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Abstract. We present a comprehensive study of the magnon topology in honeycomb bilayer 

quantum magnets with ferromagnetic (FM) and layered antiferromagnetic (LAFM) ground states. 

Several models are investigated to fully understand the separate and combined effects of 

Heisenberg exchange, Kitaev interaction, Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction, and inversion 

symmetry breaking. Both ground states constitute rich platforms to realize several topological 

phases which can be tuned via experimentally controllable parameters. Nevertheless, LAFM 

bilayers are found to be more exotic: (i) the band gaps can close away from the Brillouin zone 

corners forming unconventional Dirac cones (UDCs) (ii) the UDCs play a fundamental role in 

shaping the topological phase diagram in LAFM bilayers and induces richer topology compared 

to their FM counterparts (iii) valley-polarized magnons can be excited in LAFM bilayer by 

Zeeman effect. We believe the present study provides important insights on the consequence of 

the various fundamental magnetic interactions on the topological magnon spectra of bilayer 

quantum magnets. 

 

I. Introduction 

The recent experimental realization of 2D magnetic materials [1-3] attracted exceptional interest 

[4-15] and opened challenging questions related to their fundamental magnetic interactions. In 2D 

quantum magnets, magnetic anisotropy is crucial to overcome thermal fluctuations and stabilize 

the magnetic order [2, 16-18]. Theoretical and experimental studies promote the Kitaev anisotropic 

exchange coupling [19] induced by spin–orbit coupling as a candidate to explain the magnetic 

anisotropy in  𝐶𝑟𝐼3 , 𝐶𝑟𝐺𝑒𝑇𝑒3, and 𝐶𝑟𝐵𝑟3 2D monolayers [20-24]. In parallel, another type of 

anisotropic spin–orbit coupling, namely the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction (DMI), has 

received substantial attention in 2D magnets [25-36].  

The interest in 2D magnets naturally extends to their magnetic excitations in the form of spin 

waves or magnons [31, 37-40]. The presence of anisotropic magnetic coupling in the form of 

Kitaev or DM interactions allows for topological magnons [24, 27-29, 31, 32, 34-37, 41-52] with 

exotic features and great potentials for practical applications. Topological 2D magnetic Chern 

insulators allow for magnon thermal Hall conductivity and topologically protected edge modes 
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that are robust against structural or magnetic disorders. Advances in manipulating edge magnons 

and Hall conductivity in 2D quantum magnets can lead to novel applications in topological 

magnonics and magnon spintronics [53-58]. An essential step in this direction is to understand the 

separate and combined implications of all possible interactions on 2D magnon transport and 

topology.  

The Heisenberg-Kitaev model was recently presented for ferromagnetic monolayer 𝐶𝑟𝐼3 and the 

two bands magnon spectrum were found to be topological with Chern numbers 𝒞 = ±1. Stacking 

layers of 2D ferromagnets is a systematic way to construct new topological materials with richer 

topology and higher Chern numbers. Stacking two ferromagnetic sheets, however, might result in 

collinear ferromagnetic (FM) state (e.g. 𝐶𝑟𝐺𝑒𝑇𝑒3) or layered antiferromagnetic (LAFM) state (e.g. 

𝐶𝑟𝐼3) [1, 2, 59]. In FM bilayers (respectively LAFM bilayers), the ferromagnetically ordered spins 

in the bottom and top layers point in the same direction (respectively opposite directions). Magnon 

topology in AB-stacked FM and LAFM bilayers with DMI was analyzed in reference [28]. The 

magnon spectrum in both configurations was found to be topological (Zeeman effect is necessary 

in the LAFM case) with a single topological phase. In a recent study [36], we have extended the 

analysis on AB-stacked FM bilayers including layer dependent electrostatic doping (ED) [60]. 

Five distinct topological phases are predicted as a result of the interplay between the model 

parameters (interlayer exchange, ED and DMI). 

In the present study, we develop several models to fully understand the separate and combined 

effects of Heisenberg exchange, Kitaev interaction, DMI, and inversion symmetry breaking on the 

magnon topology in AB-stacked honeycomb bilayers with FM and LAFM magnetic orders. We 

break the inversion symmetry by introducing ED in the FM case and Zeeman effect (ZE) due to 

an external magnetic field in the LAFM case. Both magnetic configurations are proved to host rich 

magnon topology which can be tuned by the model parameters. The magnon spectrum and 

topology in the LAFM configuration, however, is found to be more appealing and unconventional, 

due to the presence of Dirac cones away from the ±𝐾 corners of the Brillouin zone (BZ). These 

unconventional Dirac cones (UDC) are proved to play an important role in shaping the topological 

phase diagram in LAFM bilayers.  

Before proceeding, we will set conventions and definitions that are adapted throughout the paper. 

The strength of the Kitaev interaction, DMI, and inversion symmetry breaking terms will be 

denoted 𝐾, 𝐷, and 𝑈 respectively. By default, all models include intra and interlayer Heisenberg 

exchange interactions. The model with 𝐾 only will be denoted Heisenberg-Kitaev model. The 

model with DMI added to the Heisenberg-Kitaev model will be referred to as the  𝐾 + 𝑈 model, 

while the model with 𝐾, 𝐷, and 𝑈 is termed 𝐾 + 𝑈 + 𝐷 model. The four magnonic bands will be 

denoted 𝜖1, … , 𝜖4 in ascending energy order. In all topological phase diagrams, the green, red, and 

purple manifolds respectively close the gaps between 𝜖1 and 𝜖2, between 𝜖2 and 𝜖3, and between 
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𝜖3 and 𝜖4 at  +𝐾. The blue and black manifolds respectively close the gap between 𝜖3 and 𝜖4 and 

between 𝜖2 and 𝜖3 at −𝐾. Finally, the cyan manifolds close the band gap between 𝜖2 and 𝜖3 at the 

UDC. 

