arXiv:2308.00248v2 [cond-mat.supr-con] 15 May 2024

Gapless superconducting state and mirage gap in altermagnets

Miaomiao Wei,^1 Longjun Xiang,^1 Fuming Xu,^{1, 2} Lei Zhang,^{3, 4, ∗} Gaomin Tang,^{5, †} and Jian Wang^{1, 6, 7, ‡} 1College of Physics and Optoelectronic Engineering, Shenzhen University, Shenzhen 518060, China 2Quantum Science Center of Guangdong-Hongkong-Macao Greater Bay Area (Guangdong), Shenzhen 518045, China 3State Key Laboratory of Quantum Optics and Quantum Optics Devices, Institute of Laser Spectroscopy, Shanxi University, Taiyuan 030006, China 4Collaborative Innovation Center of Extreme Optics, Shanxi University, Taiyuan 030006, China 5Graduate School of China Academy of Engineering Physics, Beijing 100193, China 6Department of Physics, The University of Hong Kong, Pokfulam Road, Hong Kong, China 7Department of Physics, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei, Anhui 230026, China

The interplay between spin-orbit interaction (SOI) and magnetism produces interesting phenomena in superconductors. When a two-dimensional (2D) system with strong SOI is coupled to an s-wave superconductor, an in-plane magnetic field can drive the system into a gapless superconducting state and induce a mirage gap at finite energies for an Ising superconductor. In this work, we demonstrate that when an s-wave superconductor is proximitized to an altermagnet, the intrinsic anisotropic spin splitting of the altermagnet can result in a gapless superconducting state and a pair of mirage gaps at finite energy. The gapless superconductivity exhibits spinpolarized segmented Fermi surfaces, with coexisting spin-singlet and spin-triplet pairings that have a d-wave character. Importantly, the gapless superconducting and mirage gap features are quantified through quantum transport. Our results suggest that altermagnet is an ideal platform for studying gapless superconducting states and mirage gap physics.

Introduction — The interplay of magnetism and superconductivity is an important research arena in condensed matter physics^{1–3}. While magnetism can hinder conventional superconducting pairing, causing superconductivity to cease when the magnetic field exceeds the Pauli limit^4, it can also enable unconventional superconductivity with finite momentum and/or triplet pairing, leading to intriguing physics. For example, in a 2D system with strong spin-orbit interaction (SOI) proximity coupled with an s-wave superconductor, an in-plane magnetic field can partially disrupt pairing. This results in a segmented Fermi surface that can be used to create Majorana bound states, provide insights into spin textures of the electron Fermi surface in the normal state and characterize the Fulde-Ferrell-Larkin-Ovchinnikov state in unconventional superconductors^{5–7}. Experimental evidence of this gapless superconducting state has recently been observed^7. Note that, in addition to the discussed gapless superconducting states, there are two other types: one featuring a Bogoliubov Fermi surface, where the gapless states arise from the form factor in the excitation spectrum, as seen in p-wave and d-wave superconductors^{8–10}; and the other created by applying an external magnetic field (below the Pauli limit) to the superconductor, where the gap is fully closed along the entire Fermi surface, as observed in Ref. [11]. Furthermore, in an Ising superconductor^{12–17} with an in-plane magnetic field, the presence of equal-spin triplet pairing at finite energy results in a mirage gap that coexists with the quasi-particle density of states^{18,19}.

Recently, in addition to the ferromagnetic phase and antiferromagnetic phase, a third magnetic phase called the altermagnetic phase has been identified^{20–28}. The altermagnet (AM) has a collinear antiferromagnetic structure with a large non-relativistic anisotropic spin splitting (ASS)^{29,30}, which leads to several interesting physics phenomena unique to AM. These include giant and tunneling magnetoresistance^{21}, anomalous spin Hall effect^{24,31–33}, spin splitting torque, and Todd spin Hall effect^{25–28}, pronounced thermal transport^{34}, and the spin Seebeck and spin Nernst effect of magnons in the absence of Berry curvature due to the giant spin splitting of the magnonic band^{35,36}. Furthermore, there are numerous materials that exhibit the AM phase, such as RuO_2, MnTe, CrO, and CrSb, spanning from insulators, semiconductors, semimetals to metallic systems^{23}, making it an ideal platform for material engineering^{37–40}.

When an AM is sandwiched between two superconducting leads, 0-π oscillation is predicted due to the finite momentum pairing^{41–43}. The dependence of Andreev reflection on the orientation of AM relative to the interface, impurity disorder, and tunneling barrier has been studied^{44,45}. Additionally, it has been shown that first and second order topological superconductivity can emerge in 2D AM metals^{46,47}.

