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Altermagnets are an emerging third elementary class of magnets. Unlike ferromagnets, their dis-
tinct crystal symmetries inhibit magnetization while, unlike antiferromagnets, they promote strong
spin polarization in the band structure. The corresponding unconventional mechanism of time-
reversal symmetry breaking without magnetization in the electronic spectra has been regarded as
a primary signature of altermagnetism, but has not been experimentally visualized to date. We di-
rectly observe strong time-reversal symmetry breaking in the band structure of altermagnetic RuO2

by detecting magnetic circular dichroism in angle-resolved photoemission spectra. Our experimen-
tal results, supported by ab initio calculations, establish the microscopic electronic-structure basis
for a family of novel phenomena and functionalities in fields ranging from topological matter to
spintronics, that are based on the unconventional time-reversal symmetry breaking in altermagnets.

INTRODUCTION

Conventionally, two elementary classes of crystals with
collinear magnetic order have been considered - ferro-
magnetic and antiferromagnetic. The ferromagnetic ex-
change interaction generates strong magnetization and
spin-polarization in electronic bands that break time-
reversal (T ) symmetry. Non-dissipative Hall currents,
including their topological quantum variants [1–3], as
well as spin-polarized currents, vital in modern ferro-
magnetic information technologies [4–7], are all based on
the strong T symmetry breaking in the electronic struc-
ture. However, ferromagnetic and topological-insulating
phases are poorly compatible, and the inherent magne-
tization of ferromagnets limits the capacity and speed
of ferromagnetic spintronic devices. In the second con-
ventional class, the antiferromagnetic exchange gener-
ates compensated collinear order with no magnetization.
The resulting absence in antiferromagnets of strong T
symmetry-breaking linear responses akin to ferromagnets
has forced the antiferromagnetic spintronic research to
exploit comparatively weak phenomena relying on rel-
ativistic spin-orbit coupling [8, 9]. On the one hand,
the weak responses represent a roadblock. On the other
hand, the zero magnetization is well compatible with ma-
terials ranging from superconductors to insulators, and it
enables breakthroughs towards information technologies
with ultra-high capacity and speed [10–12].

The above examples illustrate why discoveries of mag-
netic quantum matter with unconventional characteris-
tics and functionalities remain central to the frontier re-
search in condensed-matter physics, and to the develop-
ment of ultra-scalable low-power technologies. Recently,
a symmetry classification and description, focused within
the hierarchy of interactions on the strong exchange, has
led to the identification of a third elementary class of
crystals with a collinear magnetic order, dubbed alter-
magnets [13, 14]. As illustrated in Fig. 1, altermag-
nets have a symmetry-protected compensated antiparal-
lel magnetic order on a crystal that generates an uncon-
ventional alternating spin-polarization and T symmetry
breaking in the band structure without magnetization
[15]. Altermagnets have been thus predicted to combine
merits of ferromagnets and antiferromagnets, that were
regarded as principally incompatible, and to have merits
unparalleled in either of the two conventional magnetic
classes [13, 14]. While unconventional anomalous Hall
and spin-polarized currents have been predicted [3, 13–
26] and recently observed in experiment [20, 27–30], so
far there has not been a direct measurement of the un-
derlying T symmetry breaking in the altermagnetic band
structure.

A suitable microscopic tool is based on magnetic cir-
cular dichroism (MCD) which is an optical counterpart
of the T symmetry breaking anomalous Hall effect. The
presence of MCD in altermagnets over the full spectral
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FIG. 1. Illustrative comparison of (a) ferromagnetism, whose magnetization (left) generates conventional spin-polarization
and T -symmetry breaking in the band structure (right), and (b) altermagnetism, whose symmetry-protected compensated
antiparallel magnetic order on a crystal (left) generates an unconventional alternating spin-polarization and T -symmetry
breaking in the band structure without magnetization (right) [13, 14]. Color-coding of bands in the momentum space reflects
the spin orientation as depicted by arrows in the real space. T -symmetry in the band structure is broken since time-reversed
(opposite) momenta on the energy isosurfaces have non-time-reversed (same) spin orientations. In (b), the real-space model
corresponds to RuO2 with grey spheres representing O-atoms and color-surfaces representing magnetization densities on Ru
atoms. (c) Brillium zone indicating the high symmetry points relevant for the spectra shown in the data. (d) Ab initio
calculation of the band structure of RuO2, showing a strongly broken T symmetry. (e) Sketch of the RuO2 magnetic crystal
structure with the surface oriented along the [110] direction, and the experimental set-up of scattered photoelectrons from
circularly polarized light.

range up to X-rays has been confirmed by ab initio cal-
culations [16, 31]. MCD combined with angle-resolved
photoemission spectroscopy then allows for the micro-
scopic visualization of the T symmetry breaking in the
electronic-structure in momentum space. In the past,
this technique has been successfully used in the investi-
gation of ferromagnetic materials [32–40].

Our experimental study focuses on epitaxial RuO2, a
workhorse material of the altermagnetic class [13, 14].
The rutile crystal structure of metallic RuO2 has been
shown to have a collinear compensated magnetic or-
der [41, 42], and predicted to be an altermagnet [13, 43]
with a strong (order eV) T symmetry breaking spin-
splitting in momentum space, as shown in Fig. 1(b)
and (d). This rutile crystal family is predicted to show
topological properties as well, with prior spin-integrated
angle-resolved photoemission studies reporting two Dirac
nodal lines and pronounced topological interface states
[44]. More recently, the predictions of strong anoma-
lous Hall and spin currents in combination with vanish-
ing magnetization [15, 23] have also been experimentally
verified [27–30] in this altermagnet.

Here we present direct evidence for a strong T sym-
metry breaking in the band structure of epitaxial alter-
magnetic RuO2 films by detecting MCD in the angular
distribution of photoelectrons, both for soft X-ray and
ultraviolet photon excitation. We compare the experi-

mental results to the corresponding calculations based
on density functional theory.
Experimental Methods – We have grown epitaxial

RuO2(110) films with a thickness of 34 nm by pulsed laser
deposition on TiO2(110) substrates that were heated dur-
ing deposition to 400 oC. The samples show no detectable
remanent magnetization, consistent with the earlier mag-
netometry studies of analogous RuO2/TiO2 thin films
[27]. For growth and sample characterization details see
Supplementary Materials.

For the photoemission measurements, photoelectrons
were excited by circularly-polarized soft X-rays (beam-
line P04, PETRA III, DESY, Hamburg). For these ex-
periments we used the time-of-flight momentum micro-
scope DRUMSOX installed at the open port I of the
beamline P04 with an energy resolution of 60 meV at
a sample temperature of 70 K. In addition, circularly
polarized ultraviolet light by a pulsed laser (6.4 eV,
80 MHz repetition rate, APE) was used. The pho-
toemission experiments with laser excitation have been
conducted using a time-of-flight momentum microscope
(ToFMM, Surface Concept GmbH) with the resolution
set to 40 meV [45] and at 20 K.

The circular-dichroism photoemission experiments de-
scribed below have been performed with the incidence
angle of the photon beam at 22◦ with respect to the sam-
ple surface and the azimuthal orientation of the sample
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FIG. 2. (a) Measured intensity map I(EB , ky) revealing the energy dispersion of bands along the line M-Γ-M (See Fig. 1 (c))
measured at 70 K. Here dark is high intensity. (b) Measured intensity asymmetry A(EB , ky), (c) MCD AMCD(EB , 0, ky) and
(c) CDAD ACDAD(EB , 0, ky) extracted from the asymmetry. (e) Calculated spectral density average and (f) its asymmetry for
+ and - polarized light within the experimental geometry. The theoretical (g) MCD and (h) CDAD are extracted from the
spectral density asymmetry as with the experimental MCD and CDAD. The photon energy used here is 660 eV.

has been adjusted so that the photon incidence plane co-
incides with the easy spin axis of RuO2, i.e., the [001]
c-axis [15, 46, 47].

The coordinate system for the photoelectron momen-
tum (kx, ky, kz) is set to kz along the crystallographic
[110] direction, i.e. surface normal, kx along [001] and ky
along [11̄0] in-plane directions, respectively. A sketch of
the experimental geometry is shown in Fig. 1 (e).

Results with soft X-ray excitation – Using soft X-
ray excitation, we can measure the intensity distribu-
tion of the direct transitions in four-dimensional energy-
momentum space I(EB , kx, ky, kz), which is the spectral
density function modulated by matrix elements account-
ing for the photo-excitation probability for a given initial
ki and final state kf . As described in detail in the Sup-
plementary Materials, for a given photon energy hν and
binding energy EB = E − EF , the final photoelectron
states are located on a spherical shell with radius (for
units Å−1 and eV)

kf = 0.512
√
hν − EB + V ∗0 . (1)

Here the inner potential V ∗0 ≈ 10 eV is referenced to
the Fermi energy and the transferred photon momentum
leads to a rigid shift of the free-electron final state sphere
by the vector with absolute value khν = 2πν/c along the
photon beam [45]. The kinetic energy of the emitted
photoelectrons is recorded by their time of flight and the
Fermi edge serves as reference for EB = 0. The photon
energy range used in these experiments is 560 to 660 eV
(see Supplementary Material for details).

In our measurements, I(EB , kx, ky, kz) is the inten-
sity averaged between the two light polarizations. The
intensity asymmetry, which contains the dichroism in-
formation, is calculated pixel-by-pixel as A = (I+ −
I−)/(I+ + I−), with I+ and I− denoting the intensity

measured at circular right and left polarization. This in-
tensity asymmetry contains a well known dichroism com-
ponent related to the measurement geometry and a com-
ponent connected to the magnetic ordering. The geom-
etry related component is the so-called circular dichro-
ism in the angular distribution (CDAD) [48, 49], which
is included in the asymmetric component of A(kx, ky)
with respect to the line (kx, ky = 0) coinciding with
the Γ − Z direction. CDAD is observed for a dissym-
metric (handed) spatial arrangement of the quantization
axis of initial state orbital momenta (n), the photon im-
pact direction (khν) and the photoelectron momentum
(ke). Thus, CDAD from non-magnetic targets requires
a handedness in the experimental geometry. It is there-
fore strictly antisymmetric with respect to the plane of
photon incidence spanned by khν and the surface normal
([110] direction). To isolate the CDAD in the experi-
mental data we calculate the corresponding asymmetry
as ACDAD(kx, ky) = (A(kx, ky)−A(kx,−ky))/2.

In contrast to non-magnetic systems, magnetic sys-
tems can provide an additional asymmetry mechanism
if the light polarization vector is parallel or antiparallel
to the spin axis, which gives rise to MCD [32]. We can
eliminate the contribution from the ACDAD in the exper-
imental asymmetry data, and hence extract the MCD
contribution in the remaining asymmetry, by calculating
AMCD = (A(kx, ky) +A(kx,−ky))/2.

We present next the key results of our studies in
Fig. 2. We show the measured intensity I(EB , 0, ky)
along the M-Γ-M line (see Fig. 1(c)), the intensity asym-
metry A(EB , 0, ky), the MCD AMCD(EB , 0, ky), and the
CDAD ACDAD(EB , 0, ky) in Fig. 2 (a)-(d), and their cor-
responding ab-initio based calculations for the specific
experimental geometry in Fig. 2 (e)-(h). The theoreti-
cal DFT+U calculations are based on the one-step for-
mulation of the photoemission process, using the Kor-
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ringa–Kohn–Rostoker ab-initio approach that represents
the electronic structure of a system directly and effi-
ciently in terms of its single-particle Green’s function
[50, 51]. The parameters used in the calculations cor-
respond to those in Ref. 52. We also note that the MCD
spectra is not a direct map of the ground state polariza-
tion, as shown in Ref. 53, due to the final state effects.
The calculations take into account the free electron like
final state at the corresponding kz (e.g. photon energy of
680eV) and the matrix element of the induced transition.
As it is directly seen in Fig. 2 (c) and (g), the experimen-
tally measured and theoretically calculated MCD spectra
show a very strong T symmetry breaking whose magni-
tude is consistent with the exchange dominated mecha-
nism as predicted by the theory of altermagnetism [13].
It is also important to contrast the MCD and CDAD
data, which shows a dominance of the MCD contribution
to the intensity asymmetry, confirming its direct obser-
vation beyond any experimental artefact that may have
originated from the CDAD signal.

In Fig. 3 we present the measured intensity and asym-
metry at the Fermi energy in the Γ-M-A-Z plane. The
asymmetry is shown in Fig. 3 (b) and the corresponding
CDAD and MCD components in Fig. 3 (c) and (d). The
convolution of the MCD with the average intensity plots
is shown in Fig. 3 (e). It reveals the relevant parts of
the MCD spectra, since some seemingly prominent fea-
tures in Fig. 3(d) have very low intensity and hence are
not directly reliably measured. For comparison, Fig. 3
(f) shows the theoretical MCD (not convoluted with the
intensity) at the Fermi energy.

We have confirmed the magnetic origin of the observed
AMCD spectra by repeating the experiment after rotating
the sample around the surface normal by 180◦, which
effectively rotates the magnetic order. We present the
experimental results and the corresponding theoretical
calculations for both orientations in the Supplementary
Material (see Figs. SM-3 and SM-4). The distribution
of ACDAD is similar to the results for the non-rotated
sample. This can be expected because the (kx,kz) plane
represents a crystal mirror plane. In contrast, AMCD

reversed its sign as expected. The spectra do not match
exactly since due to the experimental set-up limitations
the area illuminated is not exactly the same, but even
at this semi-quantitive level the conclusion remains the
same. This result also confirms that the geometry of the
experiment points to a spin quantization axis along kx,
corresponding to the c-axis of the RuO2 crystal structure.
Results with ultraviolet excitation – We have further

confirmed the results by performing ultraviolet excita-
tion experiments with a photon energy of 6.4 eV using
an infrared fibre laser with quadrupled photon energy.
The results are restricted to a field of view limited to an
area near the zone center [see Supplementary Material
Fig. SM-6(b)]. We present the circular dichroism results
obtained for 6.4 eV photon energy in the Supplementary
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FIG. 3. (a) Constant energy map I(EF , kx, ky) measured at
hν = 380 eV at 70 K on the Γ-M-A-Z plane. The intensity
has been averaged for circular left and right polarization. Here
dark is high intensity. (b) Asymmetry of the constant energy
map. (c) CDAD map obtained from the asymmetry in (b).
(d) MCD map obtained from the asymmetry in (b). (e) MCD
map convoluted with the intensity map in (a). (f) Calculated
MCD map distribution (not convoluted with the intensity).
The red-blue features in the Γ-M line are clear between (e)
and (f). Features on the edges near Z are overestimated since
they are calculated on vanishingly small intensity features.

Material Fig. SM-7. The asymmetries and decomposition
in CDAD and MCD are calculated in the same way as
for the soft X-ray results. The ultraviolet excitation re-
sults are fully consistent with the X-ray results depicted
above.

In addition, as a control test, we also performed the
ultraviolet excitation photoemission experiment with the
c-axis orientated perpendicular to the incident light beam
(see Supplementary Material Fig. SM-7(f-j)). In this
case, AMCD [Fig. SM-7(j)] vanishes within error limits.
This observation indicates that the spin axis points per-
pendicular to the light polarization vector and hence par-
allel to the c-axis [001], in agreement with the results
obtained with the soft X-ray excitation.
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In order to verify the altermagnetic phase of RuO2,
we can compare the experimental results with key theo-
retically predicted features for the paramagnetic vs. the
altermagnetic phase. The theoretical calculations for the
paramagnetic phase are shown in Fig. 4(a), together with
the Fermi surface cuts for the plane perpendicular to the
c-axis [110] at the Γ-X-M plane and the Z-A-R plane
in Fig. 4(b). We show the corresponding Fermi surface
and cuts for the altermagnetic phase in Fig. 4(c),(d).
The comparison to experiment is obtained by a tomo-
graphic mapping of the three-dimensional Brillouin zone
[Fig. 1(c)], obtained by varying the photon energy in the
range of 560 - 660 eV. According to Eq. 1 this varia-
tion results in kz = k[110] values ranging from 5G[110] to
5.5G[110], i.e., from the center to the rim of a Brillouin
zone [see Supplementary Material Fig. SM-5(b)]. Here
G[110] is the magnitude of the [110] reciprocal lattice vec-
tor. Exploiting the translational symmetry in momen-
tum space, the intensity distributions I(EB , kx, ky, kz)
map a complete Brillouin zone. The Fermi energy in-
tensity distribution shown along the same cuts and the
overall shape of the reconstructed Fermi surface in Fig. 4
(e),(f) match directly with the theoretical calculations of
the collinear compensated altermagnetic phase in Fig. 4
(c),(d).

Conclusion – We have experimentally established the
key signature of the recently predicted [13, 14] alter-
magnetic phase by directly detecting T -symmetry break-
ing in the band structure of the collinear compensated
magnet RuO2. Supported by ab initio calculations,
our experimental results underpin on the microscopic
electronic-structure level the recently reported unconven-
tional macroscopic responses, namely the anomalous Hall

and spin-polarized currents accompanied by vanishing
magnetization [20, 27–30], in this workhorse altermag-
netic material. In general, our results microscopically
establish the grounds for the exploration and exploita-
tion of envisaged [13, 14] phenomena and functionalities
based on the altermagnetic T -symmetry breaking that
are beyond the reach of the conventional magnetic phases
in fields ranging from spintronics, ultrafast magnetism,
magneto-electrics, and magnonics, to topological matter
and superconductivity.
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[15] L. Šmejkal, R. González-Hernández, T. Jungwirth,
and J. Sinova, Science Advances 6, eaaz8809 (2020),
arXiv:1901.00445.
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R. González-Hernández, and L. Šmejkal, Proceed-
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

Sample preparation and characterization

Epitaxial RuO2(110) films with a thickness of 34 nm were grown by pulsed laser deposition on TiO2(110) substrates
that were heated during deposition to 400 oC. The oxygen pressure was 0.02 mbar and typical growth rates were
1.9 nm/min with the KrF excimer laser running at 10 Hz and 150 mJ pulse energy. Samples were structurally
characterized by X-ray diffraction, X-ray reflectometry and in-situ reflective high energy electron diffraction (RHEED).
From X-ray reflectometry we find that 34 nm samples have a surface roughness smaller than 0.3 nm, while the width
of the out-of plane scattering peak in 2Θ indicates a somewhat reduced coherent scattering volume of 22 nm. The
existence of the RHEED scattering pattern shows that crystallinity persists up to the surface. The full width at half
maximum of the rocking curve is 1.0o indicating a good alignment of the surface normal. Φ scans reveal the epitaxial
growth and show a two fold symmetry of (200) peaks aligned with that from the substrate. The width of the peaks in
Φ is 2o. From the determined lattice constants we conclude on a compressive strain of -1.4% along c-axis and a tensile
strain of 0.4% along a-axis. Samples were transported from the deposition chamber to the photoemission experiment
using an ultra-high vacuum suitcase.

We examined the crystal structure of the samples using a four circle Bruker D8 Discover X-ray diffractometer.
The instrument was operated with a copper anode, a Goebel mirror, and a Germanium 2-bounce monochromator
to eliminate Cu Kα2 and Cu Kβ radiation. Fig. SM-1(a) displays a Θ/2Θ scan of the sample investigated at the
synchrotron. The figure reveals pronounced peaks corresponding to the [110] and [220] orientations of the substrate.
Adjacent to them, we observe film peaks corresponding to [110] and [220], indicating slightly smaller lattice plane
distances for the films compared to the substrate. No other peaks are visible in the X-ray diffraction diagram. The
small yet distinct peak at 50.7◦ results from Cu Kβ radiation that was not perfectly filtered and diffracted at the [220]
substrate peak.

The analysis of the tilt of [110] film lattice planes relative to the surface normal was conducted through the
performance of rocking curves (ω-scans), as depicted in Fig. SM-1(b). The observed peak exhibited two contributions
and was fitted using a summation of two Lorentzian lines. The exceptionally sharp peak is presumed to originate from
the nearby substrate peak. The second peak, characterized by a width of 1.0◦, provides information regarding the tilt
of the out-of-plane directions of the crystallites. The in-plane alignment of the crystallites was confirmed through φ
(Phi) scans of non-specular reflections, such as the [101] and [200] film peaks. In Fig. SM-1(c), only two reflections
with a 180◦ difference are observed, specifically the [200] and [020] film peaks. The φ angles are aligned with their
corresponding substrate reflections.

Low-angle X-ray reflectivity experiments provide valuable information regarding the total film thickness and film
roughness. By analyzing the distance between oscillations in Fig. SM-1(d), we calculated a film thickness of 33.7 nm
and a total roughness of 1.5 nm, which includes contributions from both substrate and surface roughness.
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FIG. SM-1. (a) Θ/2Θ scan of RuO2 [110] oriented film. (b) Rocking curve of RuO2 [110] oriented film. Black line is measured
data; red line sum of the two fitted Lorentz lines (green). (c) φ (Phi) scan of non specular [200] RuO2 film. (d) X-ray reflectivity
of RuO2 film.

Details of soft X-ray excitation

As we have described in the main text, using soft X-ray excitation measures the photoelectron intensity distribution
I(EB , kx, ky, kz). Considering the energy conservation and the role of reciprocal lattice vectors in order to obey
momentum conservation, for a given photon energy hν and binding energy EB = E − EF , the final photoelectron
states are located on a spherical shell with radius (for units Å−1 and eV)

kf = 0.512
√
hν − EB + V ∗0 . (2)

Here, we assume free-electron like final states, whose final-state energies inside the material are determined by the
inner potential V ∗0 ≈ 10 eV referenced to the Fermi energy. The transferred photon momentum leads to a rigid shift
of the final state sphere by the vector with absolute value khν = 2πν/c along the photon beam [45].

The kinetic energy of the emitted photoelectrons is recorded by their time of flight. The Fermi edge serves as
reference for EB = 0. The pattern observed on the detector represents the photoelectron intensity distribution as a
function of the transversal momentum kf,||.

We next discuss the photoelectron intensity distributions averaged for circular left and right polarization. Fig. SM-
2(a,b) shows results recorded at a photon energy of 380 eV corresponding to final states in the 5th repeated BZ along
the direction perpendicular to the surface (kz). The results are shown as raw data divided by the detector response
function. The constant energy map [Fig. SM-2(a)] at the Fermi level reveals the two-fold symmetry of the RuO2(110)
surface. The cut along the high symmetry direction Γ−Z indicates the energy dispersion of the valence band EB(kx)
[Fig. SM-2(b)]. We observe a homogeneous background intensity and the maximum photoelectron intensity of direct
transitions amounts to 20% of the background intensity, originating from quasi-inelastic scattering. The electron
bands appear broadened both on the energy and momentum scale, which cannot be explained by the finite energy
and momentum resolution of the instrument. Instead, we attribute the broadening to the electron correlation, which
is expected to be large in oxides [43].

The symmetrized constant energy maps centered at Γ in the range of EB = 0 − 1 eV [Fig. SM-2(c-e)] have been
acquired for hν = 660 eV and cover one Brillouin zone. The maps agree with previously published results [44] on RuO2
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FIG. SM-3. (a,b) Photoelectron intensity maps at the Fermi energy obtained with right (σ+) and left (σ−) circularly polarized
light. (c) Asymmetry and averaged intensity depicted in a combined color scale. (d) CDAD and intensity in the same color
scale. (e) MCD and intensity depicted in a combined color scale. (f-j) Similar data for the sample being rotated by 180 degrees
as indicated by the sketches on the right.

single crystals obtained with a photon energy of 131 eV, except for the localized high intensity at the crossing points
of horizontal and vertical lines, which may stem from surface states. Hence, we attribute the observed photoelectron
intensity distribution to bulk states of RuO2.

To further verify the results of the circular dichroism observations, we show the intensity maps at the Fermi level
for circular left and right polarization [Fig. SM-3(a,b)]. Here, as compared to the main text, the asymmetry, CDAD,
and MCD are presented convoluted with the averaged intensity maps [Fig. SM-3(c)-(e) and (h)-(f)]. As with the
results presented in Fig. 2, the asymmetry is decomposed in the CDAD and MCD components. The result shown
in Fig. SM-3(d) reveals predominantly negative values for positive ky except for a reversed sign close to ky = 0.
The maximum experimental values amount to ±5.4%. After subtracting the homogeneous background intensity, the
CDAD for direct transitions is ±27% and its size is thus in the range of previously reported values [54]. For non-
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FIG. SM-4. (a) Theory calculation of photoelectron intensity maps at the Fermi energy. (b) Asymmetry depicted in a color
scale. (c) CDAD in the same color scale. (d) MCD in the same color scale. (e) Spin-resolved bands. (f-j) Similar data for the
sample being rotated by 180 degrees as indicated by the sketches on the right.

magnetic systems ACDAD is the only possible circular dichroism mechanism except for crystal structures with natural
chirality, where effects are extremely small. On the other hand, CDAD is ubiquitous in photoemission because it is a
pure orbital effect and does not require spin-orbit interaction and heavy elements.

The MCD data show a negative asymmetry for the vertical stripes parallel to Γ-M and positive values for the
horizontal strips parallel to Γ-Z. Along the M-Γ-M path in Fig. 6(e), AMCD is negative near the M-points and positive
near the Γ point, in good agreement with the results shown in Fig. 2(c) for the Fermi level.

To confirm that the observed AMCD is connected to the magnetic order of the sample, we rotated the sample around
the surface normal by 180 degrees and repeated the photoemission experiment, albeit not in the same exact spot given
the experimental limitations of the set-up. Corresponding results are shown in Figs. SM-3(f-j). The distribution of
ACDAD is similar to the results for the non-rotated sample. This can be expected because the (kx,kz) plane represents
a crystal mirror plane. In contrast, AMCD has reversed its sign. The reversal of the sign of the MCD data further
confirms that the observations and those in Fig. 2 are a directly observation of the broken time-reversal symmetry of
the altermagnetic sample.

In Fig. SM-4 we present the theory calculations corresponding to the experiment and the spin-resolved bands
presented in SM-4 (e) and (j). Here the color plots are not convoluted with the intensity for easier visualization.
Fig. SM-4 (a)-(e) corresponds to the experimental set-up of SM-3 (a)-(e) and Fig. SM-4 (f)-(j) corresponds to the
experimental set-up of SM-3 (f)-(j).

We present the scan of the perpendicular momentum by photon energy in Fig. SM-5. This topographic mapping is
made by varying the photon energy in the range of 560 - 660 eV. According to Eq. 2 this variation results in kz = k[110]
values ranging from 5G[110] to 5.5G[110], i.e. from the center to the rim of a Brillouin zone [see Fig. SM-5(b)]. Similarly,
corresponding asymmetry maps were determined. Exploiting the translational symmetry in momentum space, the
intensity distributions I(EB , kx, ky, kz) map a complete Brillouin zone. This topographic map and cuts are the ones
used in Fig. 4.

Results with ultraviolet excitation

As compared to the previous results, photoelectron excitation with a photon energy of 6.4 eV using an infrared fibre
laser with quadrupled photon energy is favourable with respect to photon intensity. Yet, the small photon energy
limits the detectable parallel momentum to k|| < 0.6 Å−1 [see Fig. SM-6(a)]. Assuming an excitation into free-electron
like final states [55], Eq. 2 results in a cut close to the center of the second repeated Brillouin zone (Γ) in momentum
space [see Fig. SM-6(b)]. At increased binding energy, we still observe the two pairs of horizontal and vertical bands,
which we identify with the band features seen with soft X-ray excitation. The dispersion maps [Figs. SM-6(c,d)]
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FIG. SM-6. (a) Polarization-averaged photoelectron intensity map at a binding energy of 145 meV for excitation with a photon
energy of 6.4 eV. The photon beam impinges from the right along the in-plane [001] direction of the RuO2(110) film. (b) Sketch
of the repeated Brillouin zone scheme in a plane perpendicular to the [001] axis. Green and violet half circles indicate the
free-electron final state momenta for photon energies 21.2 eV and 6.4 eV, respectively. (c) Photoelectron intensity map in the
EB vs. kx plane revealing the dispersion close to the Γ-Z direction. (d) Same, but along the Γ-M (ky) direction, corresponding
to the violet half-circle in (b).

reveal a maximum binding energy of the parabolic band at Γ of 0.6 eV, in reasonable agreement with results obtained
with soft X-ray excitation. When comparing band dispersions at different photon energies, the different cuts in the
three-dimensional momentum-space and a possible variation of the effective mass must be considered.

The circular dichroism results obtained for 6.4 eV photon energy are shown in Fig. SM-7. The asymmetries are
calculated in the same way as for the soft X-ray results. In this case the azimuthal orientation could not be varied
in-situ and hence we compare to similarly prepared samples with the c-axis oriented parallel and perpendicular to the
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incident light beam. For the case of parallel orientation [Fig. SM-7(a-e)] A(kx, ky) shows the expected antisymmetric
behavior with respect to the Γ − Z symmetry axis, originating from non-relativistic CDAD [48, 49]. By calculating
2ACDAD(kx, ky) = A(kx, ky) − A(kx,−ky) we separate the CDAD asymmetry as shown in Fig. SM-3(c-d and h-i).
The CDAD shows the same antisymmetry as in the soft X-ray case with the characteristic feature of a sign change at
the line ky = 0. This line corresponds to the coplanar geometry of crystal mirror plane and photon incidence plane.
The maximum experimental values amount to ±26%.

The calculation of 2AMCD = A(kx, ky) + A(kx,−ky) results in the magnetic contribution to the circular dichroism
[Fig. SM-7(e)]. We observe a positive asymmetry for the vertical stripes parallel to Γ-M and negative values for the
horizontal strips parallel to Γ-Z. The maximum values of AMCD are ±13%. AMCD observed with 6.4 eV excitation
thus confirms the non-vanishing magnetic circular dichroism observed for soft X-ray excitation.

A similar photoemission experiment with the c-axis orientated perpendicular to the incident light beam serves
as a control test [Fig. SM-7(f-j)]. In this case, ACDAD shows a left-right asymmetry with respect to the Γ-M axis
[Fig. SM-7(i)]. AMCD [Fig. SM-7(j)] vanishes within error limits. This observation indicates that the magnetization
axis points perpendicular to the light polarization vector and hence parallel to the c-axis [001], in perfect agreement
with the results obtained with soft X-ray excitation.

Ab initio calculations

We have calculated the ground state electronic structure of RuO2 in P42/mnm (Space group:136) symmetry us-
ing the optimized lattice parameter (a = b = 4.5331 Å, c = 3.1241 Å) [15]. These calculations were carried out
using spin-polarized relativistic Korringa-Kohn-Rostoker (SPRKKR) Green’s function method in the atomic sphere
approximation (ASA), within the rotationally invariant GGA+U scheme as implemented in the SPRKKR formalism
[50, 56]. The screened on-site Coulomb interaction U and exchange interaction J of Ru are set to 2.00 eV and 0.70 eV,
respectively. The angular momentum expansion up to lmax = 4 has been used for each atom on a 22 x 22 x 32 k-point
grid. The energy convergence criterion has been set to 10-5 Ry. Lloyd’s formula has been employed for accurate
determination of the Fermi level [57]. The ab initio photoemission calculations of RuO2(110) were performed within
the one-step model of photoemission in the spin-density-matrix formulation as implemented in the SPRKKR package
[51], taking into account all geometry and light-induced effects of the photoemission process for the actual experiment
including photoelectron angular distribution, matrix elements and final states constructed as the time-reversed LEED
states. The final-state damping was described via constant Vi = 0.1 eV set to simulate finite inelastic mean free path.
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The electronic structure and Fermi surface calculations in Figs. 1 and 4 were calculated using FLAPW ELK code
[58]. The nonmagnetic and magnetic calculations were performed without spin-orbit coupling.
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