 

II. Magnonic Hamiltonians 

 

II.1 The 𝑲+ 𝑼+𝑫 model of FM bilayers  

In this section, we develop the semiclassical linear spin wave approach [61-68] using the Landau-

Lifshitz equations and derive the magnonic Hamiltonian in AB-stacked FM bilayer characterized 

by Kitaev, DMI, and ED. The Holstein-Primakov approach yields identical results. The bilayer 

stacking is such that the 𝐵-site in the bottom layer (layer 1) is directly below the 𝐴-site of the top 

layer (layer 2). The four sublattices are labeled {𝐴1, 𝐵1, 𝐴2, 𝐵2} . The real-space Hamiltonian 

describing the various interaction in the system can be expressed as 

 

ℋ𝐹𝑀 = −𝐽∑ 𝑆𝑙𝑖. 𝑆𝑙𝑗
𝑙,𝑖,𝑗 

− 𝐾∑ (𝑆𝑙𝑖. 𝛾𝑖𝑗)(𝑆𝑙𝑗. 𝛾𝑖𝑗)

𝑙,𝑖,𝑗 

− 𝐽⊥∑ 𝑆1𝑖. 𝑆2𝑖
𝑖 

+ ∑  𝐷𝑚𝑛𝑆𝑙𝑚. 𝑆𝑙𝑛
𝐷

𝑙,𝑚,𝑛

−∑ 𝑈𝑙𝑧̂. 𝑆𝑙𝑖
𝑙,𝑖

− 𝐽𝑧∑ (𝑆𝑙𝑖. 𝑧̂)(𝑆𝑙𝑗 . 𝑧̂)

𝑙,𝑖,𝑗 

 

(1) 

The vector 𝑆𝑙𝛼 denotes the spin on a site in layer 𝑙 with position 𝑅⃗⃗𝛼 (𝑙 = 1,2). The first, second, 

and third term respectively correspond to the nearest neighbor intralayer exchange, intralayer 

Kitaev, and interlayer exchange interactions. The positive coefficients 𝐽, 𝐾, and 𝐽⊥ determine the 

strength of these interactions. The indices 𝑖 and 𝑗 in the first two terms are summed over the nearest 

neighbors.  

The Kitaev contribution in equation (1) deserves further illustrated as follows. The three nearest 

neighbors for an 𝐴𝑙 site are on relative positions 𝛿1
𝐴 = 𝑎 (0,

1

√3
, 0), 𝛿2

𝐴 = 𝑎 (−
1

2
, −

1

2√3
, 0), and 

𝛿3
𝐴 = 𝑎 (

1

2
, −

1

2√3
, 0) , where 𝑎  denotes the 𝐴𝑙 − 𝐴𝑙  distance. With these defined, the Kitaev 

interaction for an 𝐴𝑙 −  sublattice spin vector at position 𝑅⃗⃗𝑖  can be rewritten as 

−𝐾∑ [𝑆𝑙(𝑅⃗⃗𝑖). 𝛾𝑗][𝑆𝑙(𝑅⃗⃗𝑖 + 𝛿𝑗
𝐴). 𝛾𝑗]

3
𝑗=1  with 𝛾1 = (−

√2

√3
, 0,

1

√3
) , 𝛾2 = (

1

√6
, −

1

√2
,
1

√3
) , and 𝛾3 =

(
1

√6
,
1

√2
,
1

√3
). The contribution to 𝐵𝑙 − sublattice is deduces by replacing 𝛿𝑗

𝐴 and 𝛾𝑗  by −𝛿𝑗
𝐴 and 

−𝛾𝑗 respectively.  
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The fourth term in ℋ𝐹𝑀 corresponds to the DMI interaction and the indices  𝑚 and 𝑛 are summed 

over the six next nearest neighbors. These are situated at relative position vectors , 𝜌⃗1  =

𝑎(1/2,−√3/2), 𝜌⃗2  = 𝑎(−1/2,−√3/2), 𝜌⃗3  = 𝑎(1, 0) , 𝜌⃗4 = −𝜌⃗1 , 𝜌⃗5 = −𝜌⃗2 , and 𝜌⃗6 = −𝜌⃗3 . 

We have introduced the vector 𝑆𝑙𝑛
𝐷 = 𝑆𝑙𝑛𝑦 𝑥̂ − 𝑆𝑙𝑛𝑥 𝑦̂ which transforms the DMI contribution to a 

scalar-product rather than a cross-product [33, 34, 36, 58]. The coefficient 𝐷𝑚𝑛 = ±𝐷 determines 

the strength of the DMI with the sign determined in the conventional way from the local geometry 

of the honeycomb lattice [27]. The fifth term in ℋ𝐹𝑀 corresponds to the layer dependent ED with 

potentials 𝑈𝑙 = ±𝑈 for layers 𝑙 = 1, 2 respectively. The seventh and last term accounts for an 

easy-axis anisotropy with strength 𝐽𝑧. 

We rewrite the Hamiltonian in the form ℋ𝐹𝑀 = ∑ 𝑆𝑙𝑖. 𝐻⃗⃗⃗𝑙𝑖
𝐹𝑀

𝑙,𝑖 , with the effective magnetic fields 

𝐻⃗⃗⃗𝑙𝑖
𝐹𝑀 acting on spins 𝑆𝑙𝑖. Employing Fourier transformation, the fields corresponding to the four 

sublattices reduce to  

 

𝐻⃗⃗⃗𝐴1
𝐹𝑀(𝑝⃗, 𝑡) = [−𝒥𝑥𝑥𝑢𝑥

𝐵1 − 𝑖𝒥𝑥𝑦𝑢𝑦
𝐵1 + 𝑖𝑓𝐷𝑢𝑦

𝐴1] 𝑥̂ + 

                      [−𝒥𝑦𝑦𝑢𝑦
𝐵1 − 𝑖𝒥𝑥𝑦𝑢𝑥

𝐵1 − 𝑖𝑓𝐷𝑢𝑥
𝐴1] 𝑦̂ + 

                      [−(3𝐽 + 𝐽𝑧 + 𝐾 + 𝑈)𝑆 − 𝒥𝑧𝑥𝑢𝑥
𝐵1 − 𝑖√2 𝒥𝑥𝑦𝑢𝑦

𝐵1] 𝑧̂ 

(2a) 