In order to achieve a gapless superconducting state and mirage gap in a 2D system proximitized to an s-wave superconductor, it is typically necessary to have an in-plane magnetic field and effective SOI. However, the in-plane magnetic field can potentially destroy the proximitized superconducting state before the gapless superconducting state is created, resulting in a very narrow window for control and manipulation of the gapless state. Our work demonstrates that the use of an inplane magnetic field is not necessary. Instead, by tuning ASS, the AM proximitized to an s-wave superconductor (AM-SC) can transform the s-wave superconductor into a gapless superconductor with a segmented Fermi surface resembling a d-wave pattern. This segmented Fermi surface exhibits different spin polarizations in different k-directions. Additionally, when the quasi-particle energy is nonzero, both singlet and triplet pairing are allowed. Simultaneously, a mirage gap also appears due to finite energy pairing. Finally, these compelling features are identified by the quantum transport calculations.

Quasi-particle spectrum — The Hamiltonian of AM is given

FIG. 1. (a) Schematic Fermi surfaces in the normal states of the AM. (b) Quasi-particle spectrum of Eq. (1) and corresponding density of states (DOS) with tJ = 3Δ. (c) Quasi-particle energy spectrum near the Fermi momentum kF under different tJ values when ky = 0. (df) The Fermi surfaces for E1 = 0, E2 = 0.6Δ, and E3 = 2Δ with tJ = 10Δ. The red solid lines represent the spin-up components, while the blue solid lines represent the spin-down components. Note that in panel (d), when E = 0, the spin is completely degenerate. The spin-up and spin-down components are distinguished by solid and dashed lines, respectively.

by H_0(k) = ξ_k σ_0 + t_J (k^2_x − k^2_y)σ_z

where ξ_k = (tk^2 − μ), k^2 = k^2_x + k^2_y, μ is the chemical potential, and σ_i is the Pauli matrix in spin space. t_J denotes the strength of ASS in the altermagnet. The Fermi momentum is defined as k_F = √ μ/t . The spin-splitting Fermi surfaces in the AM are highly anisotropic, as shown in Fig. 1(a). The spin-up (red solid line) and spin-down (blue solid line) bands are well separated in the k_x and k_y directions, with the spin splitting having opposite signs. However, there is still degeneracy along the directions of |k_x| = |k_y| due to the C_4 symmetry. This type of ASS d-wave-like Fermi surface is referred to as d-wave magnetism^{23}.

When the altermagnet is proximitized by an s-wave superconductor, the Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) Hamiltonian in the Nambu basis (c_{k,↑}, c_{k,↓}, c^†_{−k,↑}, c^†_{−k,↓}) becomes^{48} H_{BdG} = ( H_0(k) Δiσ_y −Δiσ_y −H^∗_0 (−k) ) , (1)

where Δ represents the proximity-induced pairing potential. The spin of Bogoliubov quasi-particles is defined as S_k = ⟨c^†_kσc_k − h^†_kσ^∗h_k⟩^5, where c_k = (c_{k,↑}, c_{k,↓}) and h_k = (c^†_{−k,↑}, c^†_{−k,↓}) are the electron annihilation and hole creation operators at momentum k, respectively, and ⟨· · ·⟩ denotes average over the eigenstates of the BdG Hamiltonian. Note that H_{BdG} commutes with the spin operator S_z.^{49} This indicates that the quasi-particle spectrum exhibits spin-splitting characteristics. In the calculation, we set t = 1, μ = 0.16, and Δ = 0.001^{52}.

By diagonalizing the BdG Hamiltonian, one can determine the quasi-particle spectrum. Figure 1(b) shows the quasiparticle spectrum as a function of k_x, with k_y fixed at 0. It is observed that there is a main superconducting gap for both spin components. Additionally, by calculating the spindependent density of states (DOS) in Fig. 1(b), we notice that the superconducting gaps experience spin splitting due to the presence of the exchange interaction t_J . In reality, numerous AM materials exhibit different exchange interactions^{22}. Hence, our objective is to comprehend the superconducting properties of these materials when they are in proximity to an s-wave superconductor.

