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The charge-to-spin conversion provides an efficient way to manipulate the magnetization by electrical means.
In this work, we report on a study on the anisotropic nonrelativistic charge-to-spin conversion response to the
current direction in altermagnets. Based on the general group-theoretical analysis, we derive analytical formulas
for the anisotropic conversion ratio and identify its maximum value. We then exemplify those phenomena in
representative altermagnets based on the density functional theory calculations. The highly anisotropic charge-
to-spin conversion efficiency, varying from zero to several tens of percent, was demonstrated. Our work shines
more light on the exploration of the nonrelativistic generation of spin currents in altermagnets.

I. INTRODUCTION

The generation of spin currents through the charge-to-
spin conversion by electrical means is of vital importance
in spintronics[1–4]. Spin (polarized) currents can exert spin
torques including spin-transfer torque (STT)[5–8] and spin-
orbit torque (SOT)[9–14] that may lead to the current-induced
magnetization switching crucial for lower-power spintronic
devices[15–17]. It is known that the spin-polarized current
responsible for the STT is odd under the time reversal T
while the spin current responsible for the SOT is even un-
der T . Despite significant advances in STT and SOT based
spintronic devices, the inherent deficiencies have limited the
further development of the spin-torque devices such as non-
volatile magnetic random-access memories[15–17]. For ex-
ample, the spin current induced by the spin Hall effect[1]
or the Rashba effect[18, 19] is largely based on the stength
of spin-orbit coupling (SOC), which is rather small as com-
pared to the magnetic exchange field. Moreover, the SOC
induced spin current typically reveals the in-plane spin po-
larization, which is not favorable to switch the perpendicular
magnetization[15–17, 20].

Recently, the spin-splitter torque (SST)[21] based on
the spin-splitter effect was theoretically proposed in
altermagnets[22–26] endowed with the zero net magnetiza-
tion and sizable nonrelativistic spin splitting on the order of 1
eV[27, 28]. As distinct from the SOT, the spin current respon-
sible for the SST is induced by the nonrelativistic spin split-
ting and is odd under T [21]. Moreover, the spin polarization
parallel to the Néel vector is highly controllable promising
for the perpendicular magnetization switching[20]. A highly
charge-to-spin conversion ratio of ∼ 28% was theoretically
predicted in the altermagnet RuO2[21] and the SST with high
efficiency was later observed in the RuO2 films[29–31]. It
was found that the direction of spin current strongly depends
on the crystal orientation while the spin polarization is parallel
to the Néel vector[29]. Moreover, the field-free switching of
the perpendicular magnetization of the Co layer via the SST
exerted by the spin current of the RuO2 layer was achieved at
room temperature[30].
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On the other hand, the charge-to-spin conversion is ex-
pected to show anisotropy for different current directions,
as evidenced by the anisotropic spin Hall effect in nonmag-
netic hcp metals[32] and anisotropic charge-spin conversion
in the topological semimetal SrIrO3[33]. For altermagnets,
the highly anisotropic Fermi surface due to significant spin-
split bands is expected to give rise to the anisotropic charge-
to-spin conversion for the current along different crystal ori-
entations. This has been partially supported by the differ-
ent polarized spin currents in the different crystal planes of
the RuO2[29, 30]. However, the systematic study on the
anisotropic spin current for all altermagnets remains largely
unexplored. In particular, the spatial anisotropy and analyti-
cal formulas for the nonrelativistic charge-to-spin conversion
remains to be studied. It is the purpose of this work to ex-
plore the anisotropic charge-to-spin conversion and identify
the crystal orientation sustaining the maximum conversion ef-
ficiency for different altermagnets.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II,
we present the theoretical formalism for the spin current and
charge-to-spin conversion ratio calculations. In Sec. III, we
discuss the anisotropy of charge-to-spin conversion based on
the general symmetry analysis. In Sec. IV, we present the
DFT results for representative altermagnets. Finally, Sec. V
is reserved for further discussion and conclusion.

