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We show that hematite, α-Fe2O3, below its Morin transition, has a ferroic ordering of rank-5
magnetic triakontadipoles on the Fe ions. In the absence of spin-orbit coupling, these are the lowest-
order ferroically aligned magnetic multipoles, and they give rise to the g-wave non-relativistic spin
splitting in hematite. We find that the ferroically ordered magnetic triakontadipoles result from the
simultaneous antiferroic ordering of the charge hexadecapoles and the magnetic dipoles, providing a
route to manipulating the magnitude and the sign of the magnetic triakontadipoles as well as the spin
splitting. Furthermore, we find that both the ferroic ordering of the magnetic triakontadipoles and
many of the spin-split features persist in the weak ferromagnetic phase above the Morin transition
temperature.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, there has been a surge of interest in an un-
conventional spin splitting observed in the band struc-
ture of collinear compensated antiferromagnetic (AFM)
materials. The key feature of this class of AFM materi-
als, often referred to as ‘altermagnets’, is the large spin
splitting they exhibit, surpassing typical Rashba splitting
magnitudes without requiring spin-orbit coupling (SOC)
[1–3]. The interest in this class of antiferromagnets orig-
inates from the intriguing symmetries underlying the de-
viation from typical degenerate spin-polarized bands in
conventional antiferromagnets [4–12], and the potential
for offering exotic physics that results from it, including
AFM spintronics [4, 10, 13–23], giant magnetoresistance
[24], chiral magnons [23], and superconductivity [25–27].

The non-relativistic spin splitting (NRSS) in collinear
compensated antiferromagnets requires broken global
time-reversal symmetry, as well as a specific correla-
tion between the structural symmetry of the magnetic
sub-lattices, dictated by the surrounding non-magnetic
atomic environment, and the specific arrangement of the
anti-parallel magnetic dipolar ordering. The absence of
time-reversal symmetry in an antiferromagnet signifies
the presence of a ferroic ordering of higher-order mag-
netic multipoles, which can lead to NRSS within the spin-
polarized bands, akin to the trivial NRSS in ferromagnets
due to the conventional ferromagnetic (FM) dipolar or-
dering. Indeed, previous studies have demonstrated that
in AFM materials exhibiting a d-wave pattern of NRSS,
characterized by two nodal planes (l = 2) of degenerate
spin-polarized bands, there exists a ferroic ordering of
rank-3 inversion-symmetric and time-reversal-odd mag-
netic octupoles [28]. Identifying such higher-order ferroic
magnetic multipoles provides insights into the nature of
NRSS and its tunability, and contributes to a broader
understanding of the physical properties of these uncon-
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ventional antiferromagnets [28].

Notably, the d-wave NRSS pattern is only one among
several other patterns predicted and observed so far. For
instance, the g-wave pattern, characterized by four nodal
planes (l = 4), has recently garnered considerable atten-
tion [29–32]. However, the magnetic octupoles responsi-
ble for the d-wave spin splitting, can not explain g-wave
spin splitting due to their quadratic spatial dependence.
Identifying the corresponding ferroic magnetic multipole
in g-wave spin-split antiferromagnets is the topic of this
work.

Taking magnetic hematite (α-Fe2O3) as an g-wave al-
termagnetic material [10], we demonstrate that the mag-
netic ground state is a ferroic ordering of rank-5 magnetic
triakontadipoles. These magnetic triakontadipoles exist
without spin-orbit interaction, and they form the lowest-
order ferroically ordered magnetic multipole in the ab-
sence of SOC. Our calculations reveal a correlation be-
tween the magnetic triakontadipoles on the Fe ions and
their local coordination environment, characterized by
charge hexadecapoles, suggesting the manipulation of the
magnetic triakontadipole by controlling the positions of
the oxygens surrounding the Fe ions. Such a manipu-
lation offers in turn a means to regulate both the mag-
nitude and sign of the spin splitting in hematite. Our
study therefore provides both a multipolar description of
the g-wave spin splitting and a framework for controlling
it via the magnetic triakontadipole.