To analytically analyze the evolution of the quasi-particle spectrum versus t_J , our focus is on the Fermi momentum k_F . After diagonalizing the BdG Hamiltonian, four eigenvalues E_{±,±} = ±T_J ± Δ, where T_J = t_J k^2_F cos 2θ, θ = arctan(k_{F,y}/k_{F,x}) and k_{F,x/y} represents the Fermi momenta along the k_x/k_y direction. The ASS results in a direction-dependent spin splitting, which is maximum at θ = nπ/2, n = 0, 1, 2, 3 and zero for θ = nπ/4, n = 1, 3, 5, 7. The main superconducting gap is determined by E_{−+} − E_{+−} = (2Δ − 2T_J ). When t_J is zero, there is no spinsplitting superconducting gap, i.e., E_{+/−,+} − E_{+/−,−} = 2Δ. For small T_J < Δ, we have E_{−,−} < E_{+,−} < E_{−,+} < E_{+,+}. As t_J increases, the main superconducting gap (2Δ − 2T_J ) decreases and eventually closes when T_J = Δ for some k points. Since the spin splitting vanishes when θ = nπ/4, n = 1, 3, 5, 7 due to C_4 symmetry, the main superconducting gap always remains open at these specific k points. At the same time, a finite energy superconducting gap can be formed. This type of finite energy superconducting gap is referred to as a mirage gap^{18}. The location (mid point of the gap) and width of the mirage gap are determined by

ε^±_0 = (E_{±,+} + E_{±,−})/2 = ±t_J k^2_F cos2θ, δ = E_{+,+} − E_{+,−} = E_{−,+} − E_{−,−} = 2Δ. (2) As t_J increases further, the order of the eigenvalues can change. Specifically, E_{−,−} < E_{−,+} < E_{+,−} < E_{+,+}. This implies that normal states appear at E = 0, and a segmented Fermi surface emerges in the system.

Figure 1 (c) shows a plot of the quasi-particle spectrum evolution under different ASS strengths t_J = 3Δ, 6.25Δ and 10Δ with k_y = 0. Notably, the main superconducting gap diminishes and closes as t_J increases. When it reaches a critical value of 6.25Δ, the main superconducting gap closes and a mirage gap δ forms, as depicted in the middle panel of Fig. 1 (c). Furthermore, upon further increasing t_J = 10Δ, although the main superconducting gap disappears at E = 0, a pair of mirage gaps still exist at finite energy (|ε_0| ≥ Δ). In this situation, we investigate three different Fermi surfaces, which are presented in Figs. 1 (d-f). Due to the vanishing of spin splitting at θ = nπ/4, n = 1, 3, 5, 7, segmented Fermi surfaces are

FIG. 2. (a) The pair correlations f0 and fz as a function of E for tJ = 10Δ when kF,y = 0. (b-d) Polar plot of the pair correlations at different energies E1 = 0, E2 = 0.6Δ, and E3 = 2Δ for tJ = 10Δ.

formed at |E| < Δ, and the superconducting gap always appears around these specific points. The segmented Fermi surfaces indicate the presence of gapless superconducting states in the system. Interestingly, there is no spin splitting for the segmented Fermi surfaces when E = 0. As the energy increases, the spin splitting starts to appear and eventually fully separates in k-space. For instance, when E = E_2, we observe spin-polarized segmented Fermi surfaces in Fig. 1(e). Here, the main superconducting gap and mirage gaps coexist. Even when the energy exceeds Δ, the mirage gap persists. There is some overlap between the spin-up and spin-down surfaces, as depicted in Fig. 1 (f). Therefore, AM materials offer an ideal platform for observing both gapless superconducting and mirage gap physics simultaneously. In the next section, we will explore the pairing mechanism of the superconducting gaps. Pairing mechanism — The general pairing correlation function is defined as follows:^{18,53,54}

F(k, E) = Δ(F_0σ_0 + F · σ)iσ_y, (3)

where F_0 and F represent the singlet and triplet pairing correlations, respectively. We can use F(k, E) to express the pairing wave function |Ψ⟩ =F_0 (|↑↓⟩ − |↓↑⟩) + F_x (|↓↓⟩ − |↑↑⟩) + iF_y (|↓↓⟩ + |↑↑⟩) + F_z (|↑↓⟩ + |↓↑⟩) . (4) In the above expressions, the abbreviations |k ↑, −k ↓⟩ are used to represent |↑↓⟩. The pairing correlations can be obtained by solving the Gorkov equation,^{18,53–55} [ E − H_0(k) −Δiσ_y Δiσ_y E + H^∗_0 (−k) ] [ F(k, E) Ḡ(k, E) ] = [ 0 1 ] . (5)