II. THEORETICAL FORMALISM

Assume that a system is subject to an external electric field
E . To first order in E , the spin current density Js (second-rank
tensor) takes the form[34]

J i
sj = σi

jkEk, (1)

where the spin conductivity σi
jk (third-rank tensor) describes

that a charge current along the k direction induces a spin cur-
rent along the j direction with spin polarization along the i
direction. The indices i, j, k = x, y, z denote Cartesian com-
ponents and a summation over repeated indices is understood.
Within the linear response theory using the Kubo formalism
and the relaxation time τ = ℏ/2Γ approximation, two princi-
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pal contributors to σi
jk are the T -odd contribution[35–37]

σodd,i
jk = −eℏ

π

∑
k,m,n

Re[⟨ψnk|J i
j |ψmk⟩⟨ψmk|vk|ψnk⟩]Γ2

[(ϵF − ϵnk)2 + Γ2][(ϵF − ϵmk)2 + Γ2]
,

(2)
and the T -even contribution (Γ → 0)

σeven,i
jk = −2eℏ

n occ.
m unocc.∑
k,m̸=n

Im[⟨ψnk|J i
j |ψmk⟩⟨ψmk|vk|ψnk⟩]
(ϵnk − ϵmk)2

,

(3)
where J i

j = ℏ{σi, vj}/4 is the spin current operator given
in terms of spin (velocity) operator σi (vj) and the reduced
Planck’s constant ℏ, ϵF the Fermi energy, Γ the broadening
parameter, and ψnk (ϵnk) the Bloch function (energy eigen-
value) of the nth band. In Eq. (3), the summation index m
(n) is restricted to unoccupied (occupied) bands. In this work,
we consider the nonrelativistic charge-to-spin conversion in
altermagnets characterized by σodd,i

jk due to that σeven,i
jk van-

ishes without SOC. Thus, the superscript “odd” in σodd,i
jk is to

be omitted in the following. In the limit of Γ → 0, namely
small broadening, Eq. (2) is reduced to[35]

σi
jk = −eτ

∑
kn

⟨ψnk|J i
j |ψnk⟩⟨ψnk|vk|ψnk⟩δ(ϵF − ϵnk).

(4)
Note that, in the case of altermagnets with collinear spin con-
figuration that ignores SOC, Eq. (4) can be expressed in

closed form in terms of the electrical conductivity

σi
jk = − ℏ

2e
(σ̄↑

jk − σ̄↓
jk) cosα, (5)

where α is the angle between the Néel vector and the i-axis,
↑, ↓ are the spin indices with the spin quantization axis along
the Néel vector and, the spin-resolved electrical conductivity
σ̄s
ij (s =↑, ↓) in the zero-temperature limit reads[38–40]

σ̄s
ij(ϵF ) = e2τ

∑
kn

vnski v
ns
kj δ(ϵF − ϵnk). (6)

It is to be noted that the spin polarization i is dictated by the
Néel vector orientation. For example, when the Néel vector
is along the z direction, we have i = z. With the Néel vector
being in the x− y plane, we have i = x, y, and so forth.

It follows from Eq. (5) that, in addition to α ̸= π/2,
the nonzero σi

jk requires that σ̄↑
jk ̸= σ̄↓

jk, which can be de-
termined in advance from symmetry arguments, as demon-
strated recently[41]. Given the fact that the conductivity
components for the g-wave and i-wave altermagnets are spin
degenerate[41], we focus on the d-wave altermagnet through-
out this work. For an applied electric field E along the direc-
tion n̂ = (sin θ cosφ, sin θ sinφ, cos θ) (θ for polar angle and
φ for azimuthal angle), on combining Eqs. (1) and (5), we
have

