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There have been intensive studies on Kitaev materials for the sake of the realization of exotic states
such as quantum spin liquid and topological orders. In realistic materials, the Kitaev interaction
may coexist with the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction (DMI), and it is a challenge to distinguish
their magnitudes separately. Here, we study the topological magnon excitations and related thermal
Hall conductivity of kagome magnet exhibiting Heisenberg, Kitaev and DM interactions exposed to
a magnetic field. In a strong magnetic field perpendicular to the plane of the lattice ([111] direction)
that bring the system into the fully polarized paramagnetic phase, we find that the magnon bands
carry nontrivial Chern numbers in the full region of the phase diagram. Furthermore, there are
phase transitions relate two topological phases with opposite Chern numbers, which lead to the
sign changes of the thermal Hall conductivity. In the phase with negative thermal conductivity, the
Kitaev interaction is relatively large and the width of the phase increases with the strength of DMI.
Hence the study here will contribute to the understanding of related compounds.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, quantum materials with bond-
dependent anisotropic Kitaev spin interactions have been
the subject of much experimental and theoretical stud-
ies, because there are frustrations from the competing
exchange couplings coexisting with the geometric frustra-
tion of the underlying lattices, which may lead to unusual
magnetic orders as well as gapped and gapless spin liquids
with fractional excitations1–8. However, the Kitaev inter-
action is often accompanied by the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya
interaction (DMI)9,10 in realistic materials, and it is a
challenge to distinguish their magnitudes separately11,12.

The Kitaev interaction also shows its exotic proper-
ties in magnonic side, for instance, it can realize topo-
logical magnon bands in various lattices such as honey-
comb lattice12–15 and kagome lattice16. However, the
effect of the Kitaev interaction can be generally similar
to that of the DMI, which can also induce topological
magnons and has been already studied in lots of exper-
imental and theoretical works17–25. In some cases, the
spin wave spectrum of the Heisenberg-Kitaev model can
even reduce to that of the Heisenberg model with DMI,
and then hosts the same topological property15. There-
fore, the same magnon bands and topological property
can be generated either by Kitaev interaction, DMI, or
their combination. Fortunately, it was shown that one
can distinguish whether a system is Kitaev interaction
or DMI dominated by further investigating the magnonic
transport properties, for example, in honeycomb Kitaev
magnet11,12.

In this work, we study the topological magnon excita-
tions and related thermal Hall conductivity of kagome
magnet exhibiting Heisenberg, Kitaev and DM inter-
actions exposed to a magnetic field. It is well known
that the magnon bands of kagome ferromagnet with DMI
carry nonzero Chern numbers20. On the other hand, the
kagome magnet with Kitaev interaction, whose ground
state is canted ferromagnetic order26,27, also hosts topo-

Figure 1. (a) The structure of the kagome lattice. There are
three spins reside in a primitive cell, which are denoted by
red, green and blue sites. Red, green and blue bonds between
NN sites (i, j) carry three distinct Kitaev couplings Sx

i S
x
j ,

Sy
i S

y
j and Sx

i S
x
j , respectively. Meanwhile, there are isotropic

Heisenberg couplings in all the NN bonds. The arrows in a
triangle denote the coupling directions whose DM vectors are
in the [111] direction. The field is also applied in the [111]
direction. The kagome lattice sits on the (111) plane, and we
define a new 2D frame x′y′ on the kagome lattice with basis
vectors a1 = (1, 0) and a2 = (1,

√
3)/2. (b) The first Brillouin

zone of the kagome lattice.