Eliminating Ḡ(k, E) in Eq. (5), we have the components of the pairing-correlation function F(k, E) for the proximity coupled altermagnet state

F_0(k, E) = ( E^2 − Δ^2 − ξ^2_k + t^2_J ) /M(k, E) , F_z(k, E) = −2Et_J /M(k, E) , (6) with M(k, E) = (E^2 − Δ^2 − ξ^2_k + t^2_J )^2 − 4E^2t^2_J . From Eq. (6), one can see that, even when in proximity to an swave superconductor, both spin-singlet and spin-triplet pairings can coexist with a nonzero energy E in AM-SC. Furthermore, if we focus primarily on phenomena near the Fermi surface, we can introduce the dimensionless Green’s functions f_{0/z}(k_F , E) to characterize the pairing amplitude of F_{0/z}^{56,57}

f_{0/z}(k_F , E) = ∮ dξ_k π iF_{0/z} (k, E). (7) Fig. 2(a) presents the dimensionless Green’s functions f_{0/z}(k_F , E) as a function of quasi-particle energy, with k_{F,y} = 0 and t_J = 10Δ. It is observed that there is no pairing formed around E = 0, indicating that the main superconducting gap is closed at k_y = 0. However, both singlet and triplet pairings are nonzero in the mirage gap shown in the quasi-particle spectrum in Fig. 1(c). This also confirms the coexistence of spin-singlet and spin-triplet pairings of AM-SC. Note that f_0 and f_z have even and odd parities with respect to the energy E. Moreover, we investigate the anisotropic property of pairing by plotting f_{0/z}(k_F , E) in polar axis under different energies labeled in Fig. 1 (c). From Fig. 2 (b), we observe that the singlet pairing is nonzero around θ = nπ/4, n = 1, 3, 5, 7. This is consistent with what we found in the quasi-particle spectrum shown in Fig. 1 (d). The AM-SC exhibits a gapless feature. However, the triplet pairing is always zero at E_1 = 0, which is in agreement with Eq. (6). If the quasi-particle energy is increased to E_2, triplet pairing emerges, presenting a different feature compared to singlet pairing. When the energy is further shifted upward to E_3 = 2Δ, the pairings become zero in the spin-overlapping region as shown in Fig. 1 (f). This is different from the pairing at E_1 = 0 in the k space. It is worth noting that the polar plot of the pairings exhibits a four-fold rotational symmetry in all cases. In the following, we will discuss how to use the transport properties to reflect the interesting superconducting gap and pairing information of an AM-SC.

Quantum transport — We primarily study the transport properties (Andreev reflections) of an altermagnet-superconductor junction, as depicted in Fig. 3(a). In this configuration, the s-wave superconductor is positioned on a section of an AM, resulting in Andreev reflection coefficient T^A that can be utilized to identify the associated superconducting information. Detailed quantum transport calculation approaches can be found in the Supplemental Material^{49}. First, the polar plot of the Andreev reflection coefficients T^A changes from isotropic to anisotropic d-wave character as the ASS increases when E = 0, as shown in Fig. 3 (b). The persistence of quantized T^A around |k_x| = |k_y| in all cases corresponds to the disappearance of spin splitting. Fig. 3(c) shows the Andreev reflection coefficient T^A as a function of E under different ASS strengths t_J = 3Δ, 6.25Δ and 10Δ, with an electron incident angle of θ = 0^∘. It can be observed that T^A is quantized to 2 when |E| < 0.48Δ for t_J = 3Δ, which indicates the presence of a main superconducting gap for both spin components [see Fig. 1(c)]. However, this quantization disappears when t_J is increased up to 6.25Δ. In this case, the main superconducting gap closes and two spin-splitting mirage gaps at |ε_0| = Δ just

FIG. 3. (a) Schematic diagrams of an altermagnet-superconductor junction. θ represents the incident angle of the electrons in the normal altermagnet. (b) The polar plot of the Andreev reflection coefficients T^A for different tJ values at E = 0. (c) The Andreev reflection coefficient T^A plotted against EF for different tJ values with θ = 0^∘. (d-f) Polar plots showing the spin-resolved Andreev reflection coefficients plotted against θ at different energies: E = 0, 0.6Δ, and 2Δ for tJ = 10Δ.