The remainder of this manuscript is structured as fol-
lows. In Section II, we review the crystal structure and
magnetic ground state of α-Fe2O3, and summarize the
computational techniques used in this study. We present
the results of our electronic structure calculations of the
charge and magnetic multipoles and their relationship
to the spin-splitting in section III. In addition, we ex-
plore methods for tuning the magnetic triakontadipole
and the spin splitting by modifying the magnetic order-
ing and structure, as well as changes in properties above
the Morin transition temperature. Finally, we summarize
our findings in section IV.
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II. CRYSTAL AND MAGNETIC STRUCTURE
OF α-FE2O3 AND COMPUTATIONAL METHODS

Hematite, α-Fe2O3, has the centrosymmetric corun-
dum structure with crystallographic space group R3̄c.
The magnetic ground state has AFM-ordered spins,
aligned along the z easy-axis in a +−−+ pattern (Fig.
1a). Between the Morin transition at 263 K and the Néel
temperature of 960K [33, 34], the spins lie in the plane
perpendicular to ẑ with the same + − −+ AFM order
and a small canting within the plane, giving a weak net
spin moment. This is called a canted AFM or weakly FM
phase.

Below the Morin transition, the magnetic space group
is R3̄c, which in the absence of SOC gives the nontrivial
spin Laue group 13̄2m = [E ∥ 3̄] + [C2 ∥ 3̄m − 3̄]. Here
the operations on the left of the double bars act only
in spin space and the operations on the right act only
in real space. Furthermore, the group 3̄ is also called a
halving subgroup, as it is formed with half of the ele-
ments of 13̄2m. This halving subgroup 3̄ contains the six
symmetry operations that leave the ordering of the spins
unchanged, in this case, the identity operation, space in-
version, the rotations about the z axis by 2π

3 and 4π
3 , and

the combinations of these rotations with space inversion.
The coset 3̄m− 3̄ instead contains those operations that
reverse the spins, which are the two-fold screw rotations

about the axes [1, 0, 0], [− 1
2 ,

√
3
2 , 0] and [− 1

2 ,−
√
3
2 , 0] with

the corresponding translation of half a unit cell length
along the z axis, and the combination of these screw ro-
tations with space inversion, where the directions are in-
dicated in Cartesian coordinates. This Laue group allows
for g-wave spin splitting. Specifically, the 2π

3 and 4π
3 ro-

tations about the z axis enforce a three-fold rotational
symmetry in both real and reciprocal space.

Our first-principles calculations based on density func-
tional theory (DFT) were performed in the plane-wave
basis as implemented in the Vienna ab-initio simula-
tion package (vasp) [35, 36], within the collinear local
spin density approximation (LSDA) [37] for the easy-
axis magnetic phase below the Morin transition, and with
non-collinear spins above the transition. In both cases a
Hubbard U correction [38] was included, with U = 5.5
eV and J = 0.5 eV. As the NRSS occurs in the absence
of SOC, this interaction was not included unless stated
explicitly. The projector-augmented wave pseudopoten-
tials [39] (valence electrons: Fe 3s23p63d74s1, O 2s22p4,

datasets Fe sv, O) were used, with a kinetic energy cut-off
of 600 eV for the wavefunctions in the collinear phase and
800 eV in the canted magnetic phase. Brillouin zone (BZ)
integrations were performed using a uniform Γ-centered
10×10×10 k-point mesh. With these parameters, we ob-
tained a spin moment on the Fe atoms of 4.01 µB and an
electronic band gap of 2.16 eV, close to the experimen-
tally observed values (4.1-4.2 µB [40, 41] and 2.14-2.2
eV [42, 43]). We used the DFT relaxed crystal structure
for Fe2O3 that we obtained in [44], with rhombohedral
lattice constants a = 5.35 Å, α = 55.25◦, deviating less
than 1.5% from the experimental values [45]. Our lattice
vectors in terms of Cartesian coordinates are

a1 = a

(
− sin

α

2
,
1√
3
sin

α

2
,

√
1

3
(4 cos2

α

2
− 1)

)
, (1)

a2 = a

(
0,− 2√

3
sin

α

2
,

√
1

3
(4 cos2

α

2
− 1)

)
, (2)

a3 = a

(
sin

α

2
,
1√
3
sin

α

2
,

√
1

3
(4 cos2

α

2
− 1)

)
. (3)

To describe the high-temperature weakly FM phase of
Fe2O3, we constrained the direction of the spins on the Fe
ions using the constrained moment routine implemented
in vasp [46]. The angular components of the charge and
magnetic multipoles were computed from a decomposi-
tion of the DFT-calculated charge and magnetic densities
into spherical tensors [47–49]. We constrained multipoles
by applying a shift in the local potential using the mul-
tipyles code [50], as described in Ref. [51].