 

𝐻⃗⃗⃗𝐵1
𝐹𝑀(𝑝⃗, 𝑡) = [−𝒥𝑥𝑥

∗ 𝑢𝑥
𝐴1 + 𝑖𝒥𝑥𝑦

∗ 𝑢𝑦
𝐴1 − 𝐽⊥𝑆𝑢𝑥

𝐴2 − 𝑖𝑓𝐷𝑢𝑦
𝐵1] 𝑥̂ + 

                      [−𝒥𝑦𝑦
∗ 𝑢𝑦

𝐴1 + 𝑖𝒥𝑥𝑦
∗ 𝑢𝑥

𝐴1 − 𝐽⊥𝑆𝑢𝑦
𝐴2 + 𝑖𝑓𝐷𝑢𝑥

𝐵1] 𝑦̂ + 

                      [−(3𝐽 + 𝐽𝑧 + 𝐽⊥ + 𝐾 + 𝑈)𝑆 − 𝒥𝑧𝑥
∗ 𝑢𝑥

𝐴1 + 𝑖√2 𝒥𝑥𝑦
∗ 𝑢𝑦

𝐴1] 𝑧̂ 

(2b) 

 

𝐻⃗⃗⃗𝐴2
𝐹𝑀(𝑝⃗, 𝑡) = [−𝒥𝑥𝑥𝑢𝑥

𝐵2 − 𝑖𝒥𝑥𝑦𝑢𝑦
𝐵2 − 𝐽⊥𝑆𝑢𝑥

𝐵1 + 𝑖𝑓𝐷𝑢𝑦
𝐴2] 𝑥̂ + 

                      [−𝒥𝑦𝑦𝑢𝑦
𝐵2 − 𝑖𝒥𝑥𝑦𝑢𝑥

𝐵2 − 𝐽⊥𝑆𝑢𝑦
𝐵1 − 𝑖𝑓𝐷𝑢𝑥

𝐴2] 𝑦̂ + 

                      [−(3𝐽 + 𝐽𝑧 + 𝐽⊥ + 𝐾 − 𝑈)𝑆 − 𝒥𝑧𝑥𝑢𝑥
𝐵2 − 𝑖√2 𝒥𝑥𝑦𝑢𝑦

𝐵2] 𝑧̂ 

(2c) 
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𝐻⃗⃗⃗𝐵2
𝐹𝑀(𝑝⃗, 𝑡) = [−𝒥𝑥𝑥

∗ 𝑢𝑥
𝐴2 + 𝑖𝒥𝑥𝑦

∗ 𝑢𝑦
𝐴2 − 𝑖𝑓𝐷𝑢𝑦

𝐵2] 𝑥̂ + 

                      [−𝒥𝑦𝑦
∗ 𝑢𝑦

𝐴2 + 𝑖𝒥𝑥𝑦
∗ 𝑢𝑥

𝐴2 + 𝑖𝑓𝐷𝑢𝑥
𝐵2] 𝑦̂ + 

                      [−(3𝐽 + 𝐽𝑧 + 𝐾 − 𝑈)𝑆 − 𝒥𝑧𝑥
∗ 𝑢𝑥

𝐴2 + 𝑖√2 𝒥𝑥𝑦
∗ 𝑢𝑦

𝐴2] 𝑧̂ 

(2d) 

 

with 𝒥𝑥𝑥 = 𝑆 (
2

3
𝐾 + 𝐽) 𝑓1(𝑝⃗) + 𝑆 (

1

3
𝐾 + 2𝐽) 𝑓2(𝑝⃗), 𝒥𝑥𝑦 =

1

√3
𝐾𝑆𝑓3(𝑝⃗), 𝒥𝑦𝑦 = 𝐽𝑆 𝑓1(𝑝) + 𝑆(𝐾 +

2𝐽)𝑓2(𝑝) , 𝒥𝑧𝑥 =
√2

3
𝐾𝑆[−𝑓1(𝑝⃗) + 𝑓2(𝑝⃗)] , 𝑓1(𝑝⃗) = 𝑒

𝑖
1

√3
𝑝𝑦 , 𝑓2(𝑝⃗) = 𝑒

−𝑖
1

2√3
𝑝𝑦 cos (

𝑝𝑥

2
) , 𝑓3(𝑝) =

𝑒
−𝑖

1

2√3
𝑝𝑦 sin (

𝑝𝑥

2
) , and 𝑓𝐷(𝑝⃗) = 4𝐷𝑆 sin (

𝑝𝑥

2
) cos (

√3𝑝𝑦

2
) − 2𝐷𝑆 sin (𝑝𝑥) . 𝑝⃗  denotes momentum 

and 𝑡 stands for time. The symbols 𝑆 and 𝑢𝛽
𝛼(𝑝⃗) represent the constant z-component of the spin 

and the Fourier transform coefficient respectively.  

The momentum-space magnon Hamiltonian can now be derived from the Landau-Lifshitz 

equations, 𝜕𝑡𝑆 = 𝑆 × 𝐻⃗⃗⃗
𝐹𝑀. The four sublattices generate eight coupled scalar equations for the 

coefficients 𝑢𝛼𝑙 = 𝑢𝑥
𝛼𝑙 + 𝑖𝑢𝑦

𝛼𝑙 and  𝑢𝛼𝑙∗ = 𝑢𝑥
𝛼𝑙 − 𝑖𝑢𝑦

𝛼𝑙   (𝛼 = 𝐴, 𝐵). In matrix form, the system of 

equations can be expressed as [ℋ𝐹𝑀(𝑝⃗) − 𝜖(𝑝⃗)𝐼]|𝑢(𝑝⃗)⟩ = 0, where the 8 × 8 momentum-space 

Hamiltonian reads 

 