emerge. Correspondingly, the spin-resolved Andreev reflection coefficients^{58–60} T^A_σ are quantized to 1 within the mirage gap, as shown in Supplemental Material^{49}. Due to the proximity effect, the Andreev reflection coefficients T^A_σ do not immediately decrease to zero when the energy is outside the mirage gap, hence a non-quantized value of T^A around E = 0 in Fig. 3(c). When t_J is large enough, the two spin-splitting mirage gaps are well separated, and the quantized T^A reappears. However, there are still nonzero Andreev reflection coefficients around E = 0. This can be seen in Fig. 3(c), where T^A approaches quantization to 1 within the mirage gaps for t_J = 10Δ. The center of the quantized T^A_σ corresponds to the location ε^±_0 of the mirage gap. The range of quantization, which is independent of t_J , is equal to 2Δ. These results are consistent with the analytic expressions given in Eq. (2). Our theoretical calculations yield quantifiable data about the superconducting gap.

Next, we will use angle-dependent transport to demonstrate the properties of the segmented Fermi surface in the gapless superconducting phase. In Figs. 3(d-f), the polar plot displays the spin-resolved Andreev reflection coefficients (T^A_σ ) versus θ at three different energies labled in Fig. 1(c). The red solid lines represent the spin-up Andreev reflection coefficient (T^A_↑ ), while the blue dashed lines represent the spindown Andreev reflection coefficient (T^A_↓ ). For E_1 = 0.0Δ, T^A_↑ and T^A_↓ are fully degenerate. The profile of T^A_σ has C_4

FIG. 4. Polar plots showing (a-c) the spin-resolved quasi-particle transmission coefficient T^N_σ and (d-f) the conductance G plotted against θ at different energies: E = 0, 0.6Δ, and 2Δ for tJ = 10Δ.

symmetry and centers at θ = nπ/4, n = 1, 3, 5, 7. However, as E increases, they start to separate from each other. When the Fermi energy increases to E_2, the spin-up and spin-down parts connect on the principal horizontal and vertical axes, respectively [see Fig. 3(e)]. Further increasing E > Δ, i.e., E_3 = 2Δ in Fig. 3(f), both spin components are zero around θ = nπ/4, n = 1, 3, 5, 7. The profile of T^A_↑ and T^A_↓ reduce to C_2 symmetry and rotate to center at the principal horizontal and vertical axes, respectively. It is observed that the quantized T^A_σ align with the range of the superconducting gap regions shown in Fig. 1.

To gain comprehensive insight into the full conductance features accessible in experiments, we first present the polar plot of the quasi-particle transmission coefficients T^N_σ , as shown in Fig. 4(a-c). The spin-up and spin-down quasiparticle transmission coefficients are represented by red solid and blue dashed lines, respectively. These coefficients, T^N_↑ and T^N_↓ , are fully degenerate when E_1 = 0.0Δ. However, they begin to separate as E increases. When the energy E_2 = 0.6Δ, the spin-up and spin-down parts are well separated, as shown in Fig. 4(b). Upon further increasing E > Δ (i.e., E_3 = 2Δ in Fig. 4(c)), both spin components overlap around θ = nπ/4, n = 1, 3, 5, 7. Furthermore, the quasi-particle transmission coefficient in the polar plot is spin-polarized around θ = nπ/2, n = 0, 1, 2, 3 when E ≠ 0. Comparing with the Andreev reflections, the quasi-particle transmission coefficients T^N_σ align with the segmented Fermi surface.

Finally, we discuss the total conductance, as shown in Fig. 4(d-f). In the low bias limit, the conductance in the AM-SC junction can be expressed as G =^{e2}_h ∑ σ (T^N_σ + 2T^A_σ ). when E = 0, the conductance reaches 4 around θ = nπ/4, n = 1, 3, 5, 7 due to the Andreev reflections in the main superconducting gap, whereas the conductance dominated by the normal state in other regions are approximately to 2. As E increases up to 0.6Δ, the conductance in the mirage gap increases up to 3 around the principal horizontal and vertical axes. When E equals to 2Δ, the total conductance around θ = nπ/4, n = 1, 3, 5, 7 reduce to 2 due to the further separation of the spin resolved Andreev reflections. It can be seen that the total conductance keeps C_4 symmetry. Given the angle-resolved measurements of transport property of thirdorder nonlinear Hall effect recently^{61}, we may anticipate observing the angle-resolved total conductance in the AM-SC system.

Conclusion — In summary, we have demonstrated that in the absence of SOI, the AM-SC can display d-wave-like gapless superconducting states. Moreover, both singlet and triplet pairings occur simultaneously at finite energy, resulting in the emergence of mirage gaps in the system. These key features have been validated and quantified through quantum transport calculations. Our findings highlight the AM as an ideal platform for studying gapless superconducting states and mirage gap physics.