 J i
sx

J i
sy

J i
sz

 = −ℏ cosα
2e

 (σ̄↑
xx − σ̄↓

xx) sin θ cosφ+ (σ̄↑
xy − σ̄↓

xy) sin θ sinφ+ (σ̄↑
xz − σ̄↓

xz) cos θ
(σ̄↑

xy − σ̄↓
xy) sin θ cosφ+ (σ̄↑

yy − σ̄↓
yy) sin θ sinφ+ (σ̄↑

yz − σ̄↓
yz) cos θ

(σ̄↑
xz − σ̄↓

xz) sin θ cosφ+ (σ̄↑
yz − σ̄↓

yz) sin θ sinφ+ (σ̄↑
zz − σ̄↓

zz) cos θ

 E = σ(θ, φ)E , (7)

where σ(θ, φ) is a three-by-one column vector. From Eq.
(7), one can specify the spin-current direction Ĵs and the
anisotropic spin conductivity σ(θ, φ). In addition, the con-
ductivity along the direction n̂ is given by[41]

σ̄(θ, φ) = σ̄xx sin
2 θ cos2 φ+ σ̄yy sin

2 θ sin2 φ+ σ̄zz cos
2 θ

+ σ̄xy sin
2 θ sin(2φ) + σ̄yz sin(2θ) sinφ+ σ̄xz sin(2θ) cosφ,

(8)
where we have used the fact that σ̄ij = σ̄↑

ij + σ̄↓
ij . Then,

on combining Eqs. (7) and (8), we introduce the anisotropic
charge-to-spin conversion ratio Θ(θ, φ) as

Θ(θ, φ) =
e

ℏ
|σ(θ, φ)|
σ̄(θ, φ)

. (9)

Without loss of generality, α = 0 in Eq. (7) will be used in

the following.
III. GROUP-THEORETICAL ANALYSIS

We first analyze the anisotropic charge-to-spin conversion
by use of the general symmetry analysis. It has been estab-
lished that the altermagnet can be described by the third type
of spin point groups (SPGs)[22, 23]. As mentioned above,
only the d-wave altermagnet sustains the spin-polarized con-
ductivity and the corresponding SPGs are 22/2m, 2m2m1m,
24/1m, and 24/1m2m1m[22, 23], as listed in Table I. For the
SPG 22/2m, the spin-polarized conductivity components are
σ̄xy and σ̄yz[41]. From Eq. (7), the spin-current direction Ĵs

can be obtained as

Ĵs = −
σ̄↑
xy sin θ sinφx̂+ (σ̄↑

xy sin θ cosφ+ σ̄↑
yz cos θ)ŷ + σ̄↑

yz sin θ sinφẑ√
(σ̄↑

xy sin θ)2 + (σ̄↑
yz cos θ)2 + (σ̄↑

yz sin θ sinφ)2 + σ̄↑
xyσ̄

↑
yz sin(2θ) cosφ

, (10)
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TABLE I. Symmetry allowed nonrelativistic spin conductivity tensors σi
jk (i, j, k = x, y, z) and n̂-dependent spin-current direction Ĵs for

different SPGs sustaining the d-wave altermagnet.

SPG σi
jk (i, j, k = x, y, z) Ĵs (n̂||x̂) Ĵs (n̂||ŷ) Ĵs (n̂||ẑ) Candidate

22/2m σi
xy , σi

yz −sgn(σ̄↑
xy)ŷ − σ̄↑

xy x̂+σ̄↑
yz ẑ√

(σ̄
↑
xy)2+(σ̄

↑
yz)2

−sgn(σ̄↑
yz)ŷ CuF2

2m2m1m σi
xy −sgn(σ̄↑

xy)ŷ −sgn(σ̄↑
xy)x̂ - FeSb2

24/1m σi
xx, σi

yy , σi
xy − (σ̄↑

xx−σ̄↓
xx)x̂+2σ̄↑

xy ŷ√
(σ̄

↑
xx−σ̄

↓
xx)2+4(σ̄

↑
xy)2

− 2σ̄↑
xy x̂−(σ̄↑

xx−σ̄↓
xx)ŷ√

(σ̄
↑
xx−σ̄

↓
xx)2+4(σ̄

↑
xy)2

- KRu4O8

24/1m2m1m σi
xy −sgn(σ̄↑

xy)ŷ −sgn(σ̄↑
xy)x̂ - RuO2

and the conversion ratio Θ can be obtained from Eq. (9) as

Θ =

√
(σ̄↑

xy sin θ)2 + (σ̄↑
yz cos θ)2 + (σ̄↑

yz sin θ sinφ)2 + σ̄↑
xyσ̄

↑
yz sin(2θ) cosφ

σ̄xx sin
2 θ cos2 φ+ σ̄yy sin

2 θ sin2 φ+ σ̄zz cos2 θ + σ̄xz sin(2θ) cosφ
. (11)