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Multipole analysis

As stated earlier, the magnetically ordered phases of
α-Fe2O3 break the global time-reversal symmetry. This
implies that there must be a magnetic multipole with
ferroic ordering, akin to the ferroic ordering of magnetic
dipoles in ferromagnets. In the low-temperature collinear
AFM phase, hematite has no net magnetic dipole so a
higher-order ferroically-ordered magnetic multipole must
be present. The interaction energy Eint,mag of a system

with a magnetic field H⃗(r⃗) applied to an arbitrary mag-
netization density µ⃗(r⃗) is given by:
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−Eint,mag =
(∫

µi dr⃗
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
magnetic dipole

Hi|r⃗=0⃗ +
(∫

µirj dr⃗
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
magnetoelectric

multipole

∂jHi|r⃗=0⃗ +
(∫

µirjrk dr⃗
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
magnetic octupole

∂j∂kHi|r⃗=0⃗

+
(∫

µirjrkrl dr⃗
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
magnetic hexadecapole

∂j∂k∂lHi|r⃗=0⃗ +
(∫

µirjrkrlrm dr⃗
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
magnetic triakontadipole

∂j∂k∂l∂mHi|r⃗=0⃗ + ..., (4)

The terms within the parentheses indicate the magnetic
multipoles of successive rank, that is the magnetic dipole
(1), magnetoelectric multipole (2), magnetic octupole
(3), magnetic hexadecapole (4), and magnetic triakon-
tadipole (5) moments respectively (rank as indicated in
the parentheses). Note that the second-order magnetic
multipole is often called the magnetoelectric multipole
due to its association with the linear magnetoelectric
effect [49]. As evidenced from Eq. (4), higher-order
magnetic multipoles, characterizing the asymmetries and
anisotropies in the magnetization density, can still have a
ferroic ordering even in the absence of any net magnetic
dipole.

To search for any such ferroically ordered magnetic
multipole in hematite, we next perform explicit mul-
tipole calculations (see Section II for details). Focus-
ing on the local multipoles centered on the Fe ions,
our calculations show that in the absence of SOC, the
lowest order magnetic multipole with ferroic ordering
is the rank-5 magnetic triakontadipole moment, specif-
ically the w415

3 , w414
−3 , and w413

3 irreducible (IR) spherical
tensor components (see Table I, block a). Here, in the

IR spherical tensor component wkpr
t , k, p, r denote re-

spectively the spatial index, spin index (i.e. p = 0 for
charge and p = 1 for magnetic multipoles) and the rank
(r ∈ {|k − p|, |k − p|+ 1, . . . , k + p}) of the tensor, while
t ∈ {−r,−r+1, . . . , r} labels the component of the tensor
[47, 52, 53].

We note that the other components of the magnetic
triakontadipole, as well as all lower-rank magnetic multi-
poles, if present, have antiferroic arrangements with op-
posite signs on different Fe ions and, hence, they can not
break the global time-reversal symmetry. This suggests
that the magnetic triakontadipole is likely responsible for
the NRSS. Interestingly, the inclusion of spin-orbit inter-
action leads to a ferroic ordering of the rank-3 magnetic
octupole components w212

0 and w213
3 . Since these mag-

netic octupoles are only induced by SOC, they are not
relevant for the NRSS.