logical magnon excitations16. Hence, one may won-
der what would happen when there are DMI and Ki-
taev interaction in kagome magnet simultaneously. Since
the Kitaev interaction does not support ferromagnetic
order26,27, we apply a magnetic field perpendicular to
the plane of the lattice ([111] direction), which is strong
enough to bring the system into fully polarized param-
agnetic phase15. We find that the magnon bands carry
nontrivial Chern numbers in the full region of the phase
diagram. Furthermore, there are phase transitions re-
late two topological phases with opposite Chern num-
bers, which lead to the sign changes of the thermal Hall
conductivity. In the phase with negative thermal conduc-
tivity, the Kitaev interaction is relatively large and the
width of the phase increases with the strength of DMI.
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Figure 2. (a) The topological phase diagram of our model as a function of ψ and D. The topological phases are characterized
by the Chern numbers of magnon bands, and the phase diagram is filled by two phases (1, 0,−1) and (−1, 0, 1). The three red
points on the dashed line with D = 0.7 reside in phase (−1, 0, 1) with ψ = 1.57π, at phase boundary with ψ = 1.726π and in
phase (1, 0,−1) with ψ = 2π, respectively. (b) The Berry curvatures of the first and third magnon bands for ψ = 1.57π (top
panel) and ψ = 2π (bottom panel) with D = 0.7.

Thus the study here will contribute to the understanding
of related compounds.

This paper is organized as follows. In section II, we
introduce the model and related methods. In section III,
we discuss the topological magnons. In section IV, we
present the thermal Hall conductivity with sign change.
Finally, a summary is given in section V.

II. MODEL AND METHOD

We consider interacting spins reside on the kagome lat-
tice as shown in Fig. 1(a). The model is described by
the spin Hamiltonian

H =J
∑
〈ij〉

Si · Sj +K
∑
〈ij〉

S
γij
i S

γij
j

+D
∑
〈ij〉

νij ẑ′ · (Si × Sj)− h
∑
i

ẑ′ · Si, (1)

where Si and Sj are spin S = 1/2 spins reside on the
nearest-neighbor (NN) lattice sites, and J and K denote
the Heisenberg and Kitaev exchange couplings, respec-
tively. The Cartesian components γij equals x, y or
z, depending on the bond type as shown in Fig. 1(a).
We parameterize the Heisenberg and Kitaev terms by
J = cosψ, K = sinψ, ψ ∈ [0, 2π), with the energy
unit J2 + K2 = 1. The NN DMI is represented by the
third term, where ẑ′ is the unit vector along [111] direc-
tion and νij = ±1 correspond to the anticlockwise and
clockwise directions of the NN couplings in a triangle,
respectively. In kagome magnet the Kitaev interaction
does not support ferromagnetic order26,27, hence we add
the final term of Zeeman coupling to a applied magnetic
field along the [111] direction, which is strong enough to

bring the system into fully polarized paramagnetic phase.
We study a reasonable parameter range of D ∈ [0, 1], and
set h = 10 (in unit of S) all through the work to ensure
the stability of the system.

Further, the Holstein-Primakoff (HP)
transformation28 is employed to rewrite the Hamil-
tonian in terms of magnon creation and annihilation

operators a†i and ai. Under the linear spin wave approxi-
mation, we keep only the quadratic terms of the magnon
operators. Then the Fourier transformation is performed
to rewrite the Hamiltonian in momentum space with

basis Ψ†k′ = (a†1k′ , a
†
2k′ , a

†
3k′ , a1−k′ , a2−k′ , a3−k′), and we

get the magnon Hamiltonian matrix h(k′) (see Appendix
for details). Finally, the eigenvalues and eigenvectors are
obtained by diagonalizing the dynamic matrix I−h(k′)
with I− = [(I, 0), (0,−I)], I as the 3× 3 identity matrix.

III. TOPOLOGICAL MAGNONS

We characterize the topological property of the model
by the Chern number29–31 of the nth magnon band

Cn =
1

2π

∫
BZ

dk′xdk′yB
n
k′xk

′
y
, (2)

with the Berry curvature of the nth band

Bnk′xk′y= i
∑
n′ 6=n

〈φn|∂h(k
′)

∂k′x
|φn′〉〈φn′ |∂h(k

′)
∂k′y
|φn〉−(k′x ↔ k′y)

(En − En′)2
,

(3)

where En and φn are the eigenvalue and eigenvector of
the nth band respectively.
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Figure 3. Top panel: magnon bands for (a) ψ = 1.57π, (b) ψ = 1.726π and (c) ψ = 2π all with D = 0.7, which are denoted
in Fig. 2(a) as red points. For the point (b) sits at the phase boundary, the bands are gapless and there are Dirac points at
the K points. Note that the top band in (b) has small dispersion. Bottom panel: the corresponding magnon bands in a strip
geometry. There are in-gap edge modes in (d) and (f), and nondispersive edge modes connecting the Dirac points in (e).