Ĵs for different n̂ can be immediately inferred from Eq. (10).
In Table I, we summarize Ĵs when n̂ is along one of the three
principal axes. For n̂||x̂ and n̂||ẑ, Ĵs is along the y direction
as expected from the nonzero components σi

xy and σi
yz . For

n̂||ŷ, Ĵs is in the x− z plane. On the other hand, the extrema
of Θ can be determined in principle from that ∂Θ/∂θ = 0 and
∂Θ/∂φ = 0. However, the result is too complicated to evalu-
ate analytically.This has to be analyzed by numerical methods.

For the SPG 2m2m1m, only σ̄xy is spin polarized[41].
Similarly, we have

Ĵs = −sgn(σ̄↑
xy sin θ)(sinφx̂+ cosφŷ), (12)

and

Θ =
|σ̄↑

xy| sin θ
σ̄xx sin

2 θ cos2 φ+ σ̄yy sin
2 θ sin2 φ+ σ̄zz cos2 θ

.

(13)
From Eq. (12), we see that Ĵs is always in the x−y plane and
Ĵs is perpendicular to n̂ for n̂||x̂ and n̂||ŷ. From Eq. (13), the
extrema of Θ can be examined analytically from ∂Θ/∂θ = 0

and ∂Θ/∂φ = 0, which yields the following stationary points

(
π

2
, 0), (

π

2
, π), (

π

2
,
π

2
), (

π

2
,
3π

2
),

(θ1, 0), (π − θ1, 0), (θ1, π), (π − θ1, π),

(θ2,
π

2
), (π − θ2,

π

2
), (θ2,

3π

2
), (π − θ2,

3π

2
),

(14)

where θ1,2 are defined as θ1 ≡ arcsin
√
σ̄zz/(σ̄xx − σ̄zz),

θ2 ≡ arcsin
√
σ̄zz/(σ̄yy − σ̄zz). We substitute Eq. (14) into

Eq. (13) and obtain the maximum value Θmax by comparing
Θ’s at different stationary points

Θmax =
|σ̄↑

xy|
σ̄xx

, σ̄xx ≤ σ̄yy ≤ 2σ̄zz or σ̄xx ≤ 2σ̄zz ≤ σ̄yy,

Θmax =
|σ̄↑

xy|
σ̄yy

, σ̄yy ≤ σ̄xx ≤ 2σ̄zz or σ̄yy ≤ 2σ̄zz ≤ σ̄xx,

Θmax =
|σ̄↑

xy|
2σ̄zz

√
σ̄zz

σ̄xx − σ̄zz
, σ̄yy > σ̄xx > 2σ̄zz,

Θmax =
|σ̄↑

xy|
2σ̄zz

√
σ̄zz

σ̄yy − σ̄zz
, σ̄xx > σ̄yy > 2σ̄zz.

(15)
For the SPG 24/1m, the conductivity components σ̄xx, σ̄yy

and σ̄xy are spin polarized[41]. A similar argument gives rise
to

Ĵs = −sgn(sin θ)
[(σ̄↑

xx − σ̄↓
xx) cosφ+ 2σ̄↑

xy sinφ]x̂+ [2σ̄↑
xy cosφ− (σ̄↑

xx − σ̄↓
xx) sinφ]ŷ√

(σ̄↑
xx − σ̄↓

xx)2 + 4(σ̄↑
xy)2

, (16)

and

Θ =

√
(σ̄↑

xx − σ̄↓
xx)2 + 4(σ̄↑

xy)2 sin θ

2(σ̄xx sin
2 θ + σ̄zz cos2 θ)

. (17)

Equation (16) suggests that the spin current is always in the
x−y plane. As distinct from the SPGs 22/2m and 2m2m1m,
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FIG. 1. Anisotropic charge-to-spin conversion ratio Θ at the Fermi energy as a function of (θ, φ) for the CuF2 (a), FeSb2 (b), K2Ru8O16 (c),
and RuO2 (d). Note that, the Fermi energy for the semiconductor CuF2 is at the 0.1 eV below the valence band maximum.