We point out the correlation between the magnetic
triakontadipole and the rank-4 charge hexadecapole∫
rirjrkrl dr⃗, defined in the expansion of the interaction

energy between an arbitrary charge density and an ex-
ternal electric field. By computing the charge multipoles,
which quantify the angular distribution of the electronic
charge density, we find that the charge hexadecapole

component w404
3 has an antiferroic arrangement on the

Fe ions with the same pattern as the z component of
the Fe spin moment (see Table I). This antiferroic pat-
tern of the charge hexadecapoles in combination with the
AFM spins gives rise to a ferroic ordering of magnetic

triakontadipoles. Note that in the definition of wkpr
t , p

represents the spin, such that w011
t gives the spin mo-

ments, which are opposite in sign to the magnetic dipole
moments. The triakontadipole components w41r

t are also
given in terms of the spin, rather than the magnetic mo-
ments.

B. Spin splitting in the band structure of hematite

Next, we calculate the band structure of hematite in
the absence of SOC. As expected from the nontrivial spin
Laue group 13̄2m, the spin splitting is zero at those points
for which the little group contains elements of the coset
3̄m− 3̄ (the two-fold screw rotations). This includes the
high symmetry points Γ, F , L, L1, P , P1, P2, X, Z of the
rhombohedral BZ, and the high symmetry paths between
three sets of these points: [Γ, F , L1, P1, P2, Z], [Γ, L,
P , Z] and [Γ, X]. In other regions in k-space, we observe
NRSS in all bands.
A representative low-symmetry path with large spin

splitting is shown in Fig. 1d. Here S and S∗ are
the points (− 1

12 ,
1
3 ,−

1
4 ) and (−0.241, 0.337,−0.096)

in relative coordinates of the reciprocal lattice vectors
constructed from the real space vectors defined in Eqs.
1-3. S∗ is obtained by rotating S by an angle of 30◦

about the kz axis. We point out that the NRSS is
opposite in sign, but equal in magnitude at S and
S∗. As expected, the spin splitting is zero at Γ. Note
that, while there are additional band crossings along
these paths, these crossing points are not dictated by
symmetry.

C. Manipulation of magnetic triakontadipole and
the resulting spin splitting

To establish the relation between the magnetic triakon-
tadipoles and the NRSS, we next manipulate the size and
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TABLE I. The computed spherical IR tensor components
wkpr

t of the relevant charge and magnetic multipoles in α-
Fe2O3 without SOC and their ordering pattern on the Fe
atoms, corresponding to the numbering indicated in Fig. 1a.
In wkpr

t , p labels the spin. As a consequence w011
t give the spin

moments, which are opposite in sign to the magnetic dipole
moments. The different blocks show multipole moments for
both AFM domains (a,b), a different AFM order (the mag-
netic ground state of Cr2O3) (c), for a high symmetry crystal
structure in its magnetic ground state (d) and with multipoles
induced (e), the high-temperature phase without (f) and with
spin canting (g).

System Multipole wkpr
t Sign of multipoles on the Fe sites

Spin moment w011
0 +−−+

Hematite low-T Charge Hexadecapole w404
3 +−−+

a) magnetic structure Magnetic w415
3 −−−−

Triakontadipole w414
−3 −−−−

w413
3 −−−−

Spin moment w011
0 −++−

Hematite low-T Charge Hexadecapole w404
3 +−−+

b) magnetic structure Magnetic w415
3 ++++

AFM domain 2 Triakontadipole w414
−3 ++++

w413
3 ++++

Spin moment w011
0 +−+−

Hematite with Charge Hexadecapole w404
3 +−−+

c) Cr2O3 spin ordering Magnetic w415
3 0 0 0 0

Triakontadipole w414
−3 0 0 0 0

w413
3 0 0 0 0

Spin moment w011
0 +−−+

Hematite high Charge Hexadecapole w404
3 −−−−

d) symmetry crystal Magnetic w415
3 −++−

structure Triakontadipole w414
−3 −++−

w413
3 −++−

Spin moment w011
0 +−−+

Hematite high symmetry Charge Hexadecapole w404
−3 −++−

e) crystal structure Magnetic w415
3 −−−−

induced hexadecapole Triakontadipole w414
−3 −−−−

w413
3 −−−−

Spin moment w011
−1 +−−+

Charge Hexadecapole w404
3 −++−

Hematite high T Magnetic w415
−2 −−−−

f) magnetic structure Triakontadipole w415
−4 −−−−

(no canting) w414
4 −−−−

w414
2 ++++

w413
−2 ++++

Spin moment w011
−1 +−−+

w011
1 −−−−

Hematite high T Charge Hexadecapole w404
3 −++−

g) magnetic structure Magnetic w415
−2 −−−−

(with canting) Triakontadipole w415
−4 −−−−

w414
4 −−−−

w414
2 ++++

w413
−2 ++++

sign of the magnetic triakontadipoles and compute the
consequent changes in the spin splitting.

