. Tian, and X. Zhang,
Nano Lett. 24, 10534 (2024).

K. V. Yershov, V. P. Kravchuk, M. Daghofer, and J. van den
Brink, Phys. Rev. B 110, 144421 (2024).

37)
38)

39)
40)

41)
42)

43)

44)
45)

46)
47)
48)
49)
50)

51)
52)

53)
54)
55)
56)
57)
58)
59)
60)
61)
62)
63)
64)
65)
66)
67)
68)

69)
70)

71)

72)
73)

74)
75)

76)

Y. Ogawa and S. Hayami, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 94, 063704 (2025).
V. T. N. Huyen, Y. Yanagi, and M.-T. Suzuki, Phys. Rev. B
112, 104421 (2025).

M. Naka, Y. Motome, T. Miyazaki, and H. Seo, J. Phys. Soc.
Jpn. 94, 083702 (2025).

J. Oiké, K. Shinada, and R. Peters, Phys. Rev. B 110, 184407
(2024).

T. Sato and S. Hayami, arXiv:2504.21431 , (2025).

J. Oiké, R. Peters, and K. Shinada, Phys. Rev. B 112, 134412
(2025).

S. Hayami, Y. Yanagi, and H. Kusunose, Phys. Rev. B 101,
220403(R) (2020).

S. Hayami, Phys. Rev. B 105, 024413 (2022).

B. Brekke, P. Sukhachov, H. G. Giil, A. Brataas, and J. Linder,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 133, 236703 (2024).

P. Sukhachov and J. Linder, Phys. Rev. B 110, 205114 (2024).
A. Soori, Phys. Rev. B 111, 165413 (2025).

Y. Nagae, L. Katayama, and S. Ikegaya, Phys. Rev. B 111,
174519 (2025).

E. W. Hodt, H. Bentmann, and J. Linder, Phys. Rev. B 111,
205416 (2025).

S. Hayami, M. Yatsushiro, and H. Kusunose, Phys. Rev. B
106, 024405 (2022).

H. Kondo and Y. Akagi, Phys. Rev. Research 4, 013186 (2022).
L.-D. Yuan, X. Zhang, C. M. Acosta, and A. Zunger, Nature
14, 5301 (2023).

H. Watanabe and Y. Yanase, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 36,
373001 (2024).

J. Matsuda, H. Watanabe, and R. Arita, Phys. Rev. Lett. 134,
226703 (2025).

K. Ohgushi, S. Murakami, and N. Nagaosa, Phys. Rev. B 62,
R6065 (2000).

R. Shindou and N. Nagaosa, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 116801

(2001).
I. Martin and C. D. Batista, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 156402
(2008).
S. Hayami and M. Yatsushiro, Phys. Rev. B 106, 014420
(2022).

Y. Kuramoto, H. Kusunose, and A. Kiss, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn.
78, 072001 (2009).

P. Santini, S. Carretta, G. Amoretti, R. Caciuffo, N. Magnani,
and G. H. Lander, Rev. Mod. Phys. 81, 807 (2009).

M.-T. Suzuki, H. Ikeda, and P. M. Oppeneer, J. Phys. Soc.
Jpn. 87, 041008 (2018).

H. Kusunose and S. Hayami, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 34,
464002 (2022).

S. Hayami and H. Kusunose, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 93, 072001
(2024).

N. A.Spaldin, M. Fiebig, and M. Mostovoy, J. Phys.: Condens.
Matter 20, 434203 (2008).

S. Hayami, H. Kusunose, and Y. Motome, J. Phys.: Condens.
Matter 28, 395601 (2016).

M.-T. Suzuki, T. Koretsune, M. Ochi, and R. Arita, Phys.
Rev. B 95, 094406 (2017).

S. Hayami, M. Yatsushiro, Y. Yanagi, and H. Kusunose, Phys.
Rev. B 98, 165110 (2018).

F. Thole and N. A. Spaldin, Philos. Trans. R. Soc. A 376,
20170450 (2018).

H. Watanabe and Y. Yanase, Phys. Rev. B 98, 245129 (2018).
S. Hayami, Y. Yanagi, H. Kusunose, and Y. Motome, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 122, 147602 (2019).

M. Kimata, N. Sasabe, K. Kurita, Y. Yamasaki, C. Tabata,
Y. Yokoyama, Y. Kotani, M. Ikhlas, T. Tomita, K. Amemiya,
H. Nojiri, S. Nakatsuji, T. Koretsune, H. Nakao, T.-h. Arima,
and T. Nakamura, Nat. Commun. 12, 5582 (2021).

S. Bhowal and N. A. Spaldin, Phys. Rev. X 14, 011019 (2024).
H. Schiff, P. McClarty, J. G. Rau, and J. Romhényi, Phys.
Rev. Res. 7, 033301 (2025).

M. Yatsushiro, H. Kusunose, and S. Hayami, Phys. Rev. B
104, 054412 (2021).

J. Zelezny, Y. Zhang, C. Felser, and B. Yan, Phys. Rev. Lett.
119, 187204 (2017).

H. Kusunose, R. Oiwa, and S. Hayami, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 89,



J. Phys. Soc. Jpn.

LETTERS

104704 (2020).

77) B. Malaman, G. Venturini, R. Welter, and E. Ressouche, Jour-
nal of Alloys and Compounds 210, 209 (1994).

78) S. Di Napoli, A. M. Llois, G. Bihlmayer, and S. Bliigel, Phys.
Rev. B 75, 104406 (2007).

79) (Supplemental Material) Character table for the spin point
group and detailed calculations of the spin current generation
and magnetoelectric effect are given online.

80) I. Dzyaloshinskii, Sov. Phys. JETP 10, 628 (1960).

81) D. Astrov, Sov. Phys. JETP-USSR 11, 708 (1960).

82) N.D.Khanh, N. Abe, H. Sagayama, A. Nakao, T. Hanashima,
R. Kiyanagi, Y. Tokunaga, and T. Arima, Phys. Rev. B 93,
075117 (2016).

83) Y. Yanagi, S. Hayami, and H. Kusunose, Phys. Rev. B 97,
020404 (2018).

84) J. C. Slater and G. F. Koster, Phys. Rev. 94, 1498 (1954).

85) Y. Ogawa, T. Funato, and H. Kohno, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 92,
113702 (2023).