Θ is only dependent on θ, as seen from Eq. (17). We then find
the following stationary points from ∂Θ/∂θ = 0

θ =
π

2
, arcsin

√
σ̄zz

σ̄xx − σ̄zz
, π− arcsin

√
σ̄zz

σ̄xx − σ̄zz
. (18)

We use Eqs. (17) and (18) and find, with the same substitu-
tions,

Θmax =

√
(σ̄↑

xx − σ̄↓
xx)2 + 4(σ̄↑

xy)2

2σ̄xx
, σ̄xx ≤ 2σ̄zz,

Θmax =

√
(σ̄↑

xx − σ̄↓
xx)2 + 4(σ̄↑

xy)2

16σ̄zz(σ̄xx − σ̄zz)
, σ̄xx > 2σ̄zz.

(19)

For the SPG 24/1m2m1m, only σ̄xy is spin polarized[41].
We substitute in Eqs. (7) and (8) and find

Ĵs = −sgn(σ̄↑
xy sin θ)(sinφx̂+ cosφŷ), (20)

and

Θ =
|σ̄↑

xy| sin θ
σ̄xx sin

2 θ + σ̄zz cos2 θ
, (21)

which is φ independent. We see that Eq. (20) is the same
with Eq. (12) due to the same nonzero spin conductivity com-
ponent σi

xy between the SPGs 2m2m1m and 24/1m2m1m.

Imposing the condition ∂Θ/∂θ = 0 yields the following sta-
tionary points

θ =
π

2
, arcsin

√
σ̄zz

σ̄xx − σ̄zz
, π− arcsin

√
σ̄zz

σ̄xx − σ̄zz
. (22)

In this case, Θmax can be obtained as

Θmax =
|σ̄↑

xy|
σ̄xx

, σ̄xx ≤ 2σ̄zz,

Θmax =
|σ̄↑

xy|
2σ̄zz

√
σ̄zz

σ̄xx − σ̄zz
, σ̄xx > 2σ̄zz.

(23)

IV. DFT RESULTS

Having demonstrated the anisotropic charge-to-spin con-
version in d-wave altermagnets based on the general
group-theoretical analysis, we now exemplify those phe-
nomena in representative altermagnets based on the DFT
calculations[42–46]. It should be noted that the computa-
tional details for the spin-resolved conductivity calculations
including the lattice parameters, energy cutoff, k-point mesh
and Hubbard-U values etc. are exactly the same as the pre-
vious work[41]. The more information concerning the mag-
netic structure, band structure, spin splitting, etc. should con-
sult Ref. [41]. Similarly, we consider one candidate mate-
rial for each d-wave SPG, as listed in the last column of Ta-
ble I. To be specific, we consider the monoclinic CuF2 (SPG
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22/2m), the orthorhombic FeSb2 (SPG 2m2m1m), the tetrag-
onal K2Ru8O16 (SPG 24/1m) and the tetragonal RuO2 (SPG
24/1m2m1m). Given the fact the CuF2 is a wide-gap semi-
conductor while the other three candidates are metallic, we
assume that the Fermi energy is at the 0.1 eV below the va-
lence band maximum for CuF2. It is also worth noting here
that although the presence of magnetic order in the RuO2 is
highly controversial[47, 48], we will, however, consider here
the RuO2 as an illustration of group-theoretical results.