1. Change in magnetic ordering

Perhaps the most straightforward way to change the
magnetic triakontadipoles is to change their sign by per-
forming a time reversal operation which can be achieved
by flipping the orientation of the spins in our calculation
(see Fig. 1b). Physically, this corresponds to the op-
posite AFM domain. The computed multipoles for this
magnetic configuration show that this operation indeed,

FIG. 1. Different configurations of the spins on the Fe atoms
and the corresponding spin splitting in α-Fe2O3. (a) The
primitive unit cell of α-Fe2O3 and its ground state spin or-
dering (+−+−). (b) The opposite domain with the opposite
orientation of the spin moments at the Fe atoms (− + −+).
(c) A (+−+−) spin ordering, the ground state spin ordering
of isostructural antiferromagnet Cr2O3 (d)-(f) Band struc-
tures along the path S∗-Γ-S for the spin ordering shown in
(a), (b) and (c) respectively, with S = (− 1

12
, 1
3
,− 1

4
),Γ =

(0, 0, 0), S∗ = (−0.241, 0.337,−0.096) in terms of the recipro-
cal lattice vectors.

changes the sign of all magnetic multipoles, while keep-
ing the signs of charge multipoles, including the charge
hexadecapole, unchanged (see Table I, block b). We find,
as expected, that the spin splitting changes sign as well.
Specifically, the +sz and −sz bands are interchanged for
the path S∗ − Γ− S (Fig. 1e).

Next, we manipulate the spin ordering, by changing it
to a +−+− pattern (Fig. 1c), the magnetic ground state
of the isostructural antiferromagnet Cr2O3[54, 55]. We
find that this spin ordering leads to an antiferroic pat-
tern of magnetic triakontadipoles, giving rise to a zero
net magnetic triakontadipole in the unit cell (see Table
I, block c). The corresponding computed band structure
has no spin splitting anywhere in the BZ (Fig. 1f), again
confirming the correlation between ferroic magnetic tri-
akontadipoles and the NRSS.



5

FIG. 2. (a) Crystal structure of Fe2O3, and (b) modified high-
symmetry crystal structure, both viewed along the z axis.

2. Change in crystal structure

Next, we change the crystal symmetry by shifting the
oxygen atoms from their original Wyckoff site symmetry
18e to 18d, while keeping the positions of the Fe atoms
fixed (Fig. 2a and b). In this higher-symmetry space
group R3̄m, ferroically ordered magnetic triakontadipoles
are not allowed.

We perform DFT calculations with the R3̄m structure
and the original + − +− ordering of the spin on the Fe
atoms, and find antiferroically ordered magnetic triakon-
tadipoles (see Table I, block d ). This is the result of
ferroically ordered charge hexadecapoles combined with
the antiferroic ordering of the spins. Consequently, we
find no NRSS (Fig. 3a ). Our results highlight the im-
portance of the surrounding nonmagnetic environment
in establishing and manipulating both the magnetic tri-
akontadipole and the g-wave NRSS in hematite. Simi-
larly, the influence of the nonmagnetic environment on
d-wave NRSS has also been emphasized [4, 28].

3. Constraining multipoles

We now use the constrained multipole method men-
tioned in Section II to manipulate the size of the fer-
roically ordered magnetic triakontadipoles in the actual
R3̄c structure of hematite, and also to introduce them
into the hypothetical R3̄m structure. We achieve this by
manipulating the charge multipole of one order lower, i.e.
the charge hexadecapoles.

We show the relation between the magnitude of the
ferroically ordered triakontadipoles and the size of the
constrained hexadecapoles in both structures in Fig. 4.