ℋ𝐹𝑀(𝑝⃗) = (
𝐴 𝐵
𝐶 𝐷

), 

 

𝐴 =

(

 
 

𝑐1 + 𝑓𝐷 + 𝑈 −𝑐2(𝑓1 + 2𝑓2) 0 𝑐3(√3𝑓3 − 𝑓1 + 𝑓2)

−𝑐2(𝑓1
∗ + 2𝑓2

∗) 𝑐1 + 𝐽⊥𝑆− 𝑓𝐷 +𝑈 𝑐3(−√3𝑓3
∗ − 𝑓1

∗ + 𝑓2
∗) 0

0 𝑐3(√3𝑓3 + 𝑓1 − 𝑓2) −𝑐1 + 𝑓𝐷 − 𝑈 𝑐2(𝑓1 + 2𝑓2)

𝑐3(−√3𝑓3
∗ + 𝑓1

∗ − 𝑓2
∗) 0 𝑐2(𝑓1

∗ + 2𝑓2
∗) −𝑐1 − 𝐽⊥𝑆− 𝑓𝐷 − 𝑈)

 
 

, 

 

 

𝐷 =

(

 
 

𝑐1 + 𝐽⊥𝑆+ 𝑓𝐷 − 𝑈 −𝑐2(𝑓1 + 2𝑓2) 0 𝑐3(√3𝑓3 − 𝑓1 + 𝑓2)

−𝑐2(𝑓1
∗ + 2𝑓2

∗) 𝑐1 − 𝑓𝐷 −𝑈 𝑐3(−√3𝑓3
∗ − 𝑓1

∗ + 𝑓2
∗) 0

0 𝑐3(√3𝑓3 + 𝑓1 − 𝑓2) −𝑐1 − 𝐽⊥𝑆+ 𝑓𝐷 +𝑈 𝑐2(𝑓1 + 2𝑓2)

𝑐3(−√3𝑓3
∗ + 𝑓1

∗ − 𝑓2
∗) 0 𝑐2(𝑓1

∗ + 2𝑓2
∗) −𝑐1 − 𝑓𝐷 + 𝑈 )

 
 

, 
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𝐵 = (

0 −𝐽⊥𝑆 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 𝐽⊥𝑆
0 0 0 0

) , 𝐶 = (

0 0 0 0
−𝐽⊥𝑆 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 𝐽⊥𝑆 0

) . The constants 𝑐1 = (3𝐽 + 𝐽𝑧 + 𝐾)𝑆 , 

𝑐2 = (
1

3
𝐾 + 𝐽) 𝑆, and 𝑐3 =

1

3
𝐾𝑆. 

The momentum-space Hamiltonian yields eight bands of which only four are positive and physical. 

The easy-axis exchange anisotropy 𝐽𝑧 is important to stabilize the magnetic order against thermal 

fluctuation. For magnons however, the specific value of 𝐽𝑧 is not important as its only effect is to 

shift the entire physical magnon spectrum upwards. It is still important to assume a nonzero value 

of  𝐽𝑧  to lift the degeneracy between positive and negative solutions at zero energies and 

consequently calculate the Berry curvatures and Chern numbers of gapped physical bands. In our 

numerical calculation for both FM and LAFM, we will fix the easy axis anisotropy at 𝐽𝑧 = 0.5𝐽, 

chosen arbitrarily as per the above argument. 

 

II.2 The 𝑲+ 𝑼+𝑫 model of AFM bilayers  
 

In the LAFM configuration, spins in layers 1 and 2 are aligned along ±𝑧̂ respectively, with 𝐽⊥ <

0. A weak external magnetic field along 𝑧̂ can substitute ED in the present case. The LAFM 

configuration can be obtained from the FM case by a 𝜋 rotation of the top layer along the y-axis. 

Consequently, the Hamiltonian in Eq.1 stays valid for the LAFM bilayers with the spins in layer 

2 expressed as 𝑆 = −𝑆𝑥 𝑥̂ + 𝑆𝑦 𝑦̂ − 𝑆𝑧̂. We can directly deduce the LAFM effective fields as 

 

𝐻⃗⃗⃗𝐴1
𝐴𝐹𝑀(𝑝⃗, 𝑡) = 𝐻⃗⃗⃗𝐴1

𝐹𝑀(𝑝, 𝑡)  

(3a) 

𝐻⃗⃗⃗𝐵1
𝐴𝐹𝑀(𝑝⃗, 𝑡) = [−𝒥𝑥𝑥

∗ 𝑢𝑥
𝐴1 + 𝑖𝒥𝑥𝑦

∗ 𝑢𝑦
𝐴1 + 𝐽⊥𝑆𝑢𝑥

𝐴2 − 𝑖𝑓𝐷𝑢𝑦
𝐵1] 𝑥̂ + 

                      [−𝒥𝑦𝑦
∗ 𝑢𝑦

𝐴1 + 𝑖𝒥𝑥𝑦
∗ 𝑢𝑥

𝐴1 − 𝐽⊥𝑆𝑢𝑦
𝐴2 + 𝑖𝑓𝐷𝑢𝑥

𝐵1] 𝑦̂ + 

                      [−(3𝐽 + 𝐽𝑧 − 𝐽⊥ + 𝐾 + 𝑈)𝑆 − 𝒥𝑧𝑥
∗ 𝑢𝑥

𝐴1 + 𝑖√2 𝒥𝑥𝑦
∗ 𝑢𝑦

𝐴1] 𝑧̂ 

(3b) 