Figure 1 shows the anisotropic charge-to-spin conversion
ratio Θ at the Fermi energy as a function of (θ, φ). It has
to be stressed that Fig. 1 was produced by using Θ(θ, φ)
formulas given by Eqs. (11), (13), (17) and (21), where the
spin-polarized conductivity σ̄↑

ij was calculated under the re-
laxation time approximation. For the monoclinic CuF2 shown
in Fig. 1(a), it is indicated that Θ reveals large values of
more than 40% in a large area of the θ − φ plane except
for three small regions with rather small values. This is to
be expected since both the in-plane component σ̄↑

xy and the
out-of-plane one σ̄↑

yz contribute to Θ, as seen from Eq. (11).
For the orthorhombic FeSb2 shown in Fig. 1(b), Θ is signif-
icant around θ = π/2, i.e. electric field along the in-plane
direction. This is legitimate since only the in-plane spin con-
ductivity component σi

xy is symmetry allowed. In addition,
Θ reaches the maximum value at (π/2, 0) and (π/2, π). This
is due to the fact that σ̄xx < σ̄yy < 2σ̄zz at the Fermi en-
ergy. As a result, we have Θmax = |σ̄↑

xy|/σ̄xx ∼ 26.6% at
(π/2, 0) and (π/2, π), as seen from Eq. (15). Figure 1(c)
shows Θ(θ, φ) for the tetragonal K2Ru8O16. As distinct from
CuF2 and FeSb2, Θ is φ independent as seen from Eq. (17).
Since we have σ̄xx < 2σ̄zz at the Fermi energy, Θ reaches
its maximum of more than 30% at θ = π/2 according to Eq.
(19). A particularly noteworthy conversion ratio is centered
on θ = π/2 and Θ decays rapidly as θ is away from π/2.
This is so because all the symmetry allowed spin conductiv-
ity components σi

xx, σi
yy and σi

xy are in-plane, which would
expect to suppress the out-of-pane spin current. Figure 1(d)
shows Θ(θ, φ) for the tetragonal RuO2. It is seen that Θ is
φ independent similar to that for the K2Ru8O16. According
to Eq. (23), since σ̄xx < 2σ̄zz at the Fermi energy, we have
Θmax = |σ̄↑

xy|/σ̄xx ∼ 29.5% at θ = π/2. This value is quite

similar to previous work[21, 49]. Another feature is that Θ(θ)
is rather broadening around θ = π/2, contrary to that for the
K2Ru8O16 (Fig. 1(c)). This illustrates the point that a large
charge-to-spin conversion ratio can be achieved even if the
charge current deviates greatly from the in-plane direction.

V. DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

Note that the SOC is ignored since we focus on the nonrel-
ativistic charge-to-spin conversion in this work. However, the
effect of SOC on the conversion ratio would be negligible[21].
For example, the maximum conversion ratio at the Fermi en-
ergy for the FeSb2 with SOC is ∼ 27.4% quite similar to that
of ∼ 26.6% without SOC. By considering the SOC, there
are additional nonzero spin conductivity components in ad-
ditional to those listed in Table I. In such cases, it will usu-
ally be convenient to dictate the spin conductivity by use
of the magnetic point group[21, 37]. Second, our derived
anisotropic charge-to-spin conversion formulas for bulk alter-
magnets can be extended to be applicable to two-dimensional
altermagnets[50–52], for which we have θ = π/2 and the
conversion anisotropy is described by φ.

In summary, we have investigated the anisotropic nonrel-
ativistic charge-to-spin conversion in altermagnets based on
the group-theoretical analysis and DFT calculations. We
show that the charge-to-spin conversion efficiency is highly
anisotropic for current along different crystal orientations.
In particular, we derive the analytical expression of the
anisotropic charge-to-spin conversion ratio and identify the
maximum conversion efficiency. Our results are expected to
pave the practical way to produce the high charge-to-spin con-
version efficiency in altermagnets.
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[15] A. Manchon, J. Železný, I. M. Miron, T. Jungwirth, J. Sinova,
A. Thiaville, K. Garello, and P. Gambardella, Current-induced
spin-orbit torques in ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic sys-
tems, Rev. Mod. Phys. 91, 035004 (2019).

[16] X. Han, X. Wang, C. Wang, G. Yu, X. Lv, Spin-orbit torques:
Materials, physics, and devices, Appl. Phys. Lett. 118, 120502
(2021).