Note that wkpr
t tensors capture only the angular part of

the multipole, i.e. without performing the radial part
of the integration in Eq. 4. Thus, the magnitude of
the components is given is µB for the magnetic triakon-
tadipoles and in terms of the electronic charge |e| for the
charge hexadecapoles. We see that in both structures
the size of the magnetic triakontadipoles increases pro-
portionally with the increase in the charge hexadecapole,
with an approximate linear dependence, particularly over

FIG. 3. Band structures for the R3̄m structure with-
out induced ferroically magnetic triakontadipoles (a) and
with induced magnetic triakontadipole component w415

−3 =
−0.087 µB (b). (c) shows the variation in the induced spin
splitting between a specific pair of bands on manipulating the
size of the angular component w415

−3 of the magnetic triakon-
tadipole (color bar). The zero value of w415

−3 corresponds to
the relaxed electronic structure with no constrained multipole
moments. The pair of bands used in (c) is indicated with a
black arrow in (b).

small ranges. However, there are some deviations from
this trend in the hypothetical high-symmetry structure.
We note that we induce a different antiferroically or-
dered charge hexadecapole component in the hypotheti-
cal high-symmetry structure compared to the actual α-
Fe2O3 structure (since the same one already exists with
ferroic ordering), so the introduced ferroically ordered
magnetic triakontadipole components are also different.

FIG. 4. The magnitude of the angular component of the
ferroically ordered magnetic triakontadipole components (in
units of µB) as a function of the magnitude of the angular
component of the constrained antiferroically ordered charge
hexadecapole component (in units of |e| ). a) the hypotheti-
cal R3̄m structure, with the charge hexadecapole component
w404

−3 constrained, and b) the actual α-Fe2O3 structure with
the w404

3 hexadecapole component constrained. The dashed
lines indicate the linear fit as a guide to the eye. The filled
markers indicate the values of the multipoles without any con-
straints.
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FIG. 5. (a) Spin-polarized band structure of hematite, with
an arrow indicating a pair of bands. (b) Spin splitting near
Γ, for the bands indicated in (a) with a black arrow (approx-
imately −3.5 eV below the Fermi energy at Γ), plotted as a
function of the magnitude (in µB) of w

415
3 , the angular compo-

nent of one of the ferroically ordered magnetic triakontadipole
components.

We now discuss the consequences of constraining these
multipoles. First, by constraining the charge hexade-
capole component w404

−3 to be non-zero and to have the
same antiferroic ordering as the spins in the hypothetical
R3̄m structure, we induce the ferroically ordered mag-
netic triakontadipoles w415

3 , w414
−3 and w413

3 (Table I, block
e). The computed bands show the presence of NRSS (Fig.
3b), with equal and opposite splitting along S∗ − Γ and
Γ− S, as expected.
Next, we vary the sign and magnitude of the induced

charge hexadecapole while keeping the antiferroic order-
ing pattern the same. In Fig. 3c, we see that with
increasing magnitude of the magnetic triakontadipole
w415

−3 , the magnitude of the NRSS increases, and when
w415

−3 switches sign, so does the NRSS. This further con-
firms that the NRSS is driven by the magnetic triakon-
tadipoles.

Furthermore, we show the effect of constraining the
multipoles in the actual R3̄c structure on the NRSS, an-
alyzing the spin-split bands in the vicinity of the Γ point,
where the bands, which have many crossings, can be eas-
ily distinguished. As expected, we see in Fig. 5, that
the NRSS increases with the increasing value of mag-
netic triakontadipole, further confirming the magnetic
triakontadipole to be responsible for the spin splitting
in hematite. We find the same behavior at smaller val-
ues of the Hubbard U, where the bands are less entangled
and the change in NRSS is easier to distinguish.