Acknowledgments — This work is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant No. 12034014, 12074230, and 12174262).

∗ zhanglei@sxu.edu.cn † gmtang@gscaep.ac.cn ‡ jianwang@hku.hk 1 A. I. Buzdin, Proximity effects in superconductor-ferromagnet heterostructures, Rev. Mod. Phys. 77, 935 (2005).

2 F. S. Bergeret, A. F. Volkov, and K. B. Efetov, Odd triplet superconductivity and related phenomena in superconductorferromagnet structures, Rev. Mod. Phys. 77, 1321 (2005).

3 F. S. Bergeret, M. Silaev, P. Virtanen, and T. T. Heikkilä, Colloquium: Nonequilibrium effects in superconductors with a spinsplitting field, Rev. Mod. Phys. 90, 041001 (2018).

4 A. M. Clogston, Upper Limit for the Critical Field in Hard Superconductors, Phys. Rev. Lett. 9, 266 (1962).

5 N. F. Q. Yuan and L. Fu, Zeeman-induced gapless superconductivity with a partial Fermi surface, Phys. Rev. B 97, 115139 (2018).

6 M. Papaj and L. Fu, Creating Majorana modes from segmented Fermi surface, Nat. Commun. 12, 577 (2021).

7 Z. Zhu, M. Papaj, X.-A. Nie, H.-K. Xu, Y.-S. Gu, X. Yang, D.

Guan, S. Wang, Y. Li, C. Liu, J. Luo, Z.-A. Xu, H. Zheng, L. Fu, and J.-F. Jia, Discovery of segmented Fermi surface induced by Cooper pair momentum, Science 374, 1381 (2021).

8 D. F. Agterberg, P. M. R. Brydon, and C. Timm, Bogoliubov Fermi surfaces in superconductors with broken time-reversal symmetry, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 127001 (2017).

9 P. M. R. Brydon, D. F. Agterberg, H. Menke, and C. Timm, Bogoliubov Fermi surfaces: General theory, magnetic order, and topology, Phys. Rev. B 98, 224509 (2018).

10 G. Sim, M. J. Park, and S. B. Lee, Topological tripletsuperconductivity in spin-1 semimetal, Commun. Phys. 5, 220 (2022).

11 J. E. Lee, J. Choi, T. S. Jung, J. H. Kim, Y. J. Choi, K. I. Sim, Y. Jo, and J. H. Kim, Gapless superconductivity in Nb thin films probed by terahertz spectroscopy, Nat. Commun. 14, 2737 (2023).

12 J. Lu, O. Zheliuk, I. Leermakers, N. F. Yuan, U. Zeitler, K. T. Law, and J. Ye, Evidence for two-dimensional Ising superconductivity in gated MoS2, Science 350, 1353 (2015).

13 X. Xi, Z. Wang, W. Zhao, J.-H. Park, K. T. Law, H. Berger, L.

Forró, J. Shan, and K. F. Mak, Ising pairing in superconducting NbSe2 atomic layers, Nat. Phys. 12, 139 (2016).

14 B. T. Zhou, N. F. Q. Yuan, H.-L. Jiang, and K. T. Law, Ising superconductivity and Majorana fermions in transition-metal dichalcogenides, Phys. Rev. B 93, 180501(R) (2016).

15 Y. Saito, Y. Nakamura, M. S. Bahramy, Y. Kohama, J. Ye, Y. Kasahara, Y. Nakagawa, M. Onga, M. Tokunaga, T. Nojima, Y. Yanase, and Y. Iwasa, Superconductivity protected by spin-valley locking in ion-gated MoS2, Nat. Phys. 12, 144 (2016).

16 P. Lv, Y.-F. Zhou, N.-X. Yang, and Q.-F. Sun, Magnetoanisotropic spin-triplet Andreev reflection in ferromagnet Ising superconductor junctions, Phys. Rev. B 97, 144501 (2018).

17 Q. Cheng and Q.-F. Sun, Switch effect and 0-π transition in Ising superconductor Josephson junctions, Phys. Rev. B 99, 184507 (2019).

18 G. Tang, C. Bruder, and W. Belzig, Magnetic field-induced mirage gap in an Ising superconductor, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 237001 (2021).

19 S. Patil, G. Tang, and W. Belzig, Spectral properties of a mixed singlet-triplet Ising superconductor, Front. Electron. Mater 3, (2023).