[17] C. Song, R. Zhang, L. Liao, Y. Zhou, X. Zhou, R. Chen, Y.
You, X. Chen, and F. Pan, Spin-orbit torques: Materials, mech-
anisms, performances, and potential applications, Prog. Mater.
Sci. 118, 100761 (2021).

[18] R. H. Silsbee, Spin-orbit induced coupling of charge current
and spin polarization, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 16, R179
(2004).

[19] L. L. Tao and E. Y. Tsymbal, Spin-orbit dependence of
anisotropic currentinduced spin polarization, Phys. Rev. B 104,
085438 (2021).

[20] M.-G. Kang, S. Lee, and B.-G. Park, Field-free spin-orbit
torques switching and its applications, npj Spintronics 3, 8
(2025).

[21] R. González-Hernández, L. Šmejkal, K. Výborný, Y. Yahagi,
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[22] L. Šmejkal, J. Sinova, and T. Jungwirth, Beyond Conventional
Ferromagnetism and Antiferromagnetism: A Phase with Non-
relativistic Spin and Crystal Rotation Symmetry, Phys. Rev. X
12, 031042 (2022).
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Altermagnetism: Exploring New Frontiers in Magnetism and
Spintronics, Adv. Funct. Mater. 34, 2409327 (2024).

[25] S. S. Fender, O. Gonzalez, and D. K. Bediako, Altermagnetism:
A Chemical Perspective, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 147, 2257 (2025).

[26] C. Song, H. Bai, Z. Zhou, L. Han, H. Reichlova, J. Hugo Dil,
J. Liu, X. Chen, and F. Pan, Altermagnets as a new class of
functional materials, Nat. Rev. Mater. 10, 473 (2025).

[27] S. Hayami, Y. Yanagi, and H. Kusunose, Momentum-
Dependent Spin Splitting by Collinear Antiferromagnetic Or-
dering, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 88, 123702 (2019).

[28] L.-D. Yuan, Z. Wang, J.-W. Luo, E. I. Rashba, and A. Zunger,
Giant momentum-dependent spin splitting in centrosymmetric
low-Z antiferromagnets, Phys. Rev. B 102, 014422 (2020).

[29] H. Bai, L. Han, X. Y. Feng, Y. J. Zhou, R. X. Su, Q. Wang, L.
Y. Liao, W. X. Zhu, X. Z. Chen, F. Pan, X. L. Fan, and C. Song,
Observation of Spin Splitting Torque in a Collinear Antiferro-
magnet RuO2, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 197202 (2022).

[30] S. Karube, T. Tanaka, D. Sugawara, N. Kadoguchi, M. Kohda,
and J. Nitta, Observation of Spin-Splitter Torque in Collinear

Antiferromagnetic RuO2, Phys. Rev. Lett. 129, 137201 (2022).
[31] Y. Zhang, H. Bai, J. Dai, L. Han, C. Chen, S. Liang, Y. Cao,

Y. Zhang, Q. Wang, W. Zhu, F. Pan, and C. Song, Electrical
manipulation of spin splitting torque in altermagnetic RuO2,
Nat. Commun. 16, 5646 (2025).
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[35] F. Freimuth, S. Blügel, and Y. Mokrousov, Spin-orbit torques in
Co/Pt(111) and Mn/W(001) magnetic bilayers from first princi-
ples, Phys. Rev. B 90, 174423 (2014).

[36] M. Kimata, H. Chen, K. Kondou, S. Sugimoto, P. K. Muduli, M.
Ikhlas, Y. Omori, T. Tomita, Allan. H. MacDonald, S. Nakat-
suji, and Y. Otani, Magnetic and magnetic inverse spin Hall
effects in a non-collinear antiferromagnet, Nature 565, 627
(2019).

[37] K. Tenzin, B. Kilic, R. M. Sattigeri, Z. He, C. C. Ye, M. Costa,
M. B. Nardelli, C. Autieri, and J. Sławińska, Persistent spin tex-
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