D. Weakly FM phase of α-Fe2O3

Finally, as discussed in Sec. II, above the 263 K Morin
transition, the spins in hematite lie in the x-y plane,
oriented in a + − −+ AFM pattern along the y axis,
with small ferroically ordered components along x [34].
This spin ordering has a lower symmetry than the ground
state. We explore the multipoles and the corresponding
NRSS in this high-temperature magnetic phase, in two
steps. First, we orient the spins along the y axis and con-
strain them to be collinear and antiferromagnetically or-
dered. With this spin ordering, we find several ferroically

FIG. 6. Band structure of α-Fe2O3 along a high symmetry
path where splitting due to the ferroically ordered triakon-
tadipoles is forbidden, (a) for an AFM ordering with the mo-
ments oriented along the ŷ in a + − −+ pattern and (b) for
the high-temperature magnetic phase with canted moment.
The inset shows a zoomed-in view of the splitting between
spin-polarized bands in (b). The bands are shown along the
path Γ → L, where L ≡ ( 1

2
, 0, 0) in relative coordinates, po-

sitioned at the center of the hexagonal face of the Brillouin
Zone (see Fig. 1c).

ordered triakontadipoles (Tab. I, block f), with different
components than in the low-temperature ground state,
and a NRSS with the bands now split in spin parallel or
antiparallel to ŷ (e.g. +sy and −sy).
Next, we constrain the spins to allow for a small FM

component along x̂ of∼0.1 µB per Fe atom. We note that
this is larger than the experimentally observed 10−3 µB

moment in hematite [56, 57]. The resulting multipoles
are shown in Table I, block g. In addition to the same
ferroically ordered triakontadipole components as in the
collinear AFM along ŷ case. We now have a ferroic or-
dering of spins parallel to x̂, and nine further small fer-
roically ordered triakontadipole components (not listed
in Tab. I). Now, we look at the NRSS in the weakly FM
phase and compare it to the situation where the spins are
collinear AFM along y. We observe that in the weak FM
phase, there is a small additional splitting due to the fer-
roic ordering of the spins. This additional splitting can
best be seen along directions in which the NRSS due to
the ferroic ordering of the triakontadipoles is absent, such
as the Γ−L direction. We see an absence of spin splitting
for the collinear AFM arrangement, with moment along
ŷ (Fig. 6a), and a small splitting upon canting (Fig. 6b),
induced by the weak ferromagnetism.

IV. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In summary, we have identified a ferroically ordered
rank-5 magnetic triakontadipole in the low-temperature
AFM phase of hematite. The ferroically ordered mag-
netic triakontadipole is present even in the absence of
SOC, where it is the lowest-order time-reversal symme-
try breaking multipole. As a result, it causes an NRSS
with the same g-wave symmetry as the magnetic tri-
akontadipoles. The ferroically ordered magnetic triakon-
tadipoles persist in the weakly ferromagnetic phase above
the Morin transition, where they dominate over the fer-
roically aligned spin components in their contribution to
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the spin splitting. Our findings indicate a method to
manipulate both the sign and magnitude of the NRSS
by altering the crystal structure and magnetic order-
ing. As such, they contribute to the recent efforts [29–
32] aimed at harnessing g-wave spin splitting with spe-
cific implications for the unconventional transport prop-
erties observed in α-Fe2O3 [58–60]. The manifestation
of the magnetic triakontadipole in the NRSS of hematite
may be probed using spin-polarized angle-resolved pho-
toemission spectroscopy, as has recently been reported
to demonstrate the spin splitting in other AFM materi-
als [30–32, 61]. The presence of the magnetic triakon-
tadipoles and the NRSS may also be the source of some
unexplained features in the spin-wave spectra of α-Fe2O3

[59].
We emphasize that the relevance of the ferroically-
ordered magnetic triakontadipoles goes beyond the
NRSS. For example, they allow for a fourth-order mag-
netoelectric effect, where the induced magnetisation is
quartic in the applied electric field. Furthermore, the
magnetic triakontadipoles give rise to a second-order
piezomagnetic effect, where the induced magnetisation

scales quadratically with the applied strain [62, 63]. Sim-
ilarly, the SOC-induced magnetic octupole in hematite,
as discussed in the present work, gives rise to the second-
order magnetoelectric effect [44, 64] and piezomagnetic
effect [28], which may also be probed experimentally.
Finally, our present understanding implies the rank-7 in-
version symmetric magnetic multipole will be responsible
for the i-wave spin splitting, which requires future inves-
tigation. We hope that our work will stimulate further
theoretical and experimental work along these directions.
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D. Kriegner, Spontaneous anomalous Hall effect arising
from an unconventional compensated magnetic phase in
a semiconductor, Phys. Rev. Lett. 130, 036702 (2023).
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