20 I. I. Mazin, K. Koepernik, M. D. Johannes, R. González- Hernández, and L. Šmejkal, Prediction of unconventional magnetism in doped FeSb2, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 118, e2108924118 (2021).

21 L. Šmejkal, A. Birk Hellenes, R. González-Hernández, J. Sinova, and T. Jungwirth, Giant and Tunneling Magnetoresistance in Unconventional Collinear Antiferromagnets with Nonrelativistic Spin-Momentum Coupling, Phys. Rev. X 12, 011028 (2022).

22 L. Šmejkal, J. Sinova, and T. Jungwirth, Beyond Conventional Ferromagnetism and Antiferromagnetism: A Phase with Nonrelativistic Spin and Crystal Rotation Symmetry, Phys. Rev. X 12, 031042 (2022).

23 L. Šmejkal, J. Sinova, and T. Jungwirth, Emerging research landscape of altermagnetism, Phys. Rev. X 12, 040501 (2022).

24 Z. Feng, X. Zhou, L. Šmejkal, L. Wu, Z. Zhu, H. Guo, R.

González-Hernández, X. Wang, H. Yan, P. Qin, X. Zhang, H. Wu, H. Chen, C. Jiang, M. Coey, J. Sinova, T. Jungwirth, and Z. Liu, An anomalous Hall effect in altermagnetic ruthenium dioxide, Nat. Electron. 5, 735 (2022).

25 R. González-Hernández, L. Šmejkal, K. Vyborny, Y. Yahagi, J.

Sinova, T. Jungwirth, and J. Zelezny, Efficient Electrical Spin Splitter Based on Nonrelativistic Collinear Antiferromagnetism, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 127701 (2021).

26 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 Antiferromagnet RuO2, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 197202 (2022).

27 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).

28 H. Bai, Y. C. Zhang, Y. J. Zhou, P. Chen, C. H. Wan, L. Han, W.

X. Zhu, S. X. Liang, Y. C. Su, X. F. Han, F. Pan, and C. Song, Efficient Spin-to-Charge Conversion via Altermagnetic Spin Splitting Effect in Antiferromagnet RuO2, Phys. Rev. Lett. 130, 216701 (2023).

29 S. Hayami, Y. Yanagi, and H. Kusunose, Momentum-Dependent Spin Splitting by Collinear Antiferromagnetic Ordering, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 88, 123702 (2019).

30 S. Hayami, Y. Yanagi, and H. Kusunose, Bottom-Up Design of Spin-Split and Reshaped Electronic Band Structures in Antiferromagnets without Spin-Orbit Coupling: Procedure on the Basis of Augmented Multipoles, Phys. Rev. B 102, 144441 (2020).

31 L. Šmejkal, R. González-Hernández, T. Jungwirth, and J. Sinova, Crystal Time-Reversal Symmetry Breaking and Spontaneous Hall Effect in Collinear Antiferromagnets, Sci. Adv. 6, eaaz8809 (2020).

32 L. Šmejkal, A. H. MacDonald, J. Sinova, S. Nakatsuji, and T.

Jungwirth, Anomalous Hall Antiferromagnets, Nat. Rev. Mater. 7, 482 (2022).

33 N. J. Ghimire, A. S. Botana, J. S. Jiang, J. Zhang, Y.-S. Chen, and J. F. Mitchell, Large Anomalous Hall Effect in the Chiral-Lattice Antiferromagnet CoNb3S6, Nat. Commun. 9, 3280 (2018).

34 X. D. Zhou, W. X. Feng, R. W. Zhang, L. Šmejkal, J. Sinova, Y.

Mokrousov, and Y. G. Yao, Crystal Thermal Transport in Altermagnetic RuO2, Phys. Rev. Lett. 132, 056701 (2024).

35 L. Šmejkal, A. Marmodoro, K.-H. Ahn, R. González-Hernández, I. Turek, S. Mankovsky, H. Ebert, S. W. D’Souza, O. Šipr, J. Sinova, and T. Jungwirth, Chiral magnons in altermagnetic RuO2, Phys. Rev. Lett. 131, 256703 (2023).

36 Q. Cui, B. Zeng, T. Yu, H. Yang, and P. Cui, Efficient Spin Seebeck and Spin Nernst Effects of Magnons in Altermagnets, Phys. Rev. B 108, L180401 (2023).