The Heisenberg kagome magnet with only DMI
or Kitaev interaction both host topological magnon
excitations16,20. The similar effects on magnon topol-
ogy of the DMI and Kitaev interaction stem from their
common origin, the spin-orbit coupling. However, due to
their different formalisms of spin operators, there should
also be competing effects. Here we find that the magnon
bands of our model carry nontrivial Chern numbers in the
full region of the phase diagram with the tuning of D and
ψ, as shown in Fig. 2(a). We characterize the topological
phase by (C1, C2, C3), and the phase diagram is filled by
two phases (1, 0,−1) and (−1, 0, 1). Note that we only
show the parameter range D ∈ [0.02, 1] for the phase di-
agram, because there are complicated phases and phase
transitions in the range D ∈ [0, 0.02] and the magnitude
of the related thermal conductivity is nearly zero, and
these results are deviated from the theme of this paper.

One may note that, the two separated regions of the
phase (−1, 0, 1) have nearly the same shape, and they
may can be related to each other by ψ + π. However,
it is not exactly the case. The mapping ψ → ψ + π
will take (J,K) to (−J,−K) and the Zeeman coupling
to the field will only give a energy shift of h for the
whole spectrum, then if we have the eigenvalue of the

nth band En,ψ,D(k′) = Ẽn(k′) + h, we must also have

En,ψ+π,−D(k′) = −Ẽn(k′) + h. Hence we have the rela-
tion (En,ψ,D(k′) + En,ψ+π,−D(k′))/2 = h, which means
En,ψ,D(k′) and En,ψ+π,−D(k′) are mirror reflections of
each other about the energy axis E = h. Thus the closing
and re-opening of the band gap, which denotes a topo-
logical phase transition, is simultaneous for the bands
En,ψ,D(k′) and En,ψ+π,−D(k′). Therefore, if we have

En,ψ+π,−D(k′) = En,ψ+π,D(k′), the two separated re-
gions of the phase (−1, 0, 1) will be related to each other
by ψ+ π and have exactly the same shape. However, we
have checked that the sign change of D will affect the
band shape slightly and break the simultaneity of the re-
lated phase transitions. Consequently, we only have simi-
lar but not the same shape of the two regions of the phase
(−1, 0, 1). Now the same Chern numbers of the two re-
gions can also be understood easily. The mirror reflection
about a constant energy axis does not change the Chern
numbers of the bands, however, it will change the order of
the bands. If the bands En,ψ,D(k′) carry Chern numbers
(−1, 0, 1), then the mirror-reflected bands En,ψ+π,−D(k′)
will carry Chern numbers (1, 0,−1). However, the sign
change of D will change the sign of the Chern number
of every band. Thus the bands En,ψ+π,D(k′) will carry
Chern numbers (−1, 0, 1), which are the same with that
of the bands En,ψ,D(k′).

To gain a deeper insight of the topological property,
we calculate the Berry curvatures of the magnon bands
for ψ = 1.57π and ψ = 2π both with D = 0.7, which
are in the phases (−1, 0, 1) and (1, 0,−1) respectively, as
shown in Fig. 2(b). As for ψ = 1.57π with D = 0.7, the
Berry curvature of the first band is negative all over the
Brillouin zone, and the integral of it gives Chern number
−1. While for the third band, its Berry curvature is
always positive and gives Chern number 1. For ψ = 2π
with D = 0.7, the situation is reversed. The sign of
the Berry curvature of the second band is momentum
dependent for both cases, and they are not shown here.

In Fig. 3 we show the bulk magnon bands and their
corresponding band structures in a strip geometry for
ψ = 1.57π, ψ = 1.726π and ψ = 2π all with D = 0.7,
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Figure 4. (a) The transverse thermal conductivity as function of temperature for ψ = 1.57π, ψ = 1.726π and ψ = 2π all with
D = 0.7, which are denoted in Fig. 2(a) as red points. The thermal conductivity are always negative and positive for the phases
(−1, 0, 1) and (1, 0,−1) respectively, and it is always zero for the phase boundary. (b) The transverse thermal conductivity as
function of ψ with D = 0.7 and T = 10. There are sign changes at the phase boundaries. Here we set ~ = kB = 1.

which are denoted in Fig. 2(a) as red points. For the
point sits at the phase boundary, the band structure is
nearly the same with that of the Heisenberg kagome fer-
romagnet without DMI, the bands are gapless and there
are Dirac points at the K points20, except that here the
top band has small dispersion. Due to the bulk-edge
correspondence32, there are in-gap edge modes in the
gapped band structures and nondispersive edge modes
connecting the Dirac points.

IV. TRANSVERSE THERMAL HALL
CONDUCTIVITY WITH SIGN CHANGE

The momentum independent sign structure of the
Berry curvatures will lead to the sign change of the
magnon thermal Hall conductivity, as we will show in
this section. The transverse thermal Hall conductivity of
magnon can be calculated as33–35

κx′y′ =
k2BT

(2π)2~
∑
n

∫
BZ

c2(ρn)Bnk′xk′ydk′xdk′y, (4)

with the sum running over the three bands and the
integral is over the first Brillouin zone. ρn =
1/(exp(En/kBT ) − 1) is the Bose distribution with En
as the nth eigenvalue. c2 is given by

c2(ρn) = (1 + ρn)(ln
1 + ρn
ρn

)2 − (lnρn)2 − 2Li2(−ρn),

(5)

where Li2(x) is the polylogarithm function of order 2.
As shown in Fig. 4(a) and 4(b), the thermal Hall

conductivity are always negative and positive for the
phases (−1, 0, 1) and (1, 0,−1) respectively, with the sign

changes happen at the phase boundaries, whose conduc-
tivity are always zero. The sign structure of the ther-
mal conductivity stems from the sign structure of the
Berry curvatures of the magnon bands. As for the phase
(−1, 0, 1), the negative and positive Berry curvatures of
the first and third bands contribute to the Chern num-
bers -1 and 1 respectively. However, in the integral of the
thermal conductivity, there is a weight c2(ρn) ≥ 0 which
decreases monotonically with energy25, thus the negative
contribution from the first band is greater than the posi-
tive contribution from the third band, which leads to the
negative conductivity. For the phase (1, 0,−1), the sit-
uation is reversed and thus its conductivity is positive.
We have checked that, the contributions from the second
band are nearly zero for both phases. From the physical
angle, the lowest magnon band will be thermally occu-
pied maximally at low temperatures, and then dominate
the thermal conductivity.

We note that, the phase (−1, 0, 1) with negative ther-
mal conductivity resides around ψ = 0.6π and ψ = 1.6π
in the phase diagram, where the Kitaev interaction is rel-
atively large with |K| ≈ 0.95. Moreover, the width of the
phase increases with the strength of DMI. These phenom-
ena will be helpful to distinguish the relative strength of
the isotropic Heisenberg interaction, the Kitaev interac-
tion and the DMI.

V. SUMMARY

We have studied the topological magnon excitations
and related thermal Hall conductivity in a kagome mag-
net exhibiting Heisenberg, Kitaev and DM interactions
exposed to a magnetic field. We consider a strong enough
filed to bring the system into fully polarized paramag-
netic phase. We find that the magnon bands carry non-
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trivial Chern numbers in the full region of the phase
diagram. Furthermore, there are phase transitions re-
late two topological phases with opposite Chern num-
bers, which lead to the sign changes of the thermal Hall
conductivity. In the phase with negative thermal conduc-
tivity, the Kitaev interaction is relatively large and the
width of the phase increases with the strength of DMI.
Since the effects of magnon-magnon interactions are sup-
pressed by the exchange scale divided by the applied field
strength, the paramagnetic phase here is suitable for the
exploration of related physics. Thus we believe that the
study here will contribute to the understanding of related
compounds.
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APPENDIX: MAGNON HAMILTONIAN
MATRIX

We denote the directions of spins Si=1,2,3 by their polar
angles θ1,2,3 and azimuthal angles φ1,2,3 in the global
frame. The HP transformation for a spin in its local
frame reads

S0
x =

√
2S

2
(a+ a†), (6)

S0
y =

√
2S

2i
(a− a†), (7)

S0
z =S − a†a, (8)

where a† and a are the magnon creation and annihilation
operators respectively, which obey the boson commuta-
tion rules. Then by multiplying a rotation matrix we get
the HP transformation for spin Si in the global frame
Six

Siy

Siz

 =


cos θi cosφi − sinφi sin θi cosφi

cos θi sinφi cosφi sin θi sinφi

− sin θi 0 cos θi



S0
ix

S0
iy

S0
iz

 .

(9)

Substituting Six,y,z into the Hamiltonian (1) and then do
the Fourier transformation, we get the quadratic Hamil-
tonian in momentum space

H =
1

2

∑
k′

Ψ†k′h(k′)Ψk′ , (10)

where Ψ†k′ = (a†1k′ , a
†
2k′ , a

†
3k′ , a1−k′ , a2−k′ , a3−k′). The

magnon Hamiltonian matrix is

h(k′) =

(
Ak′ B†k′

Bk′ A∗k′

)
S, (11)

with Ak′ and Bk′ 3 × 3 matrices. Their elements are as
follows

A11 =− 2J(cz + ez)− 2K(c8 + e7)

− 2
D√

3
(cD + eD) +

h√
3
h1, (12)

A22 =− 2J(cz + dz)− 2K(c8 + d6)

− 2
D√

3
(cD + dD) +

h√
3
h2, (13)

A33 =− 2J(dz + ez)− 2K(d6 + e7)

− 2
D√

3
(dD + eD) +

h√
3
h3, (14)

A12 =[J(cx + cy − icxy + icyx) +Kc3 +
D√

3
c∗B ] cosk′ · δ1,

(15)

A21 =A∗12, (16)

A13 =[J(ex + ey + iexy − ieyx)

+K(e2 + e5 + ie10 − ie12) +
D√

3
eB ] cosk′ · δ3,

(17)

A31 =A∗13, (18)

A23 =[J(dx + dy − idxy + idyx)

+K(d1 + d4 − id9 + id11) +
D√

3
d∗B ] cosk′ · δ2,

(19)

A32 =A∗23, (20)

B12 =B21 = [J(cx − cy − icxy − icyx)

+Kc3 +
D√

3
cA] cosk′ · δ1, (21)

B13 =B31 = [J(ex − ey − iexy − ieyx)

+K(e2 − e5 − ie10 − ie12) +
D√

3
eA] cosk′ · δ3,

(22)

B23 =B32 = [J(dx − dy − idxy − idyx)

+K(d1 − d4 − id9 − id11) +
D√

3
dA] cosk′ · δ2,

(23)

B11 =B22 = B33 = 0, (24)
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where

c1 = cos θ1 cosφ1 cos θ2 cosφ2, (25)

c2 = cos θ1 sinφ1 cos θ2 sinφ2, (26)

c3 = sin θ1 sin θ2, (27)

c4 = sinφ1 sinφ2, (28)

c5 = cosφ1 cosφ2, (29)

c6 = sin θ1 cosφ1 sin θ2 cosφ2, (30)

c7 = sin θ1 sinφ1 sin θ2 sinφ2, (31)

c8 = cos θ1 cos θ2, (32)

c9 =− cos θ1 cosφ1 sinφ2, (33)

c10 = cos θ1 sinφ1 cosφ2, (34)

c11 =− sinφ1 cos θ2 cosφ2, (35)

c12 = cosφ1 cos θ2 sinφ2, (36)

cx =c1 + c2 + c3, (37)

cy =c4 + c5, (38)

cz =c6 + c7 + c8, (39)

cxy =c9 + c10, (40)

cyx =c11 + c12, (41)

c13 = sin θ1 cos θ2 sinφ2, (42)

c14 =− cos θ1 sinφ1 sin θ2, (43)

c15 = sin θ1 sinφ1 cos θ2, (44)

c16 =− cos θ1 sin θ2 sinφ2, (45)

c17 =− cosφ1 sin θ2, (46)

c18 = sin θ1 cosφ2, (47)

c19 = cos θ1 cosφ1 sin θ2, (48)

c20 =− sin θ1 cos θ2 cosφ2, (49)

c21 = cos θ1 sin θ2 cosφ2, (50)

c22 =− sin θ1 cosφ1 cos θ2, (51)

c23 = sin θ1 sinφ2, (52)

c24 =− sinφ1 sin θ2, (53)

c25 = cos θ1 cosφ1 cos θ2 sinφ2, (54)

c26 =− cos θ1 sinφ1 cos θ2 cosφ2, (55)

c27 = cosφ1 sinφ2, (56)

c28 =− sinφ1 cosφ2, (57)

c29 = sin θ1 cosφ1 sin θ2 sinφ2, (58)

c30 =− sin θ1 sinφ1 sin θ2 cosφ2, (59)

c31 = cos θ1 cosφ1 cosφ2, (60)

c32 = cos θ1 sinφ1 sinφ2, (61)

c33 =− sinφ1 cos θ2 sinφ2, (62)

c34 =− cosφ1 cos θ2 cosφ2, (63)

cxxx =c13 + c14, (64)

cxzz =c15 + c16, (65)

cyxx =c19 + c20, (66)

cyzz =c21 + c22, (67)

czxx =c25 + c26, (68)

czyy =c27 + c28, (69)

czzz =c29 + c30, (70)

czxy =c31 + c32, (71)

czyx =c33 + c34, (72)

cA =cxxx + cyxx + czxx − czyy
− i(c17 + c24 + czyx + c18 + c23 + czxy), (73)

cB =cxxx + cyxx + czxx + czyy

− i(c17 + c24 + czyx − c18 − c23 − czxy), (74)

cD =cxzz + cyzz + czzz, (75)

and change the corresponding subscripts in θ1,2 and
φ1,2 to θ2,3 and φ2,3, we get the corresponding expressions
for di with

i =1− 34, x, y, z, xy, yx, xxx, xzz, yxx, yzz,

zxx, zyy, zzz, zxy, zyx,A,B,D. (76)

Similarly, change θ1,2 and φ1,2 to θ3,1 and φ3,1, we get
the corresponding expressions for ei. And we have

h1 = sin θ1 cosφ1 + sin θ1 sinφ1 + cos θ1, (77)

h2 = sin θ2 cosφ2 + sin θ2 sinφ2 + cos θ2, (78)

h3 = sin θ3 cosφ3 + sin θ3 sinφ3 + cos θ3, (79)

Note that for the polarized phase here, we have θ1 =
θ2 = θ3 = arctan

√
2 and φ1 = φ2 = φ3 = π/4. The

vectors δ1,2,3 are the NN vectors of the kagome lattice

with δ1 = (1/2, 0), δ2 = (−1,
√

3)/4, δ3 = (−1,−
√

3)/4,
which are defined in the new 2D frame x′y′. Note that to
get the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of bosonic quadratic
Hamiltonian, we need to diagonalize the matrix I−h(k′)
instead of h(k′), where

I− =

(
I 0

0 −I

)
, (80)

with I the 3× 3 identity matrix .
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