𝐻⃗⃗⃗𝐴2
𝐴𝐹𝑀(𝑝⃗, 𝑡) = [𝒥𝑥𝑥𝑢𝑥

𝐵2 − 𝑖𝒥𝑥𝑦𝑢𝑦
𝐵2 − 𝐽⊥𝑆𝑢𝑥

𝐵1 + 𝑖𝑓𝐷𝑢𝑦
𝐴2] 𝑥̂ + 

                      [−𝒥𝑦𝑦𝑢𝑦
𝐵2 + 𝑖𝒥𝑥𝑦𝑢𝑥

𝐵2 − 𝐽⊥𝑆𝑢𝑦
𝐵1 + 𝑖𝑓𝐷𝑢𝑥

𝐴2] 𝑦̂ + 

                      [(3𝐽 + 𝐽𝑧 − 𝐽⊥ +𝐾 −𝑈)𝑆 + 𝒥𝑧𝑥𝑢𝑥
𝐵2 − 𝑖√2 𝒥𝑥𝑦𝑢𝑦

𝐵2] 𝑧̂ 

(3c) 
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𝐻⃗⃗⃗𝐵2
𝐴𝐹𝑀(𝑝⃗, 𝑡) = [𝒥𝑥𝑥

∗ 𝑢𝑥
𝐴2 + 𝑖𝒥𝑥𝑦

∗ 𝑢𝑦
𝐴2 − 𝑖𝑓𝐷𝑢𝑦

𝐵2] 𝑥̂ + 

                      [−𝒥𝑦𝑦
∗ 𝑢𝑦

𝐴2 − 𝑖𝒥𝑥𝑦
∗ 𝑢𝑥

𝐴2 − 𝑖𝑓𝐷𝑢𝑥
𝐵2] 𝑦̂ + 

                      [(3𝐽 + 𝐽𝑧 + 𝐾 − 𝑈)𝑆 + 𝒥𝑧𝑥
∗ 𝑢𝑥

𝐴2 + 𝑖√2 𝒥𝑥𝑦
∗ 𝑢𝑦

𝐴2] 𝑧̂ 

(3d) 

 

It is important to note that 𝑈 in Eqs.3 denotes the strength of the external magnetic field rather 

than ED. Substituting these fields in the Landau-Lifshitz equations yield the LAFM momentum-

space Hamiltonian as 

 

ℋ𝐴𝐹𝑀(𝑝⃗) = (
𝑃 𝑄
𝑀 𝑁

) 

 

with 

 𝑃 =

(

 
 

𝑐1 + 𝑓𝐷 + 𝑈 −𝑐2(𝑓1 + 2𝑓2) 0 𝑐3(√3𝑓3 − 𝑓1 + 𝑓2)

−𝑐2(𝑓1
∗ + 2𝑓2

∗) 𝑐1 − 𝐽⊥𝑆− 𝑓𝐷 + 𝑈 𝑐3(−√3𝑓3
∗ − 𝑓1

∗ + 𝑓2
∗) 0

0 𝑐3(√3𝑓3 + 𝑓1 − 𝑓2) −𝑐1 + 𝑓𝐷 − 𝑈 𝑐2(𝑓1 + 2𝑓2)

𝑐3(−√3𝑓3
∗ + 𝑓1

∗ − 𝑓2
∗) 0 𝑐2(𝑓1

∗ + 2𝑓2
∗) −𝑐1 + 𝐽⊥𝑆− 𝑓𝐷 − 𝑈)

 
 

, 

 

𝑁 =

(

 
 

𝑐1 − 𝐽⊥𝑆− 𝑓𝐷 − 𝑈 −𝑐2(𝑓1 + 2𝑓2) 0 𝑐3(−√3𝑓3 − 𝑓1 + 𝑓2)

−𝑐2(𝑓1
∗ + 2𝑓2

∗) 𝑐1 + 𝑓𝐷 − 𝑈 𝑐3(√3𝑓3
∗ − 𝑓1

∗ + 𝑓2
∗) 0

0 𝑐3(−√3𝑓3 + 𝑓1 − 𝑓2) −𝑐1 + 𝐽⊥𝑆− 𝑓𝐷 +𝑈 𝑐2(𝑓1 + 2𝑓2)

𝑐3(√3𝑓3
∗ + 𝑓1

∗ − 𝑓2
∗) 0 𝑐2(𝑓1

∗ + 2𝑓2
∗) −𝑐1 + 𝑓𝐷 + 𝑈 )

 
 

, 

 

 

𝑄 = (

0 0 0 0
0 0 𝐽⊥𝑆 0
0 0 0 0

−𝐽⊥𝑆 0 0 0

), and 𝐶 = (

0 0 0 𝐽⊥𝑆
0 0 0 0
0 −𝐽⊥𝑆 0 0
0 0 0 0

). 

 

Similar to the FM case, ℋ𝐴𝐹𝑀(𝑝⃗) yields only four physical solutions. 
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IV. Numerical method for bands topology  

We will use the notation [𝒞4, 𝒞3, 𝒞2, 𝒞1] to group the Chern numbers of bands [𝜖4, 𝜖3, 𝜖2, 𝜖1]. The 

Berry curvature and Chern numbers will be calculated following the approach developed in 

reference [69] and described briefly here. We discretize the BZ with steps 𝛿𝑝 in the x and y 

directions. Next, given a band 𝑖  with eigenenergy 𝜖𝑖  and eigenstate |𝜖𝑖(𝑝⃗)⟩ , we numerically 

calculate the quantities 

 

𝑈𝑖
𝑥(𝑝⃗) = ⟨𝜖𝑖(𝑝⃗ + 𝛿𝑝 𝑝̂𝑥)|𝜖𝑖(𝑝⃗)⟩ 

𝑈𝑖
𝑦
(𝑝⃗) = ⟨𝜖𝑖(𝑝⃗ + 𝛿𝑝 𝑝̂𝑦)|𝜖𝑖(𝑝⃗)⟩ 

 

for every momentum 𝑝⃗ in the discretized moiré BZ. 𝑝̂𝑥 and 𝑝̂𝑦 respectively denote the momentum-

space unit vectors along x and y. The Wilson loop 𝑊𝑖(𝑝⃗) is then deduced as  

 

𝑊𝑖(𝑝⃗) = 𝑈𝑖
𝑥(𝑝⃗)𝑈𝑖

𝑦
(𝑝⃗ + 𝛿𝑝 𝑝̂𝑥)𝑈𝑖

𝑥∗(𝑝⃗ + 𝛿𝑝 𝑝̂𝑦)𝑈𝑖
𝑦∗
(𝑝⃗) 

 

which yields the Berry curvatures Ω𝑖 from the argument (𝑎𝑟𝑔-function) of 𝑊𝑖(𝑝⃗) 

 

Ω𝑖(𝑝⃗) =
arg𝑊𝑖(𝑝⃗)

𝛿𝑝2
 

 

Finally, the valley Chern numbers are determined through numerical integration of Ω𝑖(𝑝⃗) over the 

BZ,  

 

𝒞𝑖 =
1

2𝜋
∬Ω𝑖(𝑝⃗)𝑑𝑝𝑥𝑑𝑝𝑦
𝐵𝑍

 

 

 

IV. Topological phase diagrams for FM bilayers models 

 

The rich magnon topology in FM bilayers with DMI and ED was discussed in our recent work 

[36]. The model hosts five different topological phases with Chern numbers [0, −2,0,2] , 

[0, −2,1,1] , [−1, −1,1,1] , [−1,1, −1,1] , and [0,0, −1,1] . Topological phase transitions are 

accompanied by band gaps closure at the ±𝐾 BZ corners. We have also studied FM bilayers with 

ED only [58], which are found to host valley-polarized magnons. These two models are hence 

excluded here. 
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IV.1. Kitaev-Heisenberg and 𝑲+𝑫 models for FM bilayers 

We start with FM bilayers with only Kitaev interaction (no ED and negligible DMI). The magnon 

spectrum in the present case is gapped and topological for any non-zero value of 𝐾. The minimal 

gap between all four bands over the BZ is plot in Fig.1-left over a sufficiently large range of the 

normalized Kitaev (𝐾/𝐽) and interlayer (𝐽⊥/𝐽) interactions. The band gaps cannot be closed in this 

model which consequently presents a unique topological phase with Chern numbers [0, −2,0,2]. 

An illustrative example of the gapped 4-band magnon spectrum is presented in Fig.1-right for 𝐽⊥ =

0.3𝐽 and 𝐾 = 2𝐽. The large value of 𝐾 is inspired from recent work on monolayer Kitaev magnets 

[24]. The bands are plotted along the high symmetry axes 𝐾𝛤, 𝛤𝑀, and 𝑀𝐾. In the absence of ED, 

the spectrum is reciprocal, with 𝜖𝑖(𝑝⃗) = 𝜖𝑖(−𝑝⃗). The magnon spectrum along  𝐾′𝛤, 𝛤𝑀′, and 

𝑀′𝐾′ (𝐾′ = −𝐾 and 𝑀′ = −𝑀) hence coincides with Fig.1-right. 

 

 
Figure 1: Left: minimal band gap between all four bands over the full BZ as a function of the normalized interlayer 

(𝐽⊥/𝐽) and Kitaev (𝐾/𝐽) interactions. Right: the gapped 4-band magnon spectrum plotted along high symmetry axes 

in the BZ for parametric values 𝐾 = 2𝐽, 𝐽⊥ = 0.3𝐽, and 𝐽𝑧 = 0.5𝐽.  

 

Including the DMI in the Heisenberg-Kitaev model (𝐾 + 𝐷  model) augments the band gaps 

without affecting the above conclusions regarding the magnon topology.  

 

IV.2. 𝑲+ 𝑼 model for FM bilayers 

We now include the ED potential 𝑈 in the Heisenberg-Kitaev model. In the present case, the 

magnon band spectrum is found to be gapped except at 3D manifolds in the (𝐾, 𝑈, 𝐽⊥) parametric 

space. These manifolds close the gaps at the ±𝐾 BZ corners exclusively, and lead to topological 

phase transitions. To illustrate, the 𝐽⊥ = 0.1𝐽 slice of the topological phase diagram is presented 

in Fig.2-left as a function of normalized 𝐾 and 𝑈. The color code for the gap closure manifolds is 

defined in the Introduction section. As the gaps are close on ±𝐾 separately, we deduce that the 
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magnon spectrum in the presence of ED is non-reciprocal 𝜖𝑖(𝑝⃗) ≠ −𝜖𝑖(−𝑝⃗). The gap closure 

manifolds divide the parametric space into five topological regions (or phases), denoted I, …,V as 

illustrated in Fig.2-left. Their respective Chern numbers are [0, −2,0,2], [0, −2,1,1], [−1,−1,1,1], 

[−1,1, −1,1], and [0,0, −1,1]. Region VI, however, is gapped but topologically trivial with zero 

Chern numbers. Interestingly, these results match the ones reported in our previous study on FM 

bilayer with DMI and ED only (𝐾 = 0) [36].  

Figures 2-middle and 2-right illustrate the evolution of the six phases with increasing values of the 

interlayer exchange. The area occupied by each phase is found to expand which can consequently 

push some of the phases out of the selected ranges for 𝐾 and 𝑈 (see Fig.2-right). 

 

 
Figure 2: Topological phase diagrams in the 𝐾 + 𝑈 model for FM bilayers with  𝐽⊥ = 0.1𝐽 (left),  𝐽⊥ = 0.2𝐽 (middle), 

and  𝐽⊥ = 0.3𝐽  (right). The colored curves are band gap closure manifolds tracing the boundaries between the 

topological phases. 

 

IV.3. 𝑲+ 𝑼+𝑫 model for FM bilayers 

We now arrive at the most general FM bilayers model with 𝐾, 𝐷 and 𝑈. The parametric space is 

4D and generated by the Hamiltonian parameters (𝐾, 𝑈, 𝐽⊥, 𝐷). The DMI is found to reconstruct 

the gaps closure manifolds without inducing new topological phases compared to the 𝐾 + 𝑈 model. 

Nevertheless, the DMI wipes out the non topological phase rendering the model topological for 

any parametric combination if the gap closure manifolds are excluded. We illustrate these 

conclusions in Fig.3 presenting the topological phase diagram in the 𝑈𝐾 −space for representative 

values of  𝐽⊥ and 𝐷. The labeling and Chern numbers of the topological phases match those in 

Section IV.2. The chosen values of 𝐽⊥ and 𝐷 are indeed enough to draw the complete topological 

picture of the magnon spectrum and additional values do not present fundamentally new results. It 

is important to highlight the sensitivity of the gaps closure manifolds and consequently the 

topological diagram on both 𝐽⊥ and 𝐷. In particular, a slightly elevated DMI (lower panel) is found 

to push the red curve (responsible for gap closure between 𝜖2 and 𝜖3) outside the selected ranges 

of 𝐾 and 𝑈, leaving only three topological phases. 
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Figure 3: Upper panel: topological phase diagram in the 𝐾 + 𝑈 + 𝐷 model for FM bilayers with fixed 𝐷 = 0.05𝐽 and 

𝐽⊥ = 0.2𝐽 (left),  𝐽⊥ = 0.3𝐽 (middle), and  𝐽⊥ = 0.4𝐽 (right). Lower panel: same as upper panel but for 𝐷 = 0.1𝐽. 

 

 

V. Topological phase diagrams for LAFM bilayers  

 

We now turn to bilayers in the LAFM configuration. A perpendicular external magnetic field is 

indispensable in the present case to lift the degeneracy and induce band gaps. Models with 𝑈 = 0 

are hence irrelevant to the present study. 

In the presence of 𝑈, all magnonic bands are found to be nonreciprocal. Similar to the FM case, 

the band gaps in LAFM bilayers can closed at ±𝐾 if DMI and/or Kitaev interactions are assumed, 

resulting in numerous topological phases. Nevertheless, the magnon spectra in LAFM bilayers has 

a particularly important aspect that is absent in FM bilayers. Namely, they display unconventional 

Dirac cones (UDC) that can close the band gap away from ±𝐾, specifically between 𝜖2 and 𝜖3 

bands. These play a crucial role in shaping the magnon topology as illustrated in the subsequent 

sections. 
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V.1. LAFM bilayers in the Heisenberg model with external magnetic field: valley-polarized 

magnons 

We start with LAFM bilayers in an external magnetic field (strength 𝑈) and negligible Kitaev and 

DM interactions. The magnon spectrum is gapped at ±𝐾  for any non-zero value of 𝑈 . 

Nevertheless, the interplay between 𝐽⊥ and 𝑈 can close the gap between 𝜖2 and 𝜖3 at UDCs away 

from ±𝐾 corners. The profile of the UDCs and the corresponding band closure are illustrated in 

Fig.4a. To explore the possibility of gapping these UDCs, the minimal gap between 𝜖2 and 𝜖3 is 

plot in Fig.4b as a function of the normalized external field (𝑈/𝐽𝑆) and interlayer interaction (𝐽⊥/𝐽). 

The contour plot reveals a large ungapped phase where the UDCs touch and a smaller gapped 

phase achievable in weakly coupled LAFM bilayers.  

 

 
Figure 4: (a) Magnon spectrum in LAFM bilayers with negligible DM and Kitaev interactions plotted along the high 

symmetry axes 𝐾𝛤 , 𝛤𝑀 , and 𝑀𝐾  for 𝐽⊥ = −0.1𝐽  and 𝑈 = 0.35𝐽𝑆 . The spectrum displays unconventional Dirac 

cones (highlighted with black arrows) which close the gap between 𝜖2 and 𝜖3 away from the 𝐾 corners of the BZ. (b) 

Contour plot of the minimal gap between 𝜖2 and 𝜖3 as a function of the external magnetic field strength and interlayer 

interaction (presented in absolute values). 

 

In the gapped region, the integral of the Berry curvatures over the entire BZ yields zero Chern 

numbers. Nevertheless, the Berry curvatures can still admit a topological interpretation due to the 

symmetry underlying their profiles. As an example, we plot in Fig.5 the Berry curvatures for the 

bands 𝜖3 and 𝜖4 in an LAFM bilayer with  𝐽⊥ = −0.1𝐽 and  𝑈 = 0.35𝐽𝑆. In analogy with studies 

on electrostatically doped FM bilayers [56, 58], the Berry curvatures admit opposite signs in the 

±𝐾 valleys with the so called no-valley mixing symmetry. This observation is general throughout 

the gapped region. The topological valley index is hence well defined in the current model which 
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allows the excitation of valley-polarized magnons [56-58]. Detailed study on magnon valley 

degree of freedom in LAFM bilayers will be presented elsewhere.  

 

 
Figure 5: Berry curvatures plot over the BZ in the gapped phase of LAFM bilayers with negligible DM and Kitaev 

interactions. These correspond to bands 𝜖3 (a) and 𝜖4 (b) with parametric values 𝐽⊥ = −0.1𝐽 and  𝑈 = 0.35𝐽𝑆. The 

Berry curvatures admit opposite signs in the ±𝐾 valleys and are characterized by the no-valley mixing symmetry. 

This constitutes a direct evidence of well-defined topological valley indices [56, 58]. 

 

 

V.2. 𝑫+ 𝑼 model for LAFM bilayers 

The model with DMI, external magnetic field and negligible Kitaev interaction was studied in 

reference [58]. Nevertheless, we here present a deeper analysis and new results taking into account 

the consequences of the unconventional Dirac cones. In Fig.6a-c, we presented the topological 

phase diagram plotted in the 𝐷𝑈 − space for selected and representative values of  𝐽⊥, namely 

−0.1𝐽 , −0.3𝐽  and −0.5𝐽  respectively. The numerical results reveal a topological phase I, an 

ungapped phase II with gap closure at the unconventional Dirac cones, and a gapped but trivial 

phase III with zero Chern numbers. The gap at ±𝐾 can still closed in region II as illustrated in 

Fig.6c. We note that the green manifold in Fig.6c coincides with the pink one (see Introduction 

section about the color code) and hence corresponds to a simultaneous gap closure between 𝜖1 and 

𝜖2  and between 𝜖3  and 𝜖4  at  +𝐾 . A representative illustration on the band gaps closures are 

presented in Figs.6d (respectively 6e) along the high symmetry axes 𝐾𝛤 , 𝛤𝑀 , and 𝑀𝐾 

(respectively 𝐾′𝛤, 𝛤𝑀′, and 𝑀′𝐾) at the exceptionally special point of intersection between the 

green and black manifolds in Fig.6c. 
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Figure 6: (a-c) The topological phase diagrams in the 𝐷 + 𝑈 model for LAFM bilayers with 𝐽⊥ parametric values 

−0.1𝐽, −0.3𝐽 and −0.5𝐽 respectively. Three phases are highlighted in red: topological phase I, ungapped phase II, 

and gapped but trivial phase III. The unconventional Dirac cones are degenerate throughout phase II. Ungapped Dirac 

cones can also appear at ±𝐾 over specific manifolds as illustrated in (c). These manifolds also exist in cases (a) and 

(b) but are not presented for simplicity. (d) and (e) illustrate different types of band gap closures along high symmetry 

axes with the parameters corresponding to the intersection point between the black and green manifold of (c). 

  

 

V.3. 𝑲+ 𝑼 model for LAFM bilayers 

Replacing DMI by Kitaev interaction in LAFM bilayers drastically alters the magnon topology. 

To illustrate, the topological phase diagram is presented in Fig.7 for the 𝐾𝑈 slice of the parametric 

space with  𝐽⊥ = −0.3𝐽. Changing the value of 𝐽⊥ does not reveal essentially new results. Unlike 

the 𝐷 + 𝑈 model, the gaps between the UDCs in the present case are closed over a minor region 

highlighted via the cyan manifolds. The ensemble of band closure manifolds divides the 𝐾𝑈 

parametric space into seven different gapped phases labeled I,…,VII. Worth noting that the gap 

between unconventional Dirac cones is sizable in phases I and VII, but tiny elsewhere. The Berry 

curvature calculation proves that phases I,…,VI are topological with characteristic Chern numbers 

[−1,1,1 − 1], [−1,2,0, −1], [−1,−1,3, −1], [0, −2,3, −1], [0, −2,2,0], and [0,1, −1,0]. Phase 

VII, however, is trivial with zero Chern numbers. The 𝐾 + 𝑈 model in indeed the richest among 

all studied models. Interestingly, the magnon topology is highly tunable by the external magnetic 

field. 
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Figure 7: Topological phase diagram in the 𝐾 + 𝑈 model for LAFM bilayers with 𝐽⊥ = −0.3𝐽. 

 

 

 

V.4. 𝑲+ 𝑼+𝑫 model for LAFM bilayers 

In this last model, we explore the combined effect of 𝐾, 𝑈, and 𝐷 on the magnon topology in 

LAFM bilayers. The phase diagram is presented in Fig.8 over the 𝐾𝑈 space for LAFM bilayers 

with 𝐽⊥ = −0.3𝐽 and 𝐷 = 0.05𝐽. Again, the selected values for 𝐽⊥ and 𝐷 are sufficient to capture 

the main results. The diagram reveals three topological phases, separated by two manifolds that 

close the band gap at +𝐾 (red) or the UDCs (cyan). The UDCs are slightly gapped in regions II 

and III. The Chern numbers for phases I, II, and III are  [−1,1,1, −1] , [−1,2,0,1] , and 

[−1,−1,3, −1] respectively, in accordance with the phases of their counterparts in the 𝐾 + 𝑈 

model. The trivial phase reported in the 𝐾 + 𝑈 (Section V.3) is hence wiped out by the DMI. This 

DMI effect was also observed in the FM case. Similar to the 𝐾 + 𝑈 model, the magnon topology 

can also be tuned via the external magnetic field. 
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Figure 8: Topological phase diagram in the 𝐾 + 𝑈 + 𝐷 model for LAFM bilayers with 𝐽⊥ = −0.3𝐽 and  𝐷 = 0.05𝐽 

 

 

VI. Conclusion  

Harnessing topological magnons in 2D quantum magnets can open new opportunities to realize 

novel magnonic nanodevices. Their robustness against any type of disorder in the sample allows 

for long range ballistic transport which is desired for information transport and processing in 

magnonic devices. Bilayer honeycomb magnets, in particular, shall offer valuable promises for 

technological applications similar to bilayer graphene (and other fermionic systems) which has 

been extensively explored for applications in nanoelectronics. Exploring the implications of the 

various possible interactions, magnetic order, and symmetry breaking on magnons in these bilayers 

is essential to further elucidate their technological potentials. We believe the present work serves 

this purpose by analyzing a wide spectrum of possible models in FM and LAFM bilayers. The 

study is kept general and the numerical results are presented over a wide range of the parameters 

in an attempt to span all possible Van Der Waals magnets. Several topological phases are predicted 

in FM and LAFM bilayers which can be tuned via experimentally adjustable parameters, notably 

the interlayer exchange [70], electrostatic doping, and external magnetic fields. An important part 

of the study is dedicated to highlight the different roles played by the Kitaev and DM interactions 

in shaping the magnonic topological phase diagrams. We also emphasize the significant deference 

between the topological phases and phase diagrams in FM and LAFM bilayers. In the latter, band 

gaps closure is not restricted to the ±𝐾 corners of the BZ and can form elsewhere resulting in 

UDCs. The UDCs contribute additional boundaries to the topological phase diagram and further 

enriches the topology. As a consequence, the maximum Chern number in LAFM is found to be 3, 
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which cannot be achieved in FM bilayers (maximum Chern number is 2 in the FM configuration). 

Finally, and despite the fundamental difference in the magnon spectra and topology in FM and 

LAFM cases, we predicted that LAFM bilayers stabilized only by easy-axis anisotropy (no Kitaev 

or DM interactions) support valley-polarized magnons, in analogy with recent theoretical studies 

on FM bilayers. 
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