37 P. Liu, J. Li, J. Han, X. Wan, and Q. Liu, Spin-Group Symmetry in Magnetic Materials with Negligible Spin-Orbit Coupling, Phys. Rev. X 12, 021016 (2022) 38 R. W. Zhang, C. X. Cui, R. Z. Li, J. Y. Duan, L. Li, Z. M. Yu, and Y. G. Yao, Predictable gate-field control of spin in altermagnets with spin-layer coupling, arXiv: 2306.08902 (2023).

39 S. W. Lovesey, D. D. Khalyavin, and G. van der Laan, A magnetic structure of ruthenium dioxide (RuO2) and altermagnetism, arXiv: 2306.12130 (2023).

40 R. M. Sattigeri, G. Cuono, and C. Autieri, Altermagnetic surface states: towards the observation and utilization of altermagnetism in thin films, interfaces and topological materials, Nanoscale, 15, 16998 (2023).

41 J. A. Ouassou, A. Brataas, and J. Linder, dc Josephson Effect in Altermagnets, Phys. Rev. Lett. 131, 076003 (2023).

42 S. B. Zhang, L. H. Hu, and T. Neupert, Finite-momentum Cooper pairing in proximitized altermagnets, Nat. Commun. 15, 1801 (2024) .

43 C. W. J. Beenakker and T. Vakhtel, Phase-shifted Andreev levels in an altermagnet Josephson junction, Phys. Rev. B 108, 075425

(2023).

44 M. Papaj, Andreev reflection at the altermagnet-superconductor interface, Phys. Rev. B 108, L060508 (2023).

45 C. Sun, A. Brataas, and J. Linder, Andreev reflection in altermagnets, Phys. Rev. B 108, 054511 (2023).

46 D. Zhu, Z. Y. Zhuang, Z. G. Wu, and Z. B. Yan, Topological Superconductivity in Two-Dimensional Altermagnetic Metals, Phys. Rev. B 108, 184505 (2023).

47 S. A. A. Ghorashi, T. L. Hughes, and J. Cano, Altermagnetic Routes to Majorana Modes in Zero Net Magnetization, arXiv: 2306.09413 (2023).

48 S. B. Chung, X.-L. Qi, J. Maciejko, and S.-C. Zhang, Conductance and noise signatures of Majorana backscattering, Phys. Rev. B 83, 100512(R) (2011).

49 See Supplemental Material http://link.aps.org/supplemental/XXX for more details, which includes Refs. [ 50,51].

50 Q.-F. Sun and X. C. Xie, Quantum transport through a graphene nanoribbon superconductor junction, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 21, 344204 (2009).

51 Y. Xing, B. Wang, Y. Wei, B. Wang, and J. Wang, Spin pump in the presence of a superconducting lead, Phys. Rev. B 70, 245324 (2004).

52 t is set to the unit of energy, i.e., t = 1eV .

53 L. P. Gor’kov and E. I. Rashba, Superconducting 2D System with Lifted Spin Degeneracy: Mixed Singlet-Triplet State, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 037004 (2001).

54 P. A. Frigeri, D. F. Agterberg, A. Koga, and M. Sigrist, Superconductivity without Inversion Symmetry: MnSi versus CePt3Si, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 097001 (2004).

55 N. Kopnin, Theory of Nonequilibrium Superconductivity (Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2001).

56 D. Möckli and M. Khodas, Ising superconductors: Interplay of magnetic field, triplet channels, and disorder, Phys. Rev. B 101, 014510 (2020).

57 T. Kita, Gor’kov, Eilenberger, and Ginzburg-Landau Equations, in Statistical Mechanics of Superconductivity (Springer, Tokyo, 2015), pp. 201-227.

58 R. Mélin, Spin-resolved Andreev reflection in ferromagnetsuperconductor junctions with Zeeman splitting, Europhys. Lett. 51, 202 (2000).

59 K. Li and Y.-Y. Zhang, Spin-filtered and spatially distinguishable crossed Andreev reflection in a silicene-superconductor junction, Phys. Rev. B 94, 165441 (2016).

60 Here, spin-resolved Andreev reflection T^A_σ describes the transport process where a spin-up (spin-down) electron from the normal lead is reflected as a spin-down (spin-up) hole, while a Cooper pair forms in the superconductor. Please refer to the Supplemental Material for more details.

61 S. Lai, H. Liu, Z. Zhang, J. Zhao, X. Feng, N. Wang, C. Tang, Y. Liu, K. S. Novoselov, S. A. Yang, and W.-B. Gao, Third-order nonlinear Hall effect induced by the Berryconnection polarizability tensor, Nat. Nanotechnol. 16, 869